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CaRONOLOGY OF * THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronolugicai Tabie :— 


HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wit. I. to 34 Geo. II. 

1066-1760 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Geo. III. 


1760-1800 
(First PARLIAMENT.) 
Vel. BG assccssce 41 Gee Ti. ...:.... 1801 
ait Mr 42 ee 1802 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
42 Geo. III. ......1802-3 


DEBATES. 
First Series. 


Vol. 36 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) 


Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. III....... 1803-4 
cs $0 5...40 mot * haaes 1805 
wan! 1G We gle sO So seas 1806 


(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Guo. IIl....... 1806-7 


(FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 9 to1l...48 Geo. III.......1807-8 
— 12—14...49 eae 1809 
— 15 —17...50 ee 1810 
— 18 — 20...51 -~ 1810-11 
- 21 — 23...52 mint) ghesee 1812 


(FirtH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 24 to 26...53 Gno. III. .... 1812-13 
— 27 & 28...54 — . 1813-14 
— 29 to 31...55 . 1814-15 
— 32 — 34...56 a evans 1816 
— 35 & 36...57 — beeen 1817 
— 37 — 38...58 mi kee 1818 


(SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 39 & 40...59 Guo. III. ...... 1819 


a QD ccc cee oka 60 — . 1819-20 
Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 


(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol ito. 3... F Geeay. x. 1820 
— 4& 5... 2 —L, ' Nenrcae 182] 
— 6— 7... 3 ee 1822 
— s8— 9... 4 —. eceone SSE 
— 10—11... 5 sa Ganeee 1824 
— 12—13... 6 = eanne 1825-6 
— 14—15... 7 — seeees 1826 
(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
= ere 7 Gee TY. ..0.5 1826 
iat BE. nananiins 8 — sees 1827 
— 18 & 19... 9 anes 1828 
— 20— 21...10 Sy eras 1829 
— 22 to 25...11 = easnae 1830 
a2 





iv CHRONOLOGY OF 


Third Series. 
REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 


(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 


me. 2 te Ss... 2 Was. TV....... 1830-1 
(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 4 to 8... 2 Wu IV. ...... 1832 
-— 9—14... 3 =. Levees 1831 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 15 to 20... 4 Witt. IV....... 1833 
— 21 — 25... 5 St! Geeves 1834 
(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WiLL. IV....... 1835 
— 31— 35... 7 — eae eee 1836 
— 36— 38... 8 ales pote 1837 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45— 50... 2 —  _-seswet 1839 
— 51— 55... 3 ey 1840 
| ae ae (a) 1841 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMEN’. ) 
WO OO a.vessuce 4 Vicroria (1) 1841 
— 60to 65... 5 — ey 0 24 
-- 66— 71... 6 es, Spstaee 1843 
— %2— 76... 7 Sel odeas 1844 
— ii— 82... $ —_ .... 1845 
— &8&3— 88... 9 — .... 1846 
— 89 — 94...10 — (x) 1847 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
err 10 Victoria = (b) 1847 
~— 96to101...11 c=) | caaeeee 1848 
— 102 —107...12 —  daewae 1849 
— 108 —113...13 ee 1850 
— 114 —118...14 —— vain 1851 
~— 119 —122...15 — (a) 1852 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
rer 15 Vicroria_ (b) 1852 
— 124 to 129...16 — en te 1853 | 
— 130 —135...17 eee 1854 
— 136 —-139...18 Se! Septal 1855 
— 140 —143...19 — 11000 1856 
— 144 ..20 - (a) 1857 





“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 145 to 147...20 Victoria (b) 1857 
— 148 —151 ..21 an Naina 1858 
— 152 —153...22 — (a) 1859 
(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 154 to 155...22 Victoria (b) 1859 
— 156 —160...23 a: (aut 1860 
— 161 —164...24 a = Babes 1861 
— 165 —168...25 —— Seabee 1862 
— 169 —172...26 — hee eee 1863 
— 173 —176...27 eld 1864 
— 177 —180...28 = Seva 1865 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 VicTorIA...... 1866 
— 185 —189...30 Sere ONG 1867 
— 190 —193...31 — .. 1867-8 
(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 194 to 198...32 VicTORIA 1868-9 
— 199 —203...33 a: | aeaeee 1870 
— 204 —208...34 ee sieves 1871 
— 209 —213...35 — Gssese 1872 
— 214 —217...36 a 1873 
(TWENTY-Fixst PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ...... 1874 
—- 222 —226...38 —— gaa 1875 
— 227 —231...39 ——_ re 1876 
— 232 —236...40 —— ae aee 187% 
— 237 —242...41 — sees 1875 
—- 243 —249...42 — 1878-9 
— 250 & 251...43 — (a) 1880 


(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 252 to 256...43 Victoria (b) 1880 
— 257 —265...44 = Sveiews 1881 
— 266 —273...45 —- (a) 1882 


— 974 & 275...45 = (b) 1882 
— 276 to 283...46 = Leazea 1883 
— 984 —292...47 — gebage 1884 
— 293 —301...48 _— 1884-5 


(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicTORIA (a) 1886 


(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 308 & 309...49 VictorIA (b) 1886 
—— 310 to 321...50 —— | Spaewas 1887 
— 322 —332...51 — .. 1888 
— 333 —340...52 — keene 1889 
— 341 —348...53 pe yeeeay 1890 
— 349 —356...54 _ 1890-1 














CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES”—cont. v 





Fourth Series. (TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(TWENTY-FouRTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) | Vol. 88 ......... 64 VICTORIA ...... 1900 
Vol. 1lto 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 


REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 


Vol, 7 «.....s..686 Vicrorta ...... 1892 

— 8 to 21...57 — ... 1893-4 | (TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT-—cont.) 

eae . a 57 a 20. 

a ee a he ad <a a oe 1 Epwarp VII....1901 

— 90to100 1 -— a 

eins ene ar — 101... 1&2 — aa 2 
(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) — 103toll7? 2 os 1902 

WO. 536) 4.5esc0c3 59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 | — 118 to 128 3 _ ...1903 

—- 37 to 44...59 = ... 1895-6 | — 129to140 4 ~ ... 1904 

— 45-. 52...60 — ee 1897 — 141to151 5 — ... 1905 

— 53 — 65...61 — ———deveee 1898 

— 66 — 76...62 ae eee 1899 

ae i Mer ce 63 Se enveas 1899 (TWENTY-EIGHTH PsRLIAMENT.) 

— 78 — 83...63 =——" evan 1900 

ne eS eer Me 1900 | Vol. 152 to 168 6 Epwarp VII....1906 

— 85 — 87...64 sin ...0e0e 1900 | Vol.169 to 171 7 Ss 3 «sk 907 

















HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 


SIR HENRY CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN’S FIRST ADMINISTRATION, 
DECEMBER 1905. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury ———Rt. Hon. Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN. 

Lord President of the Council Rt. Hon. the Earl of CREWE. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord LoREBURN. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer Rt. Hon. H. H. Asquitu, M.P. 

Secretaries of State 
Home Department 
Foreign Affairs 
Colonial Office 











Rt. Hon. HERBERT J. GLADSTONE, M.P. 
Rt. Hon. Sir EDWARD GREY, Bt., M.V. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of ELGIN. 

War Office Rt. Hon. R. B. HALDANE, M.P. 

India Office Rt. Hon. JOHN Mor.ey, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. Lorp TWEEDMOUTH. 
Chief Secretary for [reland——Rt. Hon. A. BIRRELL, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal——Most. Hon Marquess of RIPON. 
President of the Board of Education tt. Hon. R. MCKENNA, M.P. 
President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. D. LLoyp-GEoRGE, M.P. 
President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. JoHN Burns, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. Earl CARRINGTON. 
Postmaster-General tt. Hon. SYDNEY Buxton, M.P. 
Chancellor of tie Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Sir HENRY Fow er, M.P. 
The Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. J. SIncLAIR, M.P. 
The First Commissioner of Works—Rt. Hon. L. Harcourt, M.P. 
































NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Under Secretary of State, Foreign Office——Lord FITzMAURICE. 
Under Secretary of State, Home Office——HERBERT SAMUEL, Esq., M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, Colonial Office WINSTON CHURCHILL, Esq., M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, India Office C. E. HopHousgE, Esq., M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, War Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of PORTSMOUTH. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——-GEORGE WHITELEY, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education THOMAS LouGH, Fsq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Admiralty Rt. Hon. E. ROBERTSON, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade H. E. KEARLEY, Esq., M.P. 
enna eed wean Moe Local Government Bcard——Dr. MACNAMARA, M.P. 
‘inancial Secretary to the Treasury WALTER RUNCIMAN, Esq., M.P 
Financial Secretary to the War Office T. R. BUCHANAN, te M.P. 
- A. PEASE, Esq., M.P. 
. ‘Treasury ~ HERBERT LEWIs, Esy., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury [ Captain CECIL Norton, M.P. 
Free + vp ma Esq., M.P. 
dmiral of the Fleet Sir JOHN FISHER. 
eg Pree J Vice-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury. 
Lords of the Admiralty | Rear-Admiral Sir H, B. Jackson. 
Rear-Admiral F, 8. INGLEFIELD. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cabinet]. 
General Hon. Sir N. G. LYTTELTON (Chief of the General Staff). 
General ©. W. H. DouGLas (Adjutant-General to the Forces). 
General Sir W. G. NICHOLSON (Quarter-Master-General to the Forces), 
Army Council— 4 Major-General Sir J. W. Murray (Master-General of the Ordnance). 
THE UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. oe eee UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 
Colonel Sir E. W. D. Warp). 
The Civil Lord of the Aanicaite GEORGE Pron Esq., M.P. 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland-——Rt. Hon. the Earl of ABERDEEN. 
The Lord Advocate——THoMAS SHAW, Esq., M.P. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——In the Cabinet. 
Attorney-General——Sir J, Lawson WALTON, M.P. 
Solicitor-General—— Sir W.. S. Rosson, M. P. 
Paymaster-General——R. K. CAUSTON, Esq., M.P. 
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OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Lord Steward—— 
Comptroller of the Household——The Master of ELIBANK, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Sir EDWARD STRACHEY, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Chamberlain—--Rt. Hon. Viscount A LTHORP. 
Vice-Chamberlain——-W ENTWORTH BEAUMONT, Esq., M.P. 
Master of the Horse—— Rt. Hon. Earl of SEFTON. 
Captain Yeoman of th Guard——His Grace the Duke of MANCHESTER. 
Earl GRANVILLE. 
Earl of GRANARD, 
Lord HAMILTON of DALZELL. 
Lords-in- Waiting |i ACTON. 





Lord DENMAN. 

Lord COLEBROOKE. 

Lord SUFFIELD. 

T. MILVAIN, Esy., K.C. 





Judge Advocate-Gene al 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. JOHN SINCL AIR. 
Lord High Constable——Earl of ERROL. 

Lord Privy Seal—— Marquess of BREADELBANE, K.G. 

Master of the Household——Duke of ARGYLL, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner Lord KINNAIRD. 

Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of Montross, K.T. 

Lord Justice General——Rt. Hon. Lord DUNEDIN. 

Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. THOMAS SHAW, K.C. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspureu, C.B. 
Solicitor-General——ALEXANDER URE, Esq., K.C. 

Register General and Deputy Keeper Great. Seal—Sir STAIR AGNEW, K.C.B. 
Commanding Forees——Lt.-Gen. 5. P. LEACH, C.B., C.V.O 








IRELAND, 


Lord-Lieutenant——Karl of ABERDEEN, G.C.M.G. 

Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. A. BIRRELL, M.P. 
Under Secretary Rt. Hon. Sir A. MACDONNELL, G.C.S.I., K.C.V.O. 
Private Secretaries Lord HERSCHELL and WALTER CALLAN, Esq. 
State Steward and Chamberlain——Viscount HAWKESBURY, M.V.O. 
Controller Major LAMBART. 

Lord Chancellor Lord Justice WALKER. 

Attorney-General Rt. Hon. R. R CHERRY, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General REDMOND BARRY, Esq., K.C., M.P. 

Commanding the Forees——Gen. Lord GRENFELL, G.C.B., G.C.M.G. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Ear] of OnsLow. 

Clerk of Parliaments——Sir Henry J. L. Grauam, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THestcer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees EpwarbD HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees ALBERT Gray, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills——A. Harrison, Esq, 

Senior Clerks—— 

Clerk of the Journals W. A. Leicu, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees J. F. Symons JEuNE, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
SKENE, Esq. 

W.H. Hamitton Gorpon, Esq. 

Peers’ Printed Paper Office C. L, ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 

Other Clerks Hon. A. McDonneLtt; A. H. Ropinson, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills and 
Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs); H. P. St. Jonny, Ksq.; V. M. Bippunpu, Esq. ; 
Hon. K. A. Stonorn; H. J. F. Baprtey, Esq. ; C. HeAapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Horuam, Esq. ; 
kK. C. Vicors, Esq.; A. Tennyson, Esq. ; G. D. Luarp, Esq. ; and G. Prosy, Esq. 

Receiver of Fees and Accountant T. A. Court, Esq. 

Copyists——-Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. 

Messengers Messrs. A. A. Worreti, C. E. Cuiziett, J. W. F Locke, J. McMILuan, 
G. Bennett, G. T. Puinip, W. 8. Wricut. 
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Librarian EDMUND GossE, Esq., LL.D. 
Assistant Librarian A. H. M. Burier, Esq. 
Attendant Mr, A. N. Storr. 


Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeunz, Esq. ; Clerk 
—H. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod Admiral Sir F. H. STEPHENSON, G.C.V.O., K.C.B, 

Yeoman Usher Captain T. D. BuTLeR, M.V.O. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeetwoop I. Epwarkps, G.C.V.O., K.C B, 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms S. Hann, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Wintiams, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B. GALLOP. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants Messis. J. WooLAcoti, A. A. EDNEy, J. F. BAuM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHiLuips, W. W. MEATES, 
T. WHITEHEAD. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W. CASBON. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords Mr. A. PALMER. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. P. E. RIDGE. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 
































PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir CoURTENAY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.1., C. LE. 

Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUk W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. Gibpons, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Uffice——F. ST. GEORGE TUPPER, Esq. 
Private Bill Ottice——J. H. W. SomeErsET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks——C. V. FrERE, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E, H. DoyLe, Bart. ; 8. L. 
SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; HORACE WEsT, Esq. 

Assistant Clerks—— HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. ; PERCY 
A. BULL, Esq. ; F. R. WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq. ; W. E. Grey, Esq. ; F. C. HOLLAND, 
Esq.; J. W. G. Bonn, Esq. ; H. C. Dawkins, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; B. H. 
E ELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq.; J. ScorT PORTER, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; W. 'T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq. ; W. 
K. GIBBONS, 3 W. P. JoHNsTON, Esq.; J. BAarLow, Esq. ; Hon. H. R. C. 
BALFouR; R. N. BAILEY, Esq.; G. F. M. CAMPION, Esq. ; 8. DE LA POER BERESFORD, 
Esq. ; H. 8. GREEN, Esq. 
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Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq., C.V.O. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Chaplain to the House——The Ven. Archdeacon BASIL WILBE RFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——Hon. EDWARD GULLY, 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS LEIGH, kK. C., K.C.B 

Trainbearer——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Messenger——Mr. W. HO.t. 

Collector of Fees on Private BillA——C. L. LockTon, Esq, 

Clerk to Referees——Sir E. H. DoYLE, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Billsa——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq 

Taxing | AMPION, Esq. ; Clerk——F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. 

Vote Office—— 
Principal Clerk——PHILIP SMITH, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——JOHN PoyseR, Esq.; W. K. SANDERSON, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq.; Assistant Librarian——A. E. A. W. SmyTH, Esq. 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. RB. Crimp, WM. STEWART: Messengers——Messrs. 
A. Firmin, W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers 
Journals——G, E. BRISCOE EYRE, Esq. 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. (for H. M. ang § Office.) 

Postmaster——Mr. I. LincoLn; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. H. BULLOcK. 

Office Clerk in Committee Offic . FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers——Messrs. C. DAVIE, H. JONEs, G. D. Wetter, J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, 
J. Ivory, G. NORMAN, J. SURREY, A. SEPPLE. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. M. INGLEFIELD and Mr. H. HAMBLING. 

Messengers (1st Class) Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. Ropertson, Mr. J. HILLS, Mr. J. 
SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day, Mr. 
J. HenpERSON, Mr. G. WAINWRIGHT, Mr. J. GUYATT. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. R. TURTLE, A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, 
H. E. LININGTON, H. G. EMMETT, J. a PHILIP, Ww. FINDLAY, W. MACDONALD, W. 
R. BRIMSON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs. J. HART and G. Fry. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, 13rH MARCH, 1907. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Baines’ Name Bill [u.1.}. 
Moved, “* That this Bill be now read 2°.”°—(The Earl of Onslow.) 


Lord Ashbourne r — oe «a 
The Chairman of C ommittees (The Earl of Onslow) 
The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed. 


The Lorp CHaNcELLor acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 
Buckhaven Dock [H.1.]. 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table 
Barnsley, Wombwell and Wath Tramways Bill [u.1.]. The Order of 


Thursday last, referring the Examiner’s Certificate of non-compliance with 
the Standing Orders to the Standing Orders Committee, discharged. . 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporaion Bill [u.L.]; Cavehill and 
Whitewell Tramways Bill [H.L.].—Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted. The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Birmingham Corporation Bill [.1.]—Leave given to the Select Committee 
to continue sitting in the absence of the Viscount Iveagh 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp or Epucation.—Judgments of the Divisional Court, Court of Appeal, 
and House of Lords in the case of The King v. The County Council of the 
West Riding of Yorkshire ; &: is ee 
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Treaty Sertes No. 9 (1907).—Agreement between the United Kingdom and 
Switzerland respecting commercial travellers’ samples; signed at Berne, 
20th February, 1907. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Boarp or Epucation.—Report of the Board of Education, for the year 1905- 
1906, on the administration of schools under the Welsh Intermediate Edu- 
eation Act. 1889 


SHop Hovrs Act, 1904 (Boroucu or Newport, IsLeE or Wicur).—Order made 
by the council of the borough of Newport, and confirmed by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, fixing the hours of closing for certain 
shops within the borough. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table 


NEW BILLS. 


Dental Companies (Restrictions of Practice) Bill [u.1.]. (No 15.).—A 
Bill to prohibit joint stock companies from carrying on practice a3 dentists 
or dental surgeons except by means of duly qualified persons ; and.. 


Prohibition of Medical Practice’by Companies Bill [.1.]. (No. 16.).—A 
Bill to prohibit joint stock companies from acting as physicians, surgeons, 
or medical practitioners ; Were presented by the Lord Hylton ; read 1*; 
and to be printed 


THE Ho.pinG or LAND IN SCOTLAND. 


The Earl of Camperdown... 
The Lord President of the Council (The Earl of Crewe) 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five o'clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 13TH MARCH, 1507. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Biits (Stranpinc ORDER 66 NoT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill. referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order 66 has not been complied with, viz., South W ales 
Mineral Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the aii be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders ; * a 
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Private Britt Petitions (StaNDING ORDERS NoT CoMPLIED wITH).—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following Bill, the 
Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz., Collooney, Ballina, and 
Belmullet Railways and Piers Bills. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders .. is “A ‘“ die ¥s si bn $a 


Galwey’s Divorce Bills [Lorps].—Read a second time, and committed 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway (Additional 


Capital, etc.) Bill (sy OrpeR); Great Central Railway Bill il (by —— — 
Read a second time, and committed : ; se 


Bristol Corporation Bill (sy Orper).—Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


Bill read a second time and committed. 


PETITIONS, 


Coat Mines (Eieut Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour :—From Alma; Bagworth; 
Bailey Brook ; Balgonie; Birley; Birley (No.2); Blackrod; Bruntcliffe ; 
Buckhaven ; Carlton Main; Coaltown of Wemyss ; Corton Wood ; Cross- 
gates; Dearne Valley; Denbeath; Donibristle; Dronfield; Elsecar ; 
Fence; Fordell; Hightown; Houghton Main; Hoyland;  Ibstock ; 
Langley and Marlpool; Langwith; Lassodie; Lea Green; Lidgett ; 
Lochgelly ; Lochore: Lofthouse ; Low Laithes ; Lumphinnans ; Mark- 
ham; Me asham : Methil ; Mithilkill; Nailstone; Netherton ; Newmarket 
Silkstone; New Oaks; Normanton; Oakley; Oargreave; Rawdon ; 
Renishaw Park; Reservoir; Roundwood; Sharlston; Shaw Cross and 
Chidswell ; South Leicestershire; Stourton Grange; Sutton Heath ; 
Syndale; Thornhill; Townhill; Udston; Upper Hartshay; Wakefield 
(Robin Hood); Warreley; Wath Main; Wellsgreen; Wellwood; West 
Sharlston ; and, York Collieries ; to lie upon the Table : 


MARRIAGE WITH A Deceasep Wire’s Sister Bitit.—Petition from Woodham. 
against ; to lie upon the Table .. sas 


SaLe oF [ntoxicatine Liquors on SunpAay.—Petition from Rugeley, for pro- 
hibition ; to lie upon the Table .. . ee oa an ¥ - 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 


ForEIGN TRADE AND ComMerRce.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
12th March; Mr. — iol ; to lie 7 the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 69] .. , x oa st <a 


Boarp or Epucation (WexsH InterMEpIaTe Epucation Act, 1889).—Copy 
presented, of Report of the Board of Education for the year 1905-6 on the 
Administration of Schools, under the Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 
188% [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. *[No. 771 
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ARREsTs FOR DrRUNKENNEsS ([RELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 21st February ; Mr. Sloan]; to lie upon the Table .. 


Harsovr, Erc., Bitts (Hutt anp BarNsLeY RatLway BIL1L).—Copy ordered, 
“of the Report of the Board of Trade on the Hull and Barnsley Railway 
Bill.’—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) ie 4 pe ch 


Crown Acents.—Address for “ Return showing the total amount, including 
loans, on which any commission was charged or received by the Crown 
Agents for the Colonies during 1904, 1905, and 1906, differentiating between 
(1) commercial, railway, and general business, and (2) financial, ‘To: an, and 
miscellaneous business ; the total amount of commission ¢ harged or received 
in each year; and the separate totals debited and commission charged to 
each Colony and Protectorate in each of the said years (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 264, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Austin Taylor.) . 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
PERSONS RECEIVING PoLIcE PRoTEcTION IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Lons:lale 


(Armagh, N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell .. ay i a i, 


Tue AMERICAN MAtts—PRopoRTION FOR NORTH OF ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND 
IRELAND—DELAYs IN DELIVERY.—Questions, Colonel Philipps (Southamp- 
ton); Answers, Mr. Sydney Buxton... ve ¥ I ae a 

Post Orricke ACCOMMODATION AT CALDERCRUIX, N.B.—Question, Mr. J. 
O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. 8. Buxton .. 


Dustin PostMEN AND Sorters’ ExXaMINATION.—Question, Mr. J. O'Connor ; 
Answer, Mr. 8. Buxton .. a ss 


Irish Lanp PurcHase.—Question, Captain Craig; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


WetsH Epvucation DEPARTMENT.—Question, Mr. E. Cecil (Aston Manor) ; 
Answer, Mr. McKenna 


IMPRISONMENT OF Martin Hawes 1x GaLway GaAoL.—Question, Captain Craig ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Ir1sH EvicreD TENANTS—CASE OF ELLEN K1ERNAN.—Question, Mr. V. Kennedy 
(Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


AGE RETIREMENT OF THE COMPTROLLER AND AUDITOR-GENERAL.—Question, 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman 


APPOINTMENTS TO STAFF OF CoLoNIAL ‘upiIT BrancH, EXCHEQUER AND AUDIT 
DEPARTMENT.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Runciman ve 


MESSENGERS AND CLERKS IN THE Boal oF Works OFFICE, DUBLIN.—Question, 
Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossc -y) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman 


THE Epaugi Case.—Question, Mr. P. Pease (Darlington) ; Answer, Mr. Glad- 
stone - as Re e ue be ae 53 — ei 


GREAT NoRTHERN RatlLway OF IRELAND SECOND CLAss ACCOMMODATION ON 
Motor TraIns.—Question, Mr. C. Craig (Antrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd- 
George oe ee oe <n i +s oe es ee és 
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REGISTRATION OF LimITED CoMPANIES.—Question, Mr. S. Smith (Westmoreland, 
Kendal) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George 


Free CuurcH ApPpEALS.—Question, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; 
Answer, Mr. T. Shaw .. - oP ee Ge ee fe. fr 


FILLING OF VACANCY ON ScorrisH CHURCH EXECUTIVE CoMMISSION.—Question, 
Mr. Markham; Answer, Mr. Sinclair 


PLAN OF MEETING OF FREE CHURCH AND UNITED FREE CHURCH ASSEMBLIES.— 
Question, Mr. Markham; Answer, Mr. T. Shaw 


GAMBLING IN BANK SHARES ON THE LoNDON Stock ExcHANGE.—Question, Mr. 
Field; Answer, Mr. Asquith 


WAGES OF CARPENTERS AND JOINERS IN WOOLWICH ARSENAL.—Question, Mr. W- 
T. Wilson (Lancashire, Westhoughton); Answer, Mr. Haldane 


(CivIL SERVANTS AND THE TERRITORIAL Fora&.—Question, Colonel Kenyon- 
Slaney (Shropshire, Newport); Answer, The Secretary of State for War 


(Mr. Haldane, Haddington) 


STRENGTH OF Horse AND FIELD ARTILLERY.—Question, Captain Craig ; Answer, 
Mr. Haldane : 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE 


NavaL REPAIRING STATIONS.—Question, Mr. C. Duncan (Barrow-in-Furness) ; 
Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Lambert, Devonshire, South 
Molton) 


CiviL SERVANTS AND THE TERRITORIAL FoRCE.— Question, Colonel Kenyon- 
Slaney ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 


Army Reserve Fieures.—Question, Major Anstruther-Gray (St. Andrews 
Burghs); Answer, Mr. Haldane 


DIsBANDED LINE BaTTaLions.—Question, Major Anstruther-Gray ; Answer, Mr. 
Haldane ie Ee em 


INSOLVENCY OF ARBUTHNOT AND CoMPANY.—Question, Mr. Smeaton (Stirling- 
shire); Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for India (Mr. Hobhouse, 
Bristol, E.) ; = Sa 


LAHORE PrREss PROsECUTION.—Questions;: Wr. Dolan (Leitrim, N.), Mr. Rees 
(Montgomery Boroughs), Sir H. Cotton (Nottingham, E.); Answer, Mr. 
C. Hobhouse He ne os 5 = re 


JOHANNESBURG IMMORALITY PROSECU.,ON*.—Question, Mr. Bottomley 
(Hackney, 8.); Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. Churchill, Manchester, N.W.) 


GENERAL BorHa.—Question, Mr. Lehmann (Leicester, Market Harbo:ough) ; 
Answer. Mr. Churchill 


New .Hepeatpes EXxpENDITURE.—Question, Mr. S. Wilson (Yorkshire, E.R., 
Holderness) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill .. ee = ee ‘i 


to 
to 








xvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Mar. 13 .} 


Russo-J4PANESE CONVENTION.—Question, Mr. Smeaton (Stirlingshire) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Runciman, Dewsbury) 


Aneto-Russtan CoNVENTION.—Question, Mr. Smeaton; Answer, Mr. Runci- 
man - s 


PortTUGUESE TARIFF ON ImporTED FisH.—Question, Mr. Esslemont (Aberdeen, 


8.); Answer, Mr. Runciman 


THE HAaGuE CoNFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Rees; Answer, Mr. Runciman 


Income Tax on EasteER OFrrertnes.—Question, Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, 
E.) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fifeshire, E.) 


CLERKENWELL SEssIoNs.—Question, Mr. Clynes (Manchester, N.E.); Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Gladstone, Leeds, W.) 


Assistant InspEcToRS OF Facrories.—Question, Mr. V. Kennedy (Cavan, W.) : 
Answer, Mr. Gladstone Oy és s = 


Rate Summons FrEs.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, 
Mr. Gladstone 

THE WRECK OF THE “ Beriin.”’—Questions, Sir E. Sassoon (Hythe), Mr. Weir, 
Mr. Lynch (Yorkshire, W.R., Ripon); Answer, The President of the Board 
of Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon Boroughs :) 


GERMAN TARIFF ON WELSH SLATES.—Question, Mr. Remnant (Finsbury, 
Holborn); Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George és 


CanaDIAN WHEAT Exports.—Question, Mr. Remnant; Answer, Mr. Lloyd- 
George 


UNEXPLOITED MARKETS.—Question, Mr. Remnant ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George 


CANADIAN PREFERENCE.—Question, Sir G. 8. Robertson (Bradford, Central) ; 
Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George 


RaiLway FREIGHTS FOR FurNitURE.—Question, Mr. V. Kennedy ; Answer, Mr. 
Lloyd-George 


UNEMPLOYED FuND.—Questions, Mr. Haddock (Lancashire, North Lonsdale), 
Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, 8.); Answer, The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. J. Burns, Battersea) : Bt es ne nie 


UNEMPLOYMENT IN MANCHESTER.—Question, Mr. Clynes; Answer, Mr. J. 
Burns x Ss 


Lonpon UNEMPLOYED.—Question, Mr. Thorne (West Ham, 8.); Answer, Mr. 
J. Burns ve : 5 es 


UNEMPLOYED WoRKMEN ACT—QUALIFICATION FOR ASSISTANCE.—Question, Mr. 
G. ‘Roberts (Norwich) ; Answer, Mr. J. Burns Si 


Societies JouRNALS—PostaL Rates.—Question, Mr. C. E. Price (Edinburgh, 
Central! ; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. 8. Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) i ee ba ea Ke 
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Craig; supported by Mr. Moore, Mr. Hugh Rarsio, Mr. Lonsdale, and 
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Civil Bill Courts (Dublin) Bill—‘‘ To improve the procedure and make 
better provision for discharge of the business of the Civil Bill Courts of the 
City and County of Dublin,” presented by Mr. John Gordon; supported 
by Mr. Harrington and Mr. Waldron ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 10th April, and to be printed. [Bill 103].. “ “ a .. 66 
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Suppiy [1lrH Marcu] Report 
Resolutions reported. 


Crvit Services AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1907-8 (VorE on 
Account).—*‘ That a sum, not exceeding £21,410,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, on account, for or towards defraying the Charges for the following 
Civil Services and Revenue Departments for the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1908, viz. :— 


CIVIL SERVICES. 


Crass II. 
£. 

Colonial Office . - - - - - - - 25,000 

Crass IV. 
Scientific Invest gation, etc. - - - - . - 24.000 
Board of Education - - - - - : - 7,000,000 

Crass I, 
Royal Palaces - . - - - - - 20,000 
Osborne - - - - - - ° - - 5,000 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens- -~ - 7 50,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings’ - - - - - 20,000 
Salisbury Memorial a" - - - — 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great Britain - - : 30,000 
Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain - - . 25,000 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings — - - - 50,000 
Revenue Buildings : - - - - : : 210,000 
Public Buildings, Great Britain -~— - ° : - 200,000 
Surveys of the United Kingdom - - - - - 90,000 
Harbours under the Board ‘of Trade - - - - 15,000 
Peterhead Harbour - - - - - 10,000 
Rates on Government —_— - - - - - 290,000 
Public Works and Buildings, <onaaes : - - - 95,000 
Railways, Ireland -~—  - - ° . - 35,000 

Crass I]. 

United Kingdom and England :— : 

House of Lords Offices” - - - - - - - 10,000 
House of Commons Offices’ - - - . - - 20,000 
Treasury and Subordinate Departments - : - - 40,000 
Home Office - - - - - - - - - 70,000 
Foreign Office - — - - - . - - 24,000 
Privy Council Office a - - . : - 5,000 
Board of Trade - - - - - - - : 90,000 
Mercantile Marine Services - - - 32,000 
Bankruptcy Department of the — of Trade : - 500 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries - - - - - 60,000 


Charity Commission - ee 15,000 
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£ 
Civil Service Commission - - - - : - 17,000 
Exchequer and Audit Department- - - - - 25,000 
Friendly Societies Registry - - - - - - 3,000 
Local Government Board - - - - - - 85,000 
Lunacy Commission - - - - - - - 5, me 
Mint (including Coinage) - - - - - - 
National Debt Office - - - - - : - 6.000 
Public Record Office - - - - - . - 10,000 
“4 Public Works Loan Commissioner - - - - - 500 
Registrar General’s Office - - - - - - 15,000 
Stationery and Printing- - - - - - - 330,000 
Woods, Forests, &c., Office of : - - : - 8,000 
Works and Public Buildings, Office of - - - - 34,000 
Secret Service - - - - - - - 40,000 
Scotland :— 
Secretary for Scotland, Office of  - : - - - 25,000 
i Fishery Board - - - - - - - 5,000 
Lunacy Commission - - - - - - - 2,500 
Registrar General’s Office - - - - - 1,500 
Local Government Board - - - - - - 5,000 
Ireland :— tu 
Lord-Lieutenant’s Household . - - - - 2,000 
Chief Secretary’s Offices and Subordinate Departments - 10,000 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction = - 90,000 
Charitable Donations and Bequests oe > 2 - 1,000 
Local Government Board - - - - - 30,000 
Public Record Office - - - - - - - 2,000 
Public Works Office - : - - - - 16,000 
Registrar General’s Office - - - - - - 5,000 
Valuation and Boundary Survey” - - - - . 7,000 
Crass IIT. 
United Kingdom and England :— 
Law Charges - - - - - - - . - 30,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses - : - - - 28,000 
Supreme Court of Judicature - - - - - 140,000 
Land Registry - - - : - : - - 16,000 
County Courts - - : - - - . 2 
Police, England and W ve - - - - - : 15,000 
Prisons, England and the Colonies - - - - 320,000 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools, Great Britain - - 130,000 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum -~— - - 12,000 
Scotland :— £ 
Law Charges and Courts of Law - - - - - 30,006 
Register House, Edinburgh - - - - - - 15,000 
Crofters Commission  - - : - - - - 2,000 
Prisons - - - - - - - - - 35,000 
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Ireland :— 
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Law Charges and Criminal Prosecutions - - 25,000 
Supreme Court of Judicature, and — ape Departments 43,000 i 
Land Commission - - - - - 100,000 i 
County Court Officers, &e. — - - - - 45,000 
Dublin Metropolitan Police - . - . - 60,000 i 
Royal Irish Constabulary - - - - - 600,000 
Prisons - - - - . - - - - 52,000 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools - . 55,000 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum - - - - 4,000 
CLASS IV. 
United Kingdom and England :— 
British Museum - - - - ; 60,000 
National Gallery - - - - 10,000 
National Portrait Gallery - - - 3,000 ! 
Wallace Collection - : - - - 3,000 ; 
Universities and Colleges, Great Britain, and Inter- 
mediate Education, Wales - - - - - 60,000 
Scotland :— 
Public Education - - : = : = 850,000 
National Galleries - . - - - - - 3,000 
Ireland :— 
Public Education - - - - - - - 760,000 
Endowed Schools Commissioners - - - - - 400 
National Gallery = - - - - - - - - 2,000 
Queen’s Colleges - - - . - - - 2,500 
Crass V. 
Diplomatic and Consular Services - - - 250.000 
Colonial Services - - - - - - - 350,000 
Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific Cable - - 25,000 
Cyprus (Grant in Aid) - - - - . - 49,000 
Crass VI. 
Superannuation and Retired Allowances - 300,000 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances - 1,150 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland - - - - 17,000 
Savings Banks and Friendly Societies Deficiencies - - — 
Cuass VII. 
Temporary Commissions - - - - 28,000 
Miscellaneous Expenses - - - 7,943 
Repayment to the Local Loans Fund - - - - —_ 
Treland Development Grant - - -~— - - - 100,000 
Total for Civil Services = - - - - £13,980,000 
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REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


‘ nl . - - - +. 4350,000 





Customs “ . ‘ 
: Inland Revenue - - - - - - - 830,000 
ON rn ee ee 
Total for Revenue Departments - - £7,430,000 
Grand Total - - - - - £21,410,000 
Resolution read a second time. 
Mr. Boland (Kerry, S.) 70 
Amendment proposed— 
i “To leave out ‘ £21,410,000,’ and to insert ‘ £21,409,900, °— 
(Mr. Boland). 
Question proposed, “ That ‘ £21,410,000’ stand part of the Resolution.” 
Mr. Gwynn (Galway)... $i ia ws s - 77 
The Financial Secretary to the 1 ‘reasury (Mr. Runciman, Dewsbury) 79 
Sir Thomas Esmonde moi N.) $4 os es * ca Se 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ’ ia ii dis ss - ‘i 2 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N. ) ; sa ws a x +5: a 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir W. Anson (Oxford University) .. 86 
Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, S.W.) 91 
Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, EB.) .. 95 
Dr. Rutherford (Middlesex, Brentford) A ve ee Ae ee 99 
The President of the Board of Education (Mr. McKenna, Monmouth- 
shire, N.) “f i is a . Wi 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 108 
Sir G. Kekewich (Ezeter) 109 
Sir Alfred Thomas (Glamorganshire, EB.) 110 
Mr. Summerbell (Sunderland) 110 
Mr. Bridgeman (Shropshire, Oswestry) 111 
Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) a 113 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) 116 
Ir. Charles Roberts (Lincoln) 119 
Mr. Fletcher (Hampstead) 120 
Mr. Adkins (Lancashire, Middleton) 121 
Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Aberdeen Univer. sities 123 
Mr. Rogers (Wiltshire, Devizes) he 124 
Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood) 125 
Mr. Walsh (Lancashire, Ince) 126 
Resolution agreed to. 
Ways anv; Means [127TH Marcu] Report. 
“That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1907, the sum of £71,715 
be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United, Kingdom.” 
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“ That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1908, the sum of 
£38,114,700 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom.” 


First Resolution read a second time, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Runciman. 


Second Resolution to be considered to-morrow. 
CrimINAL Law AND ProceDURE (IRELAND) ACT. 


Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, N.) 
Mr. Nolan (Louth, S.) ; 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That, in the opinion of this House, 
the presence of the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act on the 
Statute-book is a gross violation of the Constitution, without parallel in 
any other portion of His Majesty’s dominions, and that the Act should 
be immediately repealed.” —(Mr. Hogan.) 


Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, 8.) . 

The Attorney-General for Ireland ( Mr. r. Cherry " Liver oa Eschange ) 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8.) " 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) .. on 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, » Bristol, Way’: 

Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, S.) ” = 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 252 ; Noes, 83. (Division List No. 43.) 
Harbour, etc., Bills (Hull and Barnsley Railway Bill).—Return pre- 

sented, relative thereto [ordered 13th March; Mr. Lloyd-George], to lie 

upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 78.] 


Adjourned at eleven minutes after Eleven o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 14TH MARCH, 1907. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parla- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the tollowing Bills have not been complied 
with: Burnley Corporation, Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet Railways 
and Piers. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table " ae oe be 
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StanpING OrDERS CommitTEE.—Report from, that the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Boston Spa Gas Bill, and the South Eastern, 
and London, Chatham and Dover Railways Bill, ought to be dispensed 
with. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Petition 
for a Bill by the Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven Construction and 
Working Company, Limi‘ed, ought to be dispensed with, and leave given 
to introduce the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Alex- 
andra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway (General Powers) 
Bill, ought to be dispensed with, subject to Clause 18 being modified, so as 
to apply only to the intended railways and to those companies concerned 
26 whose shareholders approve thereof, and to Clause 20 being struck out. 


And that the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 
London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill ought to be 
dispensed with, subject to the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1a, 2, 24, 
2p, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 9a, being struck out of the Bill. 


Read and agreed to. 


33 Middlesbrough, Stockton-on-Tees and Thornaby Tramways Bill [4.L.|— 


10 Read 2*, and committed: The Committee to be proposed by the Com- 


16 mittee of Selection 161 


59 West Riding Tramways Bill [#.u.]—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 


igs Commons .. : 


Barnsley, Wombwell and Wath Tramways Bill [u.1.] ; Burnley Cor- 
poration Bill, Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet Railways and Piers Bill.— 
Examiners’ Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on Wednesday next hie 7 .. 162 


Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill [4.L.|—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn: read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. The orders made on the 25th and 28th of 
February last discharged, and Bill committed for Tuesday next .. .. 162 


Tyne Improvement Bill [1.u.].—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposi- 
tion thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The orders made on the 25th and 28th of February last discharged, and Bill 
committed for Tuesday next... as ws is ae “4 .. 162 


Baines’ Name Bill | 1.1. |. 
The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Onslow) a 1“ -- 162 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army (ArMy ReEsERVE).—Statement showing: Actuarial calculation of the 
normal strength of the lst Class Army Reserve ; and 
Explanation of the difference between the actual strength on the Ist 
i October, 1899, and the normal .. a4 Bes is Me - .. 163 
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Rattway anp Cana TrarFric Acts, 1854-1894.—Eighteenth Annual Report of i 
the Railway and Canal Commission ; with Appendix oe we » 2 -y 
TreacHERs’ Pension FunD (IRELAND).—Reports on the valuation of the Teachers : 
Pension Fund (Ireland) on 3lst December, 1905 - a ‘a 5 oa 
Epvucation (ScoTLanp).—General Report by the Chief Inspector of the Nor- 
thern Division of Scotland, for the vear 1906 .. a me £ .. 163 ! 
Miscettaneous, No. 1, (1907).—Translation ot the alien law of the Republic 
of Honduras, 8th February. 1906. ‘ 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie upon the Table .. .. 163 
' 
SHor Hours Act, 1904 (Country or LancasTER).—Order made by the council : 
of the county of Lancaster, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, fixing the hours of closing for certain classes of shops 
within the urban districts of Royton, Failsworth, Crompton, Lees, Little- F 
borough, and Milnrow. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and : Agi 
ordered to lie on the Table es - ‘ es be ee - SE F 
Companies Bill [x.u.].—[Szeconp Reap1ne].—Order of the Day for the Second i 
Reading read. ' 
The Earl of Granard .. ” ws be a “s -. 164 § 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Earl of Granard). : 
Lord Avebury 4 “ ce as 5 av 5 . ie 4 
Lord Faber .. - a “x a 4A aA * - To 
Lord Glantawe Re is "= x = “ * ve | ae 
Lord Ashbourne ea bs ‘i se 5 os .. ion 2 
Lord Courtney of Penwith .. a o - a wa | 
The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) x rh # y . Sa a 
The Marquess of Salisbury . 6 ok .. 175 § 
The Lord President of the Council (The Earl of Crewe) a ai . i 
On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House. } 
) 
County Courts Bill [H.1.]. [Seconp Reapine].—Order of the Day for i 
Reading read. f 
Q 
The Lord Chancellor .. 176 } Pri 
Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2°.”—(The Lord Chancellor.) } 
Lord Ashbourne aa a - es is ee a po ee i 
Viscount Cross - 2 es Se oe ss S 4 so TS = 
Lord James of Hereford om ~ Bs a 3 Fe me AD : 
On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole ui 
House. 





- Lor 


Judicature Bill [4.1.].—House in Committee (according to Order). 






[The Earl] of Onstow in the Chair.] 
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Clause 1 :— 
The Lord Chancellor .. Ss an 5 Py a a nid 


Amendment moved— 


“ In page 1, line 6, after the word ‘ Chancellor ’ to insert the words - 


i rn 


‘to be given only if he is satisfied that there is special cause. 
(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. Standing Committee negatived ; the Report 


of Amendment to be received on Monday next ; and Bill be printed as 
amended. (No. 17.) 


AGRICULTURAL Ho.piInes Act. 


The Earl of Camperdown 2 

The President of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries (Baul Carrington) 
The Marquess of Londonderry , 

The Earl of Crewe 

The Marquess of Lansdowne 

Lord Heneage 


House adjourned at Six o’clock, to Monday next, a quarter before 
Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, l4tH MARCH, 1907. 
The House met at a Quarter before Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Birt Petitions (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 


SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners for Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :—Burnley Corpora- 
tion Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders ae me . 


| London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.—‘ To 


empower the London County Council to construct and work new tramways 
and to alter and reconstruct existing tramwaysand make street improve emenis 
and other works in the County of London ;_ and for other purposes.” Pre- 
sented, and read the first time; and ordered to be read a second time 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders Confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow .. 


London Government Scheme (Southwark Borough Market) Bill.— 
Reported, without!Amendment [Scheme confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the 
Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 


London and North-Western Railway (Superannuation Fund) Bill.— 
Reported, without Amendment. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed ie Se e a s a : : 


North Staffordshire Railway Bill; Bastnestoxe Gas Bitt; Bupe Gas 
Birt; Lianprinpop WELLS Gas Birt; Fatmouta Gas Biti.—Reported 
with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur ee * Bill. iat with 
Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table ; oe 


Annfield Plain and District Gas Bill.-—Reported, with Amendments. Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be printed a - = 


Private Bits (Group A).—Sir Frederick Banbury reported from the Committee 
on Group A of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned until Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 
PETITIONS. 


Coat Mines (E1cut Hours) Briiu.—Petitions in favour. From Aldwarke ; 
Auchinraith ; Blantyre ; Bolsover ; Clay (No. 4) Pit ; Grassmoor ; Gwaun- 
clawdd; Killamarsh; Manners; North Stav veley ; Oxcroft ; Park Lane ; 
Pleasley ; Ripley; Silverwood; Tibshelf; Tyldesley; Waingroves ; 
Warsop Main: W ellshot ; West Hallam; and Windygates; to lie upon 
the Table .. i os Bs or ar aa 


Liquor Trarric (LocaL Option) (ScoTLanD) Biti.—Petition from Ayr, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table - - - - - 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS ([RELAND)—Return [presented 13th March] to 
be printed. [| No. 79] os oe . 


Army ResErvE.—Copy presented, of Statement showing (1) Actuarial 
Calculation of the Normal Strength of the Ist Class Army Reserve ; 
and (2) Explanation of the Difference between the Actual Strength of the 
Ist October, 1899, and the Normal [by Command] ; to lie upon the ‘Table .. 


Honpuras (ALIEN Law) (MiscELLANEous, No. 1, 1907).—Copy presented, 
of Translation of the Alien Law of the Republic of Honduras, 8th February, 
1906 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. oe as me - 
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EpucaTion (ScoTLAND) (GENERAL ReEports).—Copy presented, of General 
Report by the Chief Inspector of the Northern Division of Scotland for 
the year 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ; ne ; 


RatLway AND CanaL TrarFric Acts, 1854 To 1894.—Copy presented, of Eigh- 
teenth Annual Report of the Railway and Canal Commission, with Appendix 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ; 


Suop Hours Act, 1904.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Council of the 
County of Lancaster, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of shops within 
the urban districts of Royton, Failsworth, Compton, Lees, Littleborough, and 
Mi!lnrow [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table .. ’ 


TEACHERS’ PENston FunpD (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Reports on the 
Valuation of the Teachers’ Pension Fund (Ireland) on 31st December, 
1905 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TREATMENT OF YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS.—Address for “‘ Return showing, for 
each petty sessional Court in England and Wales, the number and disposal 
of children and young persons under sixteen who were charged with offences 
during the last three months of 1906, and showing whether the defendants 
would probably have been released on probation under supervision, if such 
a system had been available; and also what steps, if any, are taken to separ- 
ate children and young persons in Court from adult prisoners.”—(Mr. 
Herbert Samuel) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


ForEIGN TRAWLERS IN THE Moray Firru.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Sinclair ie 


MunicrpLe Mitk Deror.—Question, Sir F. Banbury (City of London) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Burns 


REAFFORESTATION IN THE MIDLANDS.—Question, Mr. Alden (Middlesex, Tot- 
tenham) ; Answer, Mr. J. Burns .. 


GLENSHARROLD EvicreD TeNnaNnts.—Question, Mr. O’Shaughnessy (Limerick, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. 


Mercer’s Estate, LoONDONDERRY.—Question, Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Mostems IN Crete.—Question, Sir S. King (Hull, Central); Answer, Sir E. 
Grey 

Aviens Act.—Question, Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone 

Betrast Licence Duties.—Question, Mr. J. O’Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Asquith , us 


OFFICERS GRANTS AND THE LONDON GaAzeETTE.—Question, Mr. Bellairs (Lynn 
Regis) ; Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. 


Sin ANDREW FrasER AND ANGLO-INDIAN OFFICIALS.—Question, Mr. O’Grady 
(Leeds, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Morley. . 3 _ 
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Inpian Rattways Rowiine Stock.—Question, Mr. Wedgwood (Newcastle- 
under-Lyme) ; Answer, Mr. Morley * s ie i 


Inp1an TRADE GriEvANCES.—Question, Mr. C. J. O’Donnell (Newington, Wal- 
worth) ; Answer, Mr. Morley “ 


NawaB oF Dacca’s Estate.—Question, Mr. C. J. O’Donnell ; Answer, Mr. Mor- 
ley na y: - - a ie 


INSTRUCTIONS IN THE IRISH LANGUAGE.—Question, Mr. T. O'Donnell (Kerry, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell . 


IrtsH INTERMEDIATE Epucation GRaNtT.—Question, Mr. T. O’Donnell ; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell .. 


CHRISTIAN BRoTHERS’ ScHOOLS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. T. O’Donnell ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Irish EpucatTion GRANT.—Question, Mr. T. O’Donnell ; Answer, Mr. Runci- 
man 


CaRMICHAEL-O’FERRALL Estate, Loncrorp.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Long- 
ford, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell e a a% _ 


Irish Farmers’ Hovusine Loans.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. 
Birrell 


Lanp PurcnasE Dispute at LisNaGEERA.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell . 


CarBery Evicrep TENANTS.—Question, Mr. E. Barry (Cork County, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell . 


DonecaL Harsour AccoMMODATION.—Question, Marquess of Hamilton (Lon- 
donderry) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. ws es 


Cavan Evictep TENANTS.—Question, Mr. V. Kennedy (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell . 


IntsH AGRICULTURAL ORGANISATION SoctETy.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN IRELAND.—Question, on Craig (Down, E.) 
Answer, Mr. Birrell on ste ae ‘ oe Sie qe 


Eart Park OvurraGe.—Question, Mr. Arkwright (Hereford); Answer, Mr. 
Birrell : es - ‘ és Ss is ; 


IntImipaTION IN County Roscommon.—Question, Captain Craig; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell ; 


RoscomMon JuRy’s Action.—Question, Captain Craig ; Answer, Mr. Cherry 
Soiprers’ Sone Book.—Question, Captain Craig; Answer, Mr. Haldane 


GovERNMENT EMPLOYEES AND VoLUNTEER Camps.—Question, Mr. W. F. D. 
Smith (Strand, Westminster); Answer, Mr. Haldane 
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“That a sum, not exceeding £6,86%,700, be granted to His Majesty 
to defray the Expenses of Wages, etc., to Officers, Seamen and Boys, 
Coast Guard, and Royal Marines, which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1908.” 


First Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) 

Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis) ; 

Captain Hervey (Bury St. Edmunds s) abs 
Mr. G. Croydon Marks (Cornwall, Launce. ston) 
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Sir F. Banbury (City of London) 

Mr. Bramsdon (Portsmouth) 

Mr. Bramsdon ; rr 

Mr. T. L. Corbett (Dow nm, N.) fa 

Mr. Rees (Montgomer ry Boroughs) 

Mr. Harold Cox (Preston) of 

Mr. C. Duncan (Barrow-in- Furness) 

Dr. Rutherford (Middlesex, Brentford) 

Mr. G. H. Faber (Boston\ .. +e 

Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) me 

Mr. Havelock Wilson (Middlesbrough) 

Mr. Verney (Buckinghamshire, N.) 

Mr. J. M. Robertson (Northumberland, Tyneside) 
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Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleafori) st ae sis ae as 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr Lambert. Devonshire, South 

Molton) .. 5 5K “ye a es os oe rae 
Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London\ =e a ee 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Edmund Robertson, Dundee) - 


First Resolution agreed to. 
Second Resolution read a moon time. 
Mr. Havelock Wilson (Middlesbrough) .. ale 
Resolution agreed to. 
SUPPLY [28rH FEBRUARY] REPORT. 
Resolutions reported :— 


Army Estimates, 1907-8 


a 


1. “That a number of Land Forces, not exceeding 190,000, ali ranks, be 
maintained tor the service of the United King lom of Great Britain and 
Ireland at home and abroad, excluding His Majesty’s Indian Posses- 
sions, during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1908.” 


° 


2. “ That a sum, not exceeding £4,835,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the charge for the pay, etc., of His Majesty’s Army (including 
Army Reserve) at home and abroad (exclusive of India), which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1908.” 
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SuppLy [28TH Fesruary] Report. 


Postponed Proceeding on Question, That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the First Resolution, ‘‘ That a number of Land Forces, 
not exceeding 190,000, all ranks, be maintained for the Service of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at Home and Abroad, 
excluding His Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1908,” resumed. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That leave be given to bring in a Bill to provide, during twelve 
months, for the discipline and regulation of the Army; and that Mr. 
Secretary Haldane, Mr. Edmund Robertson, and Mr. Buchanan, do 


prepare and bring it in. 


Army (Annual) Bill —“ To provide during twelve months, for the discipline and 
regulation of the Army,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed.’ [Bill 107.] 


Supply [28TH Fepruary] Report.—Second Resolution read a second time. 


Sir H. Aubrey-Fletcher — — by ‘ . 335 
: e oa ee «330 


Mr. Haldane .. 
Resolution agreed to. 
Ways AND Means [127TH Marcu] Report. 
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Majesty for the Service of the year ending on the 31st March, 1908, the 
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Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Gentlemen appointed to bring in 

a Bill upon the Resolution reported from the Committee of Ways and 

Means on the 13th day of this instant March, and then agreed to by 

the House, that they do make provision therein pursuant to the said 
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US Sid 


“tidy 
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dated Fund to the service of the years ending on the thirty-first day of March, 
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ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn ”—(Mr. 
W hitele)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty-eight minutes before Eleven 
o'clock. 
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Sir F. ( =a ( Northamptonshire, EL) 7" i ss wa .. S8I 


Bill referred to the Standing Committee on Trade, etc. 
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Lights on Vehicles Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Major Renton (Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) ga is - . 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 
Sir F. Banbury : ~ Bs Ss cr NS xe .. 384 
Mr. Adkins (Lancashire, Middleton) - és re a .. 385 
Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth)  .. - a .. 385 
Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston) ‘ ei “s i et << Ol 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) ie ats Ms he .. 387 
Colonel Sandys (Lancashire, Bootle) a = i a a, OE 
Mr. pene (Bolton) is i ie oe . .. 388 
Mr. C. Duncan (Barrow-in-F urness) is = oe — .. 388 
Mr. oat (Surrey, Chertsey) .. - + .. 389 
Mr. Lane-Fox (Yorkshire, W.R., Barkston Ash) ae .. 309 
Mr. Arthur Stanley (Lancashire, Ormskirk) ae on - .. 3 
Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) .. es ee .. 39l 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) ~ -. Sl 
The Under Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Herbert 
Samuel, Yorkshire, Cleveland) ee ‘ 7 a -. 393 
Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, 8.) .. _ _ a 4 .. 395 
Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye) +9 ae ibs 7 ‘ .. 397 
Viscount Dalrymple (Wigtown)  .. i es - “% .. 399 
Mr. W. Nicholson (Hants, Petersfield) .. ie e = .. 400 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill referred to the Standing Committee on Law, &c., read a second time, 
and committed. 


Licensed Premises (Election Days) Closing Bill.—Order for second 
reading read. 


Mr. Charles Roberts (Lincoln) “ - ta ‘i ms .. 400 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
> 3° 
time. 


Sir F. Banbury Ee Bx - Bee ae ae es -- 402 
And, it being Five of the Clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 
BusINEss OF THE HovseE. 
Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) .. - whe - -. 403 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Mr. Joseph Pease.) 


Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) 7 7" ‘a Hs iin .. 403 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Merchandise Marks Bill.—Read a second time, and committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee on Trade, etc... i Si ae “s a .. 404 


Political Pensions Bill. 
Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— . 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again uponi Friday, 19th April... .. 404 


Raitway Bits (Group 1).—Mr. Davip Atrrep Tomas reported from the 
Committee on Group | of Railway Bills : That for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned until Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven 
o'clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table as a3 ae ae .. 404 


SELEcTION (StanpING CoMMITTEES).—Sir W1LL1amM BRAMPTON GURDON re- 
ported from the Committee of Selection: That they had discharged the 
following Member from the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of 
Justice, and Legal Procedure, in respect of the Marriage with a Deceased 
Wife’s Sister Bill: Mr. Arthur Lee ; and had appointed in substitution : 
Viscount Morpeth. 


Report to lie upon the Table wi ‘ 6s oe re -. 404 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put, 
pursuant to Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Five o’clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 18rxH MARCH, 1907. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Byrne’s Divorce Bill [.1.].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading, read : 
Counsel called in: Moved that the Bill be now read 2*: The same was 
agreed to; Bill read 2° accordingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House To-morrow .. ie - a “s bs .. 4 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid on the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—General Accident Fire and Life Assurance Corporation, 
Limited [1.L.]; Royal Bank of Scotland [H.L.] 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table me RY 3 .. 405 
Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven Construction and Working 


Company, Limited, Bill [1...].—Presented (pursuant to leave given on 
Thursday last) ; read 1°; and referred tothe Examiners... si .. 405 


















xliv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Mar. 18.) 


Birmingham es Bill |x... “h saecapeiten from the Select Committee. 


with Amendments : ‘ 


Aberdeen Corporation Bill {#.1.]; Glasgow Corporation Bill {[H.1.]; Ren- 
frewshire Upper District (Eastwood and Mearns) Water Bill [#.L.]; | Buck- 
haven Dock Bill [#.1.].—Read 2*, and committed. The Committees to be 


proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Manchester Ship Canal (Various Powers) Bill [1.1.}: Royal Insurance 


Company Bill-[u.1.]; Newquay and District Water Bill [H.L.]; West 
Yorkshire Tramway Bill [u.L.]; Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tram- 
ways Bill [w.1.].—Read 5*, and passed, and sent te the Commons 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill: Metropolitan Water 
Board (Various Powers) Bill.—Message from the Commons that they have 
come to the following Resolution to which they desire the concurrence of 
the House, viz., ** That it is expedient that the Metropolitan Water Board 
(Charges, etc.) Bill and the Metropolitan Water Board (Various Powers) Bill 
be committed to a Joint Committee of Lords and Commons.” The said 
message to be taken into consideration To-morrow 


Kendal Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; Middlesbrough, Stockton-on-Tees, and 
Thornaby Tramways Bill [4...]; North British Railway Bill [H.1.]; Buck- 
haven Dock Bill [#.L.]: Birkenhead Corporation Water Bill [H.L.].—Report 
from the Committee otf Selection, That the following Lords be | ropesed to 
the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said 


Bills ; (viz.) :— 


" 'V. Hampden, 
L. Tevnham, 
L. Ravensworth, 
L. Newton (chairman), 
L. Weardale ; 


agreed to: and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Tuesday, the 25rd of April next, at Eleven o’clock : and ail arose 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard 
by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the 


Bills 


Tees Valley meee (Consolidation) Bill [1.1.]; Southend Water Bill (H.1.] ; 
Southend-on-Sea Corporation’ Bill [u.1.]; Western Valleys (Monmouth. 
shire) Sewerage Board Bill [n.1.]; Selsey Water and Gas Bill [4.1.]; Portis- 
head District Water Bill [H.1.]; Tynemouth Corporation (Water) Bill 
|H.L.].—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following 
Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select emis for the 
consideration of the said Bills ; (viz.) :— 


E. Scarborough, 
E. Lauderdale (chairman). 
E. Carnwath, 
E. Verulam, 
. Colville of Culross ; 
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agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Tuesday, the 23rd of April next, at Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel 
for the Bills “% Xe - a ‘6 bie - ~ an 


Great Yarmouth Waterworks and Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [1...] ; 
Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill [#.1.]; Southport, Birkdale, and 
West Lancashire Water Board Bill [H.1.]; Ocean Accident and Guarantee 
Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Ashton-under-Lyne, Stalybridge, and Dukinfield 
(District) Waterworks Bill [4.1.] ; Coventry Corporation Water Bill [H.1.] ; 
Colne Valley Water Bill [H.1.]; Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Urban District 
Water Bill [H.1.].—Report from the Committee of Selec ion, That the 
following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for 
the consideration of the said Bills; (viz.)— 


D. Wellington, 

L. Zouche of Haryngworth, 

L. Ribblesdale (Chairman), ; 
L. Seaton, 

L. Ritchie, 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed acc ‘ordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Tuesday, the 25rd of April next, at Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard 
by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counse lf wr the Bills 


Glasgow Corporation Bill [u.L.]; Renfrewshire Upper District’ (Eastwood 
and Mearns) Water Bill [H.L.].—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to the House to torm the Select 
Committes for the consideration of the said Bills; (viz.)— 


M. Ba‘h. 

E. Hardwicke, 

k. Camperdown (chairman), 
L. Faber, 

L. Haversham ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : The Commit: ee TO 
meet on Thursday, the 25th April next, at Eleven o'clock; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard 
by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the 


Bills 


Portobello and Musselburgh Tramways (Port Seton Deviation) — 
Confirmation Bill.—Read 3* (according to order), and passed... 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PRovISIONAL ORDERS (No. 1) Brtu (No. 19); Lonpon 
GOVERNMENT SCHEME (SouTHWARK BorovuGH Market) BILL, (No. 2¢).— 
Brought from the Commons and read 1*; to be printed ; and referred to 
the Examiners... ahs oe 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE AND FisHertes.—Returns of the agricultura! holdings 
in each county of Great Britain, compiled from the returns collected by the 
Board of Agricutures and Fisheries i in 1890, 1895, 1903, and 1906... ss 
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EmiIcRraTion.—Report on the Emigrants’ Information Office, for the year ended 
3lst December, 1906 zi te ae ae es “s ys 


Boarp oF Epvucation. Reports from universities and university colleges 
participating in the Parliamentary Grant, 1906 


Army (ANNUAL) BiLL.—Memorandum showing the amendments proposed to 
the Army Act re oe ee se ee oe i ee ee 


Unirep States or AMERICA.—Memorandum on the probation system as at 
present in force in the United States of America. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to tie on the Table oe _ 


Minitia Act, 1882 (Deputy LizureNants).—Returns of description of qualifica 
tions of deputy-lieutenants lodged during 1906 as furnished to the Chief 


Secretary for Ireland .. act és ee ty i 


SuPREME CourT oF JuDICATURE Act, 1875.—Order in Council, dated 1st March, 
1907, relating to the circuits of the Judges a a vi bis 


Sprine Assizes Act, 1879, AND WINTER AssizEs Acts 1876.—Orders in Council, 
dated 1st March, 1907, constituting Spring Assize Counties, Nos. 2 and 3, 
for the purpose of the ensuing Spring Assizes .. oe “3 ee se 


MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894.—Orders in Council dated lst March. 1907 — 


Applying the provisions of Section 238 of the Act to deserters from 
Nicaraguan vessels ; 


Approving certain byelaws made by the Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board relating to the pilotage funds of the Liverpool District .. ne 


SHop Hours Act, 1904.—Orders made by the Secretary for Scotland, dated 
11th March. 1907, providing for the early closing of certain classes of shops 
within the burgh of Leith. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table ee di in ee i ‘5 - es wv 


PrivaTE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (ScoTLanpD) Act, 1899.—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, that the followmg Lords be proposed to the House 
as the panel of Lords to act as Commissioners under the Act, viz. :— 


L. Saltoun, 
L. Torphichen ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly .. os es as 


Statute Law Revision Bill [x.L.]—A Bill for further promoting the revision of 
the Statute Law by repealing enactments which have ceased to be in force 
or have become unnecessary—Was presented by the Lord Chancellor ; read 


1*; and to be printed. (No. 18) as ns +" oe ex be 


Judicature Bill [1.1.]—Amendment reported (according to order), and Bill 
to be read 3* on Wednesday next. 
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POPULATION OF CROFTING PARISHES. 


Lord Saltoun .. 


Moved, That there be laid before the House a return of the population in 
the crofting parishes of counties in Scotland, showing the totals for each 
county separately in the years 1881-1886, 1891-1896, and 1901-1906, 
—(Lord Saltoun.) 


Lord Hamilton of Dalzell 


On Question, Motion, in amended form, viz., “‘ That there be laid before the 
House a return of the population in the crofting parishes of counties in 
Scotland, showing the totals for each county separately in the years 
1881, 1891, and 1901, and for any other years between 1881 and 1906 
for which the information may be available ”*—(Lord Saltoun) ; agreed 
to; and ordered accordingly. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes betore Hive o'clock, tt 
To-morrow, half past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, MONDAY, 18rx MARCH, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


CONTROVERTED ExeEctions (City oF WorcESTER).—Mr. SPEAKER informed the 
House that he had received from one of the Judges of the High Court of 
Justice a letter relating to the Election of the City of Worcester 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Central London Railway 
Bill; Watford and Edgware Railway Bill: Port Talbot Railway and 
Docks Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


Private Bitis (Stanpinc ORDER 62 COMPLIED wItH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Mullingar, Kells, 
and Drogheda Railway Bill 


Private Bits (STANDING ORDER 67 NoT CoMPLIED wiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order 67 has not been complied with, viz. :—Mullingar, 
Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders .. a oa oe ws ie on 3 
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Boston Spa Gas Bill.— Read a second time, and committed .. da ~s Wis 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill and the Metropolitan 
Water Board (Various Powers) Bill.—Resolved, That it is expedient 
that the Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill and the Metropolitan 
Water Board (Various Powers) Bill be committed to a Joint Committee of 
Lords and Commons. Message to the Lords to communicate this Resolu- 
tion and to desire their concurrence.—(Mr. Burns.) .. ie os én Eko 


Raitway Biixis (Group 1).—Ordered, That Captain George Pirie do attend the 
said Committee To-morrow, at half-past Eleven of the clock .. 25 sx Sie 


Galwey’s Divorce Bill | Lorvs.]—Ordered, That a Message be sent to the 
Lords to request that their Lordships will be pleased to communicate to this 
House Copies of the Minutes of Evidence and Proceedings, together with 
Documents deposited, in the case of Galwey’s Divorce Bill [Lords], and that 
the Clerk do carry the said Message. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Select Committee on Divorce 
Bills that they do hear Counsel and examine Witnesses for Galwey’s Divorce 
Bill [Lords], and also that they do hear Counsel and examine Witnesses 
against the Bill, if the parties concerned think fit to be heard by Counsel and 
produce Witnesses.—(.Vr. Attorney-General.) is és es . 415 


PETITIONS. 


CoaL Mines (E1cut Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour—From Ashton Field ; 
Barr’s Camnethan ; Bellshill; Blackheath ; Dalzell and Broomside ; Pair 
and Haydock ; Radcliffe; Rowley Regis: Salsburgh ; and Wharton Hall 
Collieries ; to lie upon the Table .. es o- bie es ae .. 414 


LicensInG Acts.—Petition from West Surrey, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 


the Table .. ee as A che a aan “a ~~ 21a 


Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL.—Petitions in favour—From Ashton under 
Lyne ; Hampstead ; Harrow ; Keswich ; and Southend-on-Sea ; to lie upon 
the Table .. ~ i BS oe és i 7 oe «. 414 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Suop Hovurs Act, 1904.—Copies presented, of Orders made by the Secretary for 
Scotland providing for the early closing of certain classes of shops in the 
Burgh of Leith [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table .. is és - s< ee 


Emicration.—Copy presented, of Report on the Emigrants’ Information 
Office for the vear ended 31st December, 1906 [hy Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table .. 7 i - - a - _ - .. 414 


Board or AGRICULTURE AND FisHERIES.—Copy presented, of Returns of the 
agricultural holdings in each county of Great Britain [bv Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table .. 2 ma ey pe -s be ‘ a 


Miniv1a Act, 1882 (Deputy Lievrenants, IRELAND).—Copy presented, of 
Return of descriptions of qualifications of deputy heutenants lodged during 
1906, as furnished to the Chief Secretary for Ireland [by Act]; to'lie upon 
the Table .. in es és ‘% ee oe oe oe ee 415 
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Wives Importep.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 25th February ; 
Sir F. Banbury] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 81.] 


REVENUE (COLLECTION oF TAxeEs).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
25th February ; Mr. M‘Crae] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


Boarp or Epucation.—Copy presented, of Reports from Universities and Uni- 
versity Colleges participating in the Parliamentary Grant, 1906 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table 


Epucation Act, 1902 (Rates Ratsep Unpber Section 18 (1)).—Return pre- 
sented, relative thereto [ordered 29th May, 1906 ; Mr. Birrell] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 83.] 


Sprina Assizes Act, 1879.—Copies presented, of two Orders in Council of Ist 
March, 1907, constituting Spring Assize Counties No. 2 and 3 for the purpose 
of the ensuing Spring Assizes [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. re $4 


SupREME Court or JupicaturE Act, 1875.—Copy presented, of Order in Council 
dated Ist March 1907, relating to the Circuits of the Judges [by Act] : to lie 
upon the Table 


Mercuant Suippina Act, 1894.—Copies presented, of Orders in Council, dated 
Ist March, 1907 (1) applying the provisions of Section 258 of the Act to de- 
serters from Nicaraguan vessels ; (2) approving certain by-laws made by the 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 1elating to the Pilotage Funds of the 
Liverpool District [bv Act], to lie upon the Table 


TREATMENT OF YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 14th March ; Mr. Herbert Samuel] ; to lie —— the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 84.] oe a : a F 


Treaty Series (No. 10, 1907).—Copy presented, of International Agreement 
respecting the Unification of the Pharmacoperial Formulas for Potent 
Drugs, signed at Brussels, 20th November, 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Parer Latp Upon THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Inquiry into Charities (County of Wilts)—Further Return relativi 
thereto [ordered 9th August, 1901; Mr. Griffith-Boscawen] ; to be printed. 
[No. 85.] 


East India (Co-operative Credit Societies)—Address for “ Return 
showing the progress of Co-opetative Credit Societies in India.”—(Mr. Rees.) 
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Post Orrick Unirorm Contracrors.—Question, Mr. Wiles (Islington, 8.); 
Answer, Mr. 8. Buxton x re iss a as a .. 420 
Jost oF MepicaL INSPECTION UNDER THE EDUCATION (ADMINISTRATIVE PRo- 
visions) BiLt.—Question, Mr. Jowett (Bradford, W.); Answei, Mr. i 
McKenna .. * va = s a we si : se ae 
Epucation ExpENDITURE.—Question, Mr. P. Pease ; Answer, Mr. McKenna.. 422 
ForeIGN TRAWLERS IN Moray Finra.—Question, Sir A. Bignold (Wick Burghs) ; 
Answer, Mr. Sinclair... a 422 
TERRITORIAL Forces Bitt—TRANSFERS OF OUTSTANDING BALANCES.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. W. F. D. Smith (Strand, Westminster); Answer, Mr. Haldane.. 422 
FIFrEEN-POUNDER GUNs FOR UsE OF ARTILLERY VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr. 
Walrond (Devonshire, Tiverton) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane... iS .. 423 
New Army ScHEME—IRISH MILITIA AND ReGULaR BarraLions.—Question, 
Sir C. Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Deane); Answer, Mr. Haldane .. 425 
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(JUALIFICATIONS OF MiLtirary ATracHEes TO ForeIGN Courts.—Question, Sir 
W. E. Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, Mr. Haldane .. .. 424 
ARMY SERVICE WITH THE COLOURS AND RESERVES.—Question, Sir W. E. Gor- 
don; Answer, Mr. Haldane .. itp cs ee oe oe .. 424 
PurcuasE oF J. W. Lean’s Esrare at AGHATUBRID.—Question, Mr. Boland 
(Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell a ~ in -_ oy ~. 425 
ALLEGED INTIMIDATION OF Mr. Beirne ar TONLAGEE.—Question, Captaiii 
Hervey (Bury St. Edmunds) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. ne mn .. 425 
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Mr. Mooney (Newry); Answer, Mr. Birrell .. Ss ae a .. 426 
BUILDING AND IMPROVEMENT OF IRISH ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell a ee hs a - ste Xe > a 
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Suppty oF Hay ror GLEN oF ImMAAL ARTILLERY Camp.—Question, Mr. J. 
O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Haldane .. Be ii bi 


SuacesteD Loan to Jamaica FoR ReBuILDING oF Kinaston.—Question, Mr. 
Arnold Forster (Croydon) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill 


Tue AUSTRALIAN PREFERENCE BILL.—Question, Mr. P. Pease; Answer, Mr. 
Churchill 


THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT AND THE ANuHurI Mininea Finat Con tract.— 
Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe); Answer, Sir E. Grey 


NATIONALITY OF PARSEE MercHANT MurpDERED at YEzpD.—Question, Mr. 
Rees (Montgomery); Answer, Sir E. Grey 


DisposaL OF Sire oF OLD War OFrice.—Question, Major Anstruther-Gray 
(St. Andrews Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman ar 


GRIEVANCES OF CLERKS TO SURVEYORS OF T'AXES.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Runciman .. is es os Be oa ae 
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Prison REGULATIONS AND D1ieTARY.—Question, Mr. Wedgwood (Neweastle- 
under-Lyne) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone. . - a a os 


ScorrisH Poor Law ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr. E.Wason (Clackmannan) ; 
Answer, Mr. Sinclair uM, Epp #s oe os a oe sid 


DisposaL OF Sire oF DuxE oF York’s ScHoou at CHELSEA.—Question, Major 
Coates (Lewisham) ; Answer, Mr. Harcourt .. 3 a ie +o 


ComMoNeErR’s Ricur or Currinc Turves ON THE NEW Forest.—Question, Sir 
R. Hobart (Hampshire, New Forest) ; Answer, Mr. Runciman es i 


Srare ExpeNDITURE IN Respect OF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES.—Question, 
Mr. C. B. Harmsworth (Worcestershire, Droitwich); Answer, Sir E. 
Strachey .. “ - 8 = me ts * < me 
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Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 


Probation of Offenders Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged. Bill withdrawn. 


Army Annual Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
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Question put, and agieed to. 
Main Question put. and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Wednesday. 
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Adjourned at Twelve o'clock. 
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Electric Supply Corporation (N 0. 2) Bill [x.1.}. 
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Earl of Onslow.) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 
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[The Earl of Onslow in the Chair.] 
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The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) « i re - ws 


Amendment moved, “ That the last clause be omitted.”—(The Lord Chan- 
cellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Bill reported, with an Amendment to the House. 


Electric Supply Corporation Bill [#.1.].—Ordered that all petitions pre- 
sented with respect to the Electric Supply Corporation Bill [H.1.], and 
the Electric Supply Corporation (No. 2) Bill [H.1.], be deemed to have 
been presented in respect of the said Bill ne - 


Galwey’s Divorce Bill [1.1.].—Message from the Commons for copy of the 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREATY Sertes.—No. 8 (1907).—Agreement between the United Kingdom 
and France relative to the boundary between the Gold Coast and the Frenck 
Soudan, 19th July, 1906. 


No. 10 (1907).—International agreement respecting the unification of the phar- 
macopeial formulas for patent drugs : signed at Brussels, 29th Nov ember. 
1906 he bie one se es es et ae os ee 


EpvucaTion (ScorLanD).—General Report by the Chief Inspector of the Western 
Division of Scotland, for the year 1906. 


Memorandum on the teaching of English in Scottish primary Schools. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table... oe 


St. Lucta.—Amended prison rule and diet scales.—Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


ORDER IN DEBATE. 
Lord Burghclere 


Moved, “ That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the Stand- 
ing Orders of the House which relate to Order in debate, and to Re- 
port what alterations, ifany, are desirable in those Standing Orders.” 
—(Lord Burghclere.) 


The Earl of Onslow .. : i se :% - seit», ie 
The Marquess of Lan sdowne . ; 
The Lord President of the Couneil (The Earl of Creve 

The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) 


On Question, Motion agreed to and ordered accordingly. 
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Lord Burghclere 
The Earl of Crewe 


British INDIANS AND THE COLONIES. 


Lord Ampthill i 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Earl ol Elgin). 
The Marquess of Lansdowne . : A 
Lord Reay 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, Etc.) Bill. 
Metropolitan Water Board (Various Powers) Bill. 


Commons’ Message considered (according to order): Moved, That this 
House do concur in the following resolution communicated by the 
Commons, viz., “ That it is expedient that the Metropolitan Water 
Board (Charges, etc.) Bill and the Metropolitan Water Board (Various 
Powers) Bill be committed to a Joint Committee of Lords and Com- 

*” (The Ear! Carrington]; agreed to; and a Message ordered 
mons” [The Ear! Carrington]; agreed to; and a Message ordere 
to be sent to the Commons to acquaint them therewith . 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Seven o’clock, 
till To-morrow half past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, i97H MARCH, 1907, 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATESBILL BUSINESS. 


Private BILis (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Brecon and Merthyr 
Tydfil Junction Railway Bill; North Metropolitan Electric Power Supplv 
Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. ae ae 


PrivaTE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 63 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order 63 has been complied with, viz. :—London United 
Tramways Bill ; London Electric Supply Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. aa se a 


Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur Restrictions) Bill ; Llandrindod 
Wells Gas Bill.—As amended, considered, to be read the third time 


London County Council (Tramways ms aap ithinru dt Bill.—Read a 
second time and committed “ - Sg , 
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‘“ That, in the case of the South Wales Mineral Railway Bill, the Stand- 
ing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill, on the condition that Clauses 26 to 35, inclusive, are 
struck out of the Bill :—That the Committee on the Bill do report how far 
such Order has been complied with.” 


“ That, in the case of the Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet Railways 
and Piers, Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with : 
—That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


‘“ That, in the case of the Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven Con- 
struction and Working Company, Limited, Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to proceed with 


their Bill.” 


“ That, in the case of the Burnley Corporation, Petition for Bill, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill.” 


“* That, in the case of the Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill, 
Petition for dispensing with Standing Order 128 in the case of the Petition of 
the ‘ Westminster City Council,’ against the Bill, the said Standing Order 
ought not to be dispensed with.” 


First Four Resolutions agreed to. 
Report to lie upon the Table... “ss uh 7 - és -- 635 


South Wales Mineral Railway Bill.— Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill to be read a second time.—(Mr. Deputy Chairman.) , -. 636 
* 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs. 


That they have agreed to—Portobello and Musselburgh Tramways (Port 
Seton Deviation) Order Confirmation Bill, without Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to extend the time for 
the compulsory purchase of lands for and completion of tramways and 
other works authorised by the West Riding Tramways Act, 1904.” (West 
Riding Tramways Bill | Lords].) 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ** An Act to empower the Manchester Ship Canal 
Company to acquire lands and to confer upon that Company further powers 
in relation to the supply of water in their canal; and for other purposes.” 
(Manchester Ship Canal (Various Powers) Bill [Lords].) 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to make provision with reference to the 
substitution of a memorandum and articles of association for the existing 
constitution and regulations of the Royal Insurance Company, and for ex- 
tending its objects ; and to repeal, in part, The Royal Insurance Company’s 
Act, 1891; and for other purposes.” (Royal Insurance Company Bill 
| Lords].) 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to confer further powers upon the New- 
quay and District Water Company ; to extend their limits for the supply of 
water ; to authorise the construction of works and the raising of money ; and 
for other purposes.” (Newquay and District Water Bill [Lords].) 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to confer further powers on the West 
Yorkshire Tramways Company, for widening and altering roads, and ac- 
quiring lands and for other purposes.” (West Yorkshire Tramways Bill 
| Lords].) 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ** An Act to confer further powers on the 
Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways Company, for widening and 
altering roads, and acquiring lands ; and for other purposes.” (Folkestone, 
Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways Bill {Lords].).. ig i ey -- 636 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill and Metropolitan 
Water Board Various Powers) Bill.—That they concur with the 
Commons in their Resolution, “ That it is expedient that the Metropolitan 
Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill and the Metropolitan Water Board (Various 
Powers) Bill be committed to a Joint Committee of Lords and Commons.” .. 637 


West Riding Tramways Bill { Lords]; Manchester Ship Canal (Various Powers) 
Bill [Lords] ; Royal Insurance Company Bill [Lords]; Newquay and Dis- 
trict Water Bill [Lords] ; West Yorkshire Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Folkestone 
Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways Bill |Lords].—Read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills i oe os CE 


635 PETITIONS. 


Cost Mines (Eigut Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour: From Aberaman ; 
Bagillt ; Bedford ; Blaennant ; Bow Hill; Bretby ; British Rhondda ; Burn- 
bank ; Cadley Hill; Carluke; Cossall; Dechmont; Featherstone Main ; 

636 Gilbertfield ; Gresley ; Gwendraeth ; Halls ; Harthill and Benhar ; Heanor ; 

Highley and Kintet ; Hodroyd; Kelty; Kinglassie ; Kippax; Llanerch ; 

Mirtield ! Nadine and Company ; New Cwmmawa ; Oakwell ; Point of Ayr ; 

Pontheury ; Ripley ; Rosebank ; Tipton ; and, West Wemyss Collieries ; to 

lie upon the Table ae ad a2 , ek Are .- 638 


Kast Inpta AND Cutna (OpIuM TrApE).—Petition from Abergavenny, for sup- 
pression ; to lie upon the Table.. = - - x wa .. 638 


EpuCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions against : From 
Campbeltown ; and, Duthil and Rothiemurchus ; to lie upon the Table .. 638 


EpucATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Glasgow, 


_in favour ; to lie upon the Table ce + ‘i - ae .. 638 
bee 
Home Work ReEGULATION BILL.—Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; te lie 
upon the Table .. = oe a Sa - ea we « GSB 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Epucation (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL ReEports).—Copy presented, of General 
Report by the Chief Inspector of the Western Division for Scotland for the 
year 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ee ‘i a ee «638 
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Epvucation (ScortanD).—Copy presented, of Memorandum on the Teaching 
of English in Scottish Primary Schools [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table 
able - vi : 



























Sr. Lucia.—Copy presented, of Amended Prison Rule and Diet Seales [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table - 


TREATY Series (No. 8, 1907).—Copy presented, of Agreement between the 
United Kingdom and France relative to the Boundary between the Gold 
Coast and the French Soudan, 19th July, 1906 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table mS ws BS 


Army (Annual) Bill.—Copy presented, of Memorandum relative thereto [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table : ss ne se 


Papers Lap upoON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Housr.—Public Records, 
High Court of Justice (King’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer), 
Copy of Schedule containing a list and particulars of Classes of Documents 
belonging to the late Courts of King’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer 
Divisions of the High Court of Justice. which are not considered of sufficient 
public value to justify their preservation in the Public Record Office [by 
Act | 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Lanp Commission DEPARTMENT CLERICAL STAFF.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell . 


Bankruptcy Law.—Question, Mr. Herbert (Buckinghamshire, Wycombe) ; 
Answer, Sir J. Walton a se 

REFUSAL OF TRADING LICENCEs To BritisH [NDIAN SHOPKEEPERS IN NaraL.— 
Question, Dr. Rutherford (Middlesex, Brentford) ; Answer, Mr. Morley 

Bryce (Inverness Burghs) : 


Tue Inp1aAn BupGer.—Question, Mr. Annan 


Answer, Mr. Morley 


DELAY IN INSTALLATION OF PRIVATE TELEPHONES.—Question, Mr. Carr Gomm 
(Southwark, Rotherhithe); Answer, Mr. 8. Buxton .. 


PurcHase OF Miss GRIFFITH'S GRAZING LANDs.—Question, Mr. K. O’Brien 
(Tipperary, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell via 


Cuaims oF Evicrep TENANTS ON Estate oF Mr. RotTueram, or County 
MeEAtTH.—Question, Mr. Patrick White (Meath, 8.); Answer, Mr. Birrell 
s 


Macepontan BupGet.—Question, Mr. Lynch (Yorkshire, W.R., Ripon) ; Answer, 
Sir E. Grey “a _ es ~ 4 ifs os a y 


Dr. HAFFKINE AND HIS PROPHYLACIC AGAINST PLAGUE.—Question, Sir W. J. 
Collins (St. Pancras, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Morley ie Mee sis 


TELEPHONE FaAciILities FoR MuLLINGAR.—Question, Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Sidney Buxton 
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Merroporiran Accounts.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay; Answer, The President 
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Jury CHALLENGING AT Roscommon AssizEs.—Question, Mr. Hayden (Ros- 
common, 8.); Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Cherry, 
Liverpool, Exchange) ; : 


VanDELetr Estate Evicrep TENANTSs.—Question, Mr. Halpin; Answer, Thi 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.) .. es ss ah 


CRIME IN CavAN AND SussEX.—Questions, Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye) and 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Birrell .. a rm si es 


Smupson Estate (Lerrrm) Evicrep TENANtTs.—Question, Mr. T. F. Smyth 
(Leitrim, 8.) :; Answer, Mr. Birrell a 


Ensor Estate (Leirrim) Evicrep Tenants.—Question, Mr. T. F. Smyth; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell 


La Tovcue Estate (Lerrrm) Evicrep Tenants.—Question, Mr. T. F. Smyth; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell [5 a Si se bi ae ss nee 


CLEMENTS Estate (Lerrrm™) Evicrep TeENANTs.—Question, Mr. T. F. Smyth ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Listowet Estate, Norra Kerry, Evicrep TeNANts.—Question, Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell - a 


Licensine (IRELAND) Act, 1902.—Question, Mr. Barrie (Londonderry, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell e si im as Si a es 


BALLYLONGroRD UNTENANTED Lanps.—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. 
Birrell a me os es = es 26 - ee : 


Hovusixnc Loans ror Irish Ursan Councits.—Question, Mr. Barrie ; Answer, 
Mr. Runciman _ pte ns - Se Sis a 5% 


Unpaip Boarp or Works Loan.—Question, Mr. Halpin; Answer, Mr. Runci- 
man ae = on nes ois a8 ssp i ee ee 


Irtsh Post Orrick Savincs Bank HEADQUARTERS.—Question,. Mr. T. 
F. Smyth ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton ek ee ee oe 


IrtsH Coercion Act.—Questions, Mr. Lambton (Durham, S.E.) and Lord R. 
Cecil (Marylebone, E.); Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord of 
the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) 


Notices or Morions.—Question, Mr. Austen Chamberlain (Worcestershire, 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Speaker se ve ae Bs ae a oe 


SELECTION (STaNDING ComMITTEES).—Sir Brampton GurRpon reported from 
the Committee of Selection ; That they had discharged the following Mem- 
ber from the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure ; Mr. Pike Pease ; and had appointed in substitution : Viscount 
Castlereagh. 


Sir Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee; That 
they had adde | to the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture 
anid Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, the following fifteen Members. 
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in respect of the Railways (Contracts) Bill; Mr. Lambton, Sir William 
Holland, Mr. Abel Smith, Viscount Helmsley, Mr. Hyde, Mr. Beale, Mr. 
Mond, Mr. Clement Edwards, Mr. Myer, Mr. Brunner, Mr. Crooks, Mr. Akers- 
Douglas, Mr. John Williams, Mr. Menzies, and Mr. Wedgwood. 

Report to lie hae the Table os * of 


Marriage with a — Wife’s Sister Bill. —Reported, with Amend- 
ments, from the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 87.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 87.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into con- 
sideration upon Friday, 7th June, and to be printed. [Bill 116] .. 


VEW BILLS. 


Rights of Way (Scotland) Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Law relating to Rights of 


Way in Scotland,” presented by Mr. Gulland ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 10th April, and to be printed. [Bill 117] oe 


Probation of Offenders (No. 2) Bill.—‘ To permit the release on Probation 
of Offenders in certain cases, and for other matters incidental thereto,” 
presented by Mr. Secretarv Gladstone ; supported by Mr. Herbert Samuel ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 118] 


Rating Appeals (Costs) Bill.—‘‘To enable the councils of counties and 
county boroughs to contribute to certain Costs of Appeals against Poor 
Rates,” presented by Mr. Barnard; supported by Mr. Godfrey Baring, 
Mr. Bethell, Mr. Bertram, Colonel Carlile, Viscount Helmsley, Mr. Abel 
Smith, and Mr. Micklem; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 9th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 119] . - 


Small Holdings (No. 2) Bill.—“ To amend the Small Holdings Act, 1892,” 


presented by Mr. Jesse Collings; supported by Colonel Long, Mr. Hunt, 
Mr. Bridgeman, Mr. Lane-Fox, Mr. William Nicholson, and Mr. Arthur 
Stanley ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 27th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 120] 


Patents and Designs Bill. 


The President of the Board ei Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) ms cs ‘3 wa : 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a 


lxix 
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Bill to amend the Law relating to Patents and Designs.”—(Mr. 


Lloyd-George.) 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. Kearley. 
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Patents and Designs Bill.—‘ To amend the Law relating to Patents and 
Designs,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 121.] 


SMALL LANDHOLDERS IN SCOTLAND. 
The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire)  .. ‘a .. 687 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That leave be given to bring in a 
Bill to encourage the formation of Small Agricultural Holdings in 
Scotland, and to amend the Law relating to the tenure of such Hold- 
ings (including Crofters’ Holdings); to establish Agricultural —_ 
missioners for Scotland; and for other purposes connected there 
with.”—(Mr. Sinclair.) 


= 


Mr. A. J. Baljour (City of London).. 


703 

Mr. John Dewar (Inverness) i 716 

Mr. Mitchell-Thomson (Lanarkshire, N.W.) 719 

Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 725 

Mr. Barnes (Glasgow, —— iars} 727 

Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N bs 731 

ag Lord Advocate (Mr. Thomas a How ek Buryhe Tor 

. Walter Long (Dublin, 8.) 740 

AM Morton (Sutherland) .. de 742 

Viscount Helmsley (Yorkshire, N. R., | Thirsk) 743 

Question put and agreed to. 

Bil! ordered to be brought in by Mr. Sinclair and the Lord Advocate. 

Small Landholders (Scotland) Bill.—‘*‘ To encourage the formation of Smal! 
Agricultural Holdings in Scotland, and to amend the Law relating to th: 
tenure of such Holdings (including Crofters’ Holdings) ; to establish Agri- 
cultural Commissioners for Scotland; and for other purposes connected 
therewith,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read « 
second time To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 122.] 

Great Western, London and North Western and Rhymney Railway 
Companies Bill [By Orper].—Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Morton (Sutherland) .. = = 2 = ae .. 74 
Mr. Brace (Glamorganshire, 8.) .. std Ss er bs oe TREO 
Amendment proposed— 
“ To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end ef the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Morton. 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. Baldwin (Worcestershire, Bewdley) iz e aa 
Mr. Guest (Cardiff District) 751 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Kearley, Devon- i*4 
port) be =e Be ae = ae .. 153 


Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) es es ‘e ‘is ie -» 755 
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Piuge Mav. 19.] Paye 
Question, “‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question,” put, and 

agreed to. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. —, 

687 

London and North Western Railway Bill. [By Orprr].—Order for Second 
teading read. 


Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) aa = es .. 756 
Mr. Stuart Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Whitechapel) .. me eae ve. “60 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the end of the Question, and 
add the words, ‘ That no Bill can be satisfactory to this House which 
confers increased powers on a railway company created by Act of Parlia- 
ment which has subscribed out of its corporate funds to a Party organisa- 
tion.’—(Mr. Trevelyan.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


He He 
oS 


43 Colonel Lockwood (Esser, Epping) i x4 - x: .. 5 
Mr. Clement Edwards (Denbigh District) ‘ Pere 
Mr. F. E. Smith (Liverpool, Walton) “a < is a = 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, Cornarven 
Boroughs) ee - a es nh Ap = cas ae 
Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, S.) as Sc fs So ts ae ue 
Sir J. Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) . ~ fe seh pa 
Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcestershire, N.) 7 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the debate be now adjourned.” — 
(Sir J. Brunner.) 


Mr. Lloyd-George .. i ee ae xa oi oa - Are 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) .. sid sy “a = oo tee 


Question, *‘ That the debate be now adjourned,” put, and agreed to. 

Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 

: Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

iMr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair.; 

Clause 1 :— 


O 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Clause stand part of the 


Bill.” 


_ 


Question put. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250; Noes 51. 
Bill reported, without Amendment ; to be read the third time to-morrow .. 


Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill..—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. Stanley Wilson.) 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the Motion for the Adjournment of the 
debate lapsed without Question put. 


Debate to be resumed upon Friday 


Adjourned at a quarter after Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, 20rH MARCH, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
“~T 

Barnsley, Wombwell, and Wath Tramways Bill [u.L.].—The CHartrman 

or ComMITTEES informed the House that the promoters do not intend to pro- 

ceed further with the Bill. The order of Thursday last referring the Ex- 

aminers Certificate of non-compliance with the Standing Orders to the 

Standing Orders Committee discharged. Ordered that the Bill be not 

further proceeded with 


General Accident Fire and Life Assurance Corporation, Limited Bill 
[H.L.] ; Roval Bank of Scotland Bill [H.1.].—Read 2*, and committed es 


United Methodist sateen Bill - L.].—Read 2* (according to order), and 


committed 


City of London Union of Parishes) Bill |#.1.|.—Read 2* (according to 
order), and committed : The Committee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection 


STANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Burnley Corporation Bill, and the Collooney, 
Ballina, and Belmullet Railways and Piers Bill ought to be dispensed with, 
read and agreed to 


Byrne’s Divorce Bill{ u.1 a reported (according to order) 
and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow : ste x ee a 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER CoNFIRMATION Bits. Ordered, That 
Standing Orders Nos, 92 and 93 be suspended ; and that the time for de- 
positing petitions praying to be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills, also the time for depositing Documents relating 
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to any Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 

— 1899, which would otherwise expire during the adjournment of the House 

sila at Easter be extended to the first day on which the House shall sit after 

the Recess. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION Bit_s.—Ordered, 


That no private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read 
a second time after Tuesday the 18th day of June next. 


That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill originating in this House 
shall be read a first time after Thursday the 2nd day of May next. 


That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday the 18th day of June 
next. 


That when a Bill shall have passed the House with Amendments 
these orders shall not apply to any new Bill sent up from the House of 
Commons which the Chairman of Committees shall report to the House is 
substantially the same as the Bill so amended. 


That this House will not receive any petition for a Private Bill later 
than Thursday the 2nd day of May next, unless such Private Bill shall 
have been approved by the High Court of Justice; nor any petition for 
a Private Bill approved by the High Court of Justice after Tuesday the 
ith day of May next. 


That this House will not receive any report from the Judges upon 
petitions presented to this House for Private Bills after Tuesday the 7th 
day of May next. 


Ordered, That the said orders be printed and published, and affixed 
on the doors of this House and Westminster Hall. (No. 21)... xe < o 


781 : : 
Sheffield Corporation Bill |1...). 
781 Moved, That the Bill be now real 2".\—(The Chairman of Committees.) 
Lord Avebury.. Be a ah a oy sa 1 .. 782 
Tie Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Onslow) i ~ eel 80S 
81 
On Question, Bill read 2* and committed. The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 
“81 RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Army (Annual) Bill.—Memorandum as abi “4 # x « 78 
81 


AGRICULTURAL Statistics (IRELAND).—Tables showing the extent in statute 
acres and the produce of the crops and numbers of live stock, for the year 
1906. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table vim -. 783 
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Pusitic Recorps (Hiecx Court oF Justick).—Schedule containing a list and 

particulars of classes of documents belonging to the late Courts of King’s 
Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer, and the succeeding King’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions of the High Court of Justice, which 
are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation in 


the Public Record Office.. aye Ss ve ex 6 se -- 
Prenat ServirupeE Acts, 1853-1891 (ConpiTIoNAL LiceNce).—Licence granted 
by His Majesty to Dorothy Pearson, a convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the Hast End 
Refuge, London, N. 784 
Snop Hours Act, 1904 (BorovcH oF JARRow).—Order made by the borough 
council of Jarrow, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the hours of closing for certain classes of shops within 
the borough : oe - -. 184 
Po.tinc Districts (Country oF NoRTHUMBERLAND).—Order made by the 
Council of the County of Northumberland altering certain Polling Districts 
in the Tyneside and Wansbeck Parliamentary Divisions. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table ‘ss a ex i as - bs - eo -. 184 
Judicature Bill far: L.].—Order of the Day for the Third Reading read, and 
discharged si % bs ee aa _ 7 .. 784 
Home Rte. 
The Earl of Denbigh Ms “is .. 784 
The Lord President of the C ‘ouncil (The Earl of C rewe). ahs 3 .- (95 
The Marquess of Londonderry we : ne os .. 800 
The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburns re ee we _ .. 804 
The Marquess of Lansdowne ne ~ - Le a .. 810: 
The Licensing Bill. 
The Lord Archbishop of sccnitaeds ee - - .. 816 
The Earl of Crewe .. - - + sce s 2 


BusINEss OF THE Hovuse.—Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be considered to- 
*morrow in order to its being suspended for that day’s Sitting. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Seven of the Clock. 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 20TH MARCH, ann THURSDAY, 
21st MARCH, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Annfield Plain and District Gas Bill—As amended, considered: Amend- 
ments made; Bill to be read the the third time = fe cia co SIS 
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Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas Bill.—Hull and Barnsley Railway 
Bill—Reported, with Amendments. Reports to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed .. “ aK, 94 Ke ats 


RaitwayY Brits (Grove) 1.—Mr. D. A. Tuomas reported from the Committee 
on Group 1 of the Railway Bills; That, for.the convenience of parties the 
Committee had adjourned until Wednesday, the 17th April at half-past 
Eleven o’clock. Report to lie upon the Table ; os sie oe 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
to extend the jurisdiction of the Company of. Proprietors of the Lower 
Navigation of the River Medway; and for other purposes.” [Medway 
Lower Navigation Bill [Lords]. 


Galwey’s Divorce Bill {Lorps].—That they communicate Minutes of Evidence 
and Proceedings taken upon the Second Reading of Galwey’s Divorce Bill, 
together with the documents deposited in the case, as desired by this 
House, with a request that the same may be returned 


Medway Lower Navigation Bil! [Lorps].—Read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. ay : 


PETITIONS. 


Coat Mines (E1raur Hovrs) Biti.—Petitions in favour: From Alfreton ; Cad- 
zow ; Cresswell ; Cwmboan ; Denby Grange; Derbyshire ; Derbyshire Silk- 
stone ; East Huntslet : Garforth ; Glasswell ; Glencraig ; Hepthorne Lane ; 
Hickleton Main; Holbrook; Kenmuir; Lane Head; Leeds ; Newmarket 
Haig Moor; Old Avenue; Park Hill; Park House; Pilsley ; Rothwell; 
Williamthorpe ; Woodside ; and, Woodthorpe ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (ScotTLanp) Act 1894.—Petition from Glasgow, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table = - “ 


RaILways.—Petition from Worthing, for purchase by the State ; to lie upon the 
Table oe oe ee 


Royat Hipernian AcADEMY.—Seven Petitions from Artists, Art Teachers, 
Students, and others, resident in Ireland against removal of academic 
functions ; to lie upon the Table .. 


WeIGHTs AND Measvres (Metric System) Biti.—Petitions in favour: From 
Bootle ; Brighton ; Exeter ; Halifax (two) ; London, York, and other places : 
Nottingham ; Reigate ; Rechester ; Southampton (two) ; Sunderland ; Town 
and County Councils and others ; and, West Bromwich; to lie upon the 
Table a ee ee 


Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT BILi.—Petition from Dundee in favour ; to lie upon 

the Table .. és ~ ae ea rm we “% : 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 

AGRICULTURAL Statistics (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Tables showing the 


extent in statute acres and the produce of the Crops and numbers of Live 
Stock for the year 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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Po.iinG Districts (County oF NORTHUMBERLAND).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the County Council of the County of Northumberland altering 
certain Polling Districts in the Tyneside and Wansbeck Parliamentary 
Divisions of the County [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table in - 


Sop Hours Act, 1904.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Council of the 
Borough of Jarrow, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the hours of closing for certain classes of Shops within 
the Borough [by Act]; to lie uponthe Table .. 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CoNDITIONAL LIcENCE).—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted to Dorothy Pearson, a convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the East 
End Refuge, London, N. [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table ‘“ i 


Army (Mirirary Works).—Copy presented, of Approximate Estimate of Ex- 
penditure under the Military Works Acts of 1897, 1899, — and 1903 iby 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table es oe ae ‘ ee ; 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1887 (OxrorD).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of Oriel College, Oxtord, on 
the 11th October 1906 (and sealed on the 29th November 1906) amending 
Statute VI., Clause 5, of the Statutes of the College Uby sid to lie — the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 88.] .. te ; ; : 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 (OxFoRD).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of University College, Ox- 
ford, on the Ist December 1906 (and sealed on the 7th December 1{06), 
amending Statute III., Clause II., of the Statutes of the College [by Ac ‘I; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No.89.]  .. ee ee ‘ 


CONGESTION IN IRELAND (Roya CommissIon).—Copy presented, of Third Re- 
port of the Commissioners, with Appendix (Minutes of Evidence taken in 
London, 3rd to 20th November 1906 and Documents relating thereto) [by 
Command]; to lie uponthe Table .. es oe +s as $a 


Boarp OF AGRICULTURE AND FIsHERIES.—Copy presented, of Annual Reports of 
Proceedings under the Diseases of Animals Acts, the Markets and Fairs 
(Weighing of Cattle) Acts, etc., for the year 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon 

ae Table .. wit ‘ .s os as wis = és as 


30aRD oF Epucation.—Copy presented of Statement showing the Numbers 
and Salaries of Teachers in Voluntary Schools in England and Wales for vear 
ended 31st July 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Metropo.itan Boroucus (Non-PayMENT oF Rates).—Address for “ Return 
showing, for the year 1906, (1) the number of persons summoned in each 
Metropolitan Borough for Non-payment of Rates ; (2) the numberof dis- 
traint warrants issued in each Borough ; (3) the number ofcommittals in 
each Borough in default of Payment of Rates.” —(Mr. Weir.) 


Page 


820 


820 


820 


82] 


821 


821 


821 


WUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Sup Inn, PeErr.—Question, Mr. Gibb (Middlesex, Harrow) ; Answer, Mr. Glad- 


stone 





> 


L. 


Li 


age 


820 


820 


820 


82] 


821 


7s 
2 
_ 


821 


RO? 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ix xvii 


Mar. 20.) Page 
PossEcKstowN Evicrep Tenant.—Question, Mr. P. White (Meath, N.): 
Answer, Mr. Birrell de a Be a Be os a ~- 822 


GrREENWIcH HospiraL Funps.—Question, Mr. Bramsdon (Portsmouth) : 
Answer, Mr. E. Robertson Se 5 tr ote ie Eee aa (S25 


Motor Omnipus BreEAKDOWNS.—Question, Mr. Burnyeat (Whitehavei 
Answer, Mr. Gladstone ae rh oF Be ie Ss .. 824 


LisNAGEA Evicrep TENANT.—Question, Mr. T. F. Smyth (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell te $6 AG at wa wa re a +. 824 


DRAINAGE OF THE BaRrRow.—Question, Mr. Meehan (Queen’s County, Leix; : 
Answer, Mr. Birrell a % - ‘Ka a oa ae .. 824 


PoticE Provrection IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. W. Long (Dublin. %.): 
Answer, Mr. Birrell ce as oy ae oie ae a as S826 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Long; Answer, Mr. Birrell 826. 


Boycorrine IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. W. Long; Answer, Mr. Birrell ve OS 


Narrosr Rattway, British East Arrica.—Question, Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, 
Blackpool); Answer, Mr. Churchill .. a as = “ -- 829 


Boy CLERKS IN THE Civit Service.—Question, Mr. Parker (Halifax) ; Answer, 
Mr. Runciman .. Ae a He rt Sa ae Pe .- 830 


REGISTRY OF DEEDs, DuBLIN.—Question, Mr. Meehan; Answer. Mr. Runciman 830 


CLERKS IN Boarp oF Works, Dusitx.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, 
Ossory); Answer, Mr. Runciman ne 53 — ae se .. 831 


NATIONAL PuysicaL LABORATORY.—Question, Sir P. Muntz (Warwickshire, 
Tamworth); Answer, Mr. Runciman .. A es ae Ce -- 832 


MarKeET Prices oF MALTING BARLEY.—Question, Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, 8.) ; 
Answer, Sir E. Strachey .. ee os ee us i ee -. 833 


CasHEL PostTMASTERSHIP.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, 
Mr. S. Buxton... sh is pa se 35 a me a. eee 


TELEPHONES IN County Cork.—Question, Mr. A. Roche (Cork); Answer, Mr. 
S. Buxton ms oe Sa 3h ae Sa b ike .. 834 


Cotton GAMBLES.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George .. .- 834 


TONNAGE CLAUSES IN HarsBour AND Port Bitis.—Question, Sir B. Gurdon 
(Norfolk, N.); Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George .. a6 - oe -» 835 


Lanp ALLOTMENTS—CouNCIL APPEALS.—Question, Mr. Billson (Staffordshire, 
N.W.); Answer, Mr. John Burns ais a = ie ‘a cou S00 


Lonpon ParocHtaL INFIRMARIES AND PULMONARY TUBERCULOSIS.—Question, 
Mr. W. Pearce (Tower Hamlets, Limehouse); Answer, Mr. John Burns .. 836 








Ixxviii TABLE OF CON'TENTS. 
Mar. 20.) 


VaccixnaTion.—Question, Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleaford); Answer, Mr. 


John Burns x ae = a - 


(‘ost oF PAUPERISM.— Question, Mr. L. Haslam (Monmouth Boroughs); Answer, 


Mr. John Burns .. oe a Ms ns = 


Bure CoasrGvuarDd.—Question, Mr. Lamont (Buteshire); Answer, Mr. E. 


Robertson 


Ixpran Mirirary Service Famity Pension Funp.—Question, Sir 8. King — 


_ Central); Answer, Mr. Morley .. 


ENLISTMENT IN THE ARMY RESERVES.—Question, Mr. Arnold-Forster (Croydon) ; 
Answer, Mr. Haldane 


VoLUNTEER ADJUTANTS.—Question, Mr. Partington (Derbyshire, High Peak) ; 
Answer, Mr. Haldane... as ie oe i os Ss aF 


FLOGGING IN THE ArMy.—Question, Mr. Lehmann (Leicestershire, Market Har- 
borough); Answer, Mr. Haldane 


JUDICIAL APPEALS.—Question, Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston); Answer, Sir H. 


Campbell-Bannerman i oe is 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


THE VOLUNTEER AND THE NEw ARMY SCHEME.—Question, Mr. Rees (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, 
Haddington) ‘* a ‘3 sa 4 - is 


PENSIONERS AND CiviL EmpLoyMENtT.—Questions, Mr. Seddon (Lancashire, 


Newton) ; and Mr. Lea (St. Pancras, E.); Answers, Mr. Haldane 


Camp ALLOWANCES.—Questions, Mr. Myer (Lambeth, N.), and Sir Howard Vin- 
cent (Sheffield, Central); Answers, Mr. Haldane... ye oi rap 


VoLUNTEER UniForRMs.—Question, Mr. Mver; Answer, Mr. Haldane .. - 
TERRITORIAL ForcES Bitt.—Question, Sir H. Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 


ENGINEER’S SERVICE—CiIvIL Starr.—Question, Mr. C. H. Corbett (Sussex, East 
Grinstead) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane ee 


Press Laws 1x Inp1A.—Question, Mr. O’Grady (Leeds, W.); Answer, The 
Under-Secretary of State for India (Mr. Hobhouse, Bristol, E.) se oe 


CHAMPARAM OvTRsGE.—Questions, Mr. Rees and Major An struther- Gray (St. 
Andrews Burghs) ; ans, Mr. Hobhouse.. “s ‘3 se 


UGANDA catia, Abate, Mr. Wedgewood (Newcastle-under-Lyme) ; 
Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Churchill, 
Manchester, N.W.) - “e nr i oy ‘ aa ei 


CANADA AND THE NAVIGATION CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. E. Cecil (Aston 
Manor); Answer, Mr. Churchill 5 an i s at ds 








Page 


836 


- 
S58 


839 


840 


840 


843 


843 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxix 
. *) 
Page Mav. 20.) Page 
Ramtways IN NorrHerN Nicerta.—Question, Mr. Lyell (Dorsetshire, E.) ; 
836 Answer, Mr. Churchill .. iG a - $e “a ae .. 845 
GOVERNORS AND CoMMERCIAL ENTERPRISES.—Question, Mr. Smeaton (Stirling- 
337 shire) and Mr. Menzies (Lanarkshire, 8.); Answer, Mr. Churchill .. a» O40 
5) 
New CALEDONIA.—Questions, Sir H. Vincent and Sir G. Parker (Gravesend) ; 
337 Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Runciman, Dewsbury) 846 
Tue Hague CENFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Rees; Answer, Mr. Runciman -. 848 
838 : 
: Russian Tea Dutry.—Questions, Mr. Rees and Mr. Harold Cox (Preston) ; 
Answer, Mr. Runciman .. 6 - Ms cn as i .. 848 
R38 , ome , ‘ . ; 
; Russian Troops aT TEHERAN—Question, Mr. Lynch (Yorks, W.R., Ripon) ; 
Answer, Mr. Runciman .. ee ie ts os wa me .. 849 
839 ‘ ad . 
i Macepontan BupceT—CuarceEs For TuRKIsH TRoops.—Questions, Mr. Lynch ; 
Answers, Mr. Runciman .. Ks ss rm “a ne ins ee «849 
R3$ 4 . J 2 ~ al . 
” COMMERCIAL AGENT IN THE UNITED STaTES.—Questions, Mr.S. Roberts (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall), and Captain Craig (Down, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Runciman ., ee «6849 
83! ™ - , are : 
ad [ue Optum Trarrt .—Questions, Mr. Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe), and 
Mr. A. Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) ; Answers, Mr. Runciman .. es O80 
CommercIAL ATTACHES.—Question, Mr. 8. Roberts ; Answer, Mr. Runciman .. 851 
Wuisky Propuction.—Questions, Mr. Kilbride and Mr. Lea; Answers, The 
840 | Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fifeshire, E.) .. a! »- Sol 
i 
| Srock TRANSFER Fres.—Question, Mr. G. H. Faber (Boston) ; Answer, Mr. 
840 Asquith .. a at a git i “hs ut - .. 8dl 
DIVIDENDS ON MINE Earninos.—Question, Mr. Fell (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, 
841 Pee de ee. ae a 
B42 Names oF LicenseD Hovses.—Question, Mr. Fiennes (Oxfordshire, Banbury) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Gladstone, 
© y wc 
842 Leeds, W.) .. +s ““s “ ate ne as Si ba -. 852 
/ Rate" Summonses.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Mr. 
843 Gladstone .. oe ‘fs re a os ne a ais -. 853 
843 INSPECTION OF LaunpRiEs.—Question, Mr. T. L. Corbett ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone 853 
CoMPLAINTS AGAINST RatLway Compantes.—Question, Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, 
843 Norwood) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, 
Carnarvon Boroughs) .. “e os = is os oe »- 853 
CoNVEYANCE AT OwNeER’s Risk.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Lough- 
R44 borough) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George eT ee ae .e 854 
. 
BurEAv FoR AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS.—Question, Mr. Fell; Answer, Sir E. 
835 Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) .. |... os sa ba me ee 854 














Ixxx TABLE OF CONTENTS. 





Mar. 20.] Page 


Inrectious Diseases Hospirats.—Question, Mr. Lyell (Dorsetshire, E.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. John Burns, 
Battersea) .. = ea - os Ae sr Sis ; 


CARNARVON AND STIRLING CasTLES.—Question, Sir F. Banbury (City of London) ; 
Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 


Rossendale) oe r ~ ss es 


Wetsx Epvucation DepartMenT.—Question, Sir F. Banbury; Answer, The 
Secretary to the Board of Education (Mr. Lough, Islington, W.) vs ‘ia 


GATESHEAD Epucation ComMITTEE.—Question, Mr. J. W. Taylor (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) ; Answer, Mr. Lough .. és + ¥ “4 


Seconpary ScHoots.—Question, Mr. 8. Roberts ; Answer, Mr. Lough .,. 


LuanycHan Scuoor.—Question, Mr. Bridgeman (Shropshire, Oswestry) ; 
Answer, Mr. Lough a - ov ar oe oe wi = 


TRratninc COLLEGES For TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Toulmin (Bury, Lancashire) ; 
Answer, Mr. Lough .. ie es oe oe 


Post Orrick EMPLOYEES ON LicENcED PrEMISES.—Question, Mr. Bowles ; 
Answer, The Postmaster-General (Mr. Sydney Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) .. oe os oe os ee oe as a3 


Soutu AFRIcAN Matts.—Question, Mr. Lea ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton ve 


Hone-Kone Matts.—Questions, Mr. Myer and Mr .H. Cox ; Answer, Mr. Sydney 
Buxton om a2 oe ok si — Be os ee ec 


EMPLOYER AND APPRENTICE Laws.—Question, Mr. O’ Grady (Leeds, E.) ; Answer, 
The Attorney-General (Sir John Walton, Leeds, 8.) .. 5% Big e 


Scottish NaTIonaL GALLERIES.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Secretary 
for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) an oy ‘i i ae 


AcHINTEE RIVER—BRIDGE FOR CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. 
Sinclair... _ oe cs - - oe ee oe 


Inspectors oF ScottisH ScHooLts.—Question, Mr. Smeaton; Answer, Mr. 
Sinclair - 7 ee me on re ‘ gg eta ; 


IntsH LABOURERS’ AND UNTENANTED Lanps.—Question, Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, - 
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Doonoma Scuoot TEACHER’s DismissAL.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; 
Birrell 2 ; Be ae : 


Answer, Mr. 


CHRISTIAN BroTHERS’ ScHoots aT CARRICK-oN-SuIR.—Questions, Mr. T. L. 
Corbett, Mr. W. Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Runciman et ; 


TELEPHONES IN THE SoutH oF IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr.8. 


Buxton 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SESSION.—Question, Mr. W. Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) - eS se 

Passive REsISTERS AS MaGIsTrRATES.—Question, Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) ; 
Answer, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ye <n 6 Fe 


Army ANNUAL BiLtL—MemoranpuM.—Questions, Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, 5.), 
Sir A. Acland-Hood (Somersetshire, Wellington) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Speaker ; . ; os Se 


Sranpine Commirree (CHAIRMAN’s PANEL).—Mr. Stuart-WortLey reported 
from the Chairman’s Panel; That they had appointed Sir David Brynmor 
Jones to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in the place of Mr. Stuart-Wortley .. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


Trusts Bill.—‘‘ To codify the Law relating to private Trusts and Trustees,” 
presented by Mr. Rendall; supported by Mr. Cave, Mr. Micklem, Mr. 
Stewart-Smith, and Mr. Bertram ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
30th April, and to be printed. [Bill 123.] 


Leeds (South Parade Chapel) Charity Bill. —* To confirm a scheme of the 
Charity Commissioners for the management of the charity consisting of the 
Particular or Calvinistic Baptist Chapel in South Parade, in the city of 
Leeds,” presented by Mr. Trevelyan ; to be read a second time upon Mon- 
day, 8th April, and to be printed. [Bill 124.] .. 


Kingswood (Whitfield Tabernacle Schoolroom, etc.) Charity Bill—* To 
confirm a scheme of the Charity Commissioners for the management of the 
charity consisting of the Whitfield Tabernacle, Schoolroom, and trust pro- 
perty in the parish of Kingswood, in the county of Gloucester,” presented 
by Mr. Trevelyan ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 8th April, and 
to be printed. [Bill 125.] ' i - 


Longton (Caroline Street Chapel) Charity Bill.—‘ ‘To confirm a scheme 
of the Charity Commissioners for the management of the charity consisting 
of the Congregational Chapel in Caroline street, in the borough of Longton, 
in the county of Stafford,” presented by Mr. Trevelyan ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 8th April, and to be printed. [Bill 1z6.].. 
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Dogs (Injuries to Persons) Bil!.—‘‘ To amend the Law relating to Injuries 
to Persons by Dogs,” presented by Mr. Dundas White ; supported by Mr. 
Crombie, Dr. Shipman, Lord Robert Cecil, Sir John Jardine, Mr. Thomas 
Frederick Richards, Mr. Arnold Herbert, and Mr. Molteno; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, 12th April, and to be printed. Bill 127.].. 

Agricultural Education in Elementary Schools Bill—* To promote 
Agricultural Education and nature study in Public Elementary Schools,” 
presented by Mr. Jesse Collings, supported by Sir John Kennaway, Mr. 
Rothschild, Sir Francis Lowe, Mr. Hunt, Mr. Arkwright, and Mr. Carlile ; 
to be read a second time upoa Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
128] 


Ferries (Ireland) Bill.—‘“ To confer 02 county councils in Ireland the power 
to etablish and maintain Ferries ; and for other purposes connected there- 
with,” presented by Mr. Gwynn ; supported by Mr. Clancy, Mr. Hayden, 
and Mr. O'Malley ; to be read a second time uj pon Wednesday, 10th April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 129] 


EpucATION (SCOTLAND). 
The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a 
Bill to amend the laws relating to education in Scotland, and for other 
purposes connected therewith.”—(.Mr. Sinclair.) 


Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Aberdeen Universities) 
(Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Sinclair and the Lord Advocate. 


Education (Scotland) Bill —‘‘ To amend the laws relating to education in 
Scotland, and for other purposes connected therewith,” presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time, to be read a second time to-morrow and to 
be printed. [Bill 130.] 


PsarocutIAL Mepicat OFFICERS (SCOTLAND). 
Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 


‘ 

Motion made, and Question, ‘“ That leave be given to bring in a Bill to 
amend the Lawrelating to the tenure of parochial] medical officers in 
Scotland ”’—(Mr. Cathcart Wason)—put, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. Ainsworth, Mr. 
Harmsworth, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Gulland, Sir Henry 
Craik, Viscount Dalrymple, Major Anstruther-Gray, Mr. Younger, 
Mr. Cross and Mr. Mitchell-Thomson. 


Parochial Medical Officers (Scotland) Bill.—* To amend the Law relating 
to the tenure of office of Parochial Medical Officers in Scotland,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day 24th April, and to be printed. [Bill 131.] 
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Bustness oF THE House (PROCEDURE). 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the sneered ind H. Campbell- 
Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) F 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


(1) When a Bill has been read a second time it shall stand com- 
mitted to one of the Standing Committees, unless the House, on Motion 
to be decided without Amendment or debate, otherwise order. But 
this Order shall not apply to— 


(a) Bills for imposing taxes, or Consolidation Fund or Ap- 
propriation Bills ; or 


(6) Bills for confirming Provisional Orders. 


(2) The House may,’on Motion made by the Member in charge 
of a Bill, commit the Bill to a Standing Committee in respect of some 
of its provisions, and to a Committee of the Whole House in respect 
to other provisions. If such a Motion is opposed the Speaker, after 
permitting, if he thinks fit, a brief explanatory statement from the 
Member who makes, and from the Member who opposes, the Motion, 
shall, without further debate, put the question thereon.—(Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain (Worcestershire, E.) 
Mr. Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) .. 

Mr. Laurence Hardy (Kent, Ashford) 

Mr. Crombie (Kincardine — 

Mr. Jowett (Bradford, W.) .. 

Mr. Chiozza Money (Pa iatasion, N. ) 

Lord Robert Cecil (Marylebone, E.) 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of the clock, further proceeding was 
postponed without Question put, pursuant to Standing Order No. 4. 


CoMMITMENTs TO PRISON FOR DEBr. 


Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, S.W.) 
Mr. Maclean (Bath) Es 


Motion made and Question proposed ‘“ That the present powers of com- 
mitting to Prison for non-payment of a Debt ought to be restricted.” — 
(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


Sir William Bull (Hammersmith) .. 
The Solicitor-General (Sir W. Robson, South Shields) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, “That the present powers of committing to prison for non- 
payment of a debt ought to be restricted.” —(Mr. Pickersgill.) 
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Rating (Lonpon). 





Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ay eh ts x *, a .. 948 
Mr. Dickinson (St. Pancras, N.) .. et Py oe te .. 948 


Motion m de and Question proposed, “‘ That in the opinion of this House, 
the present inequality of the rates raised in the different parishes in 


London requires the early consideration of Parliament.” —(Mr. Crooks.) 
# 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London) .. .. 952 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board (Dr. Mac- 
namara, Camberwell, N.) : ake $33 me Ue cs) Sie 
Mr. Straus (Tower Hamlets, Mile End) hs ate 2% ne .. 958 
Mr. W. Pearce (Tower Hamlets, Limehouse) n ae Pe .. 960 
Sir W. J. Collins (St. Pancras, W.) .. ss 0 me Ae .. 961 
Mr. Stuart (Sunderland) .. az Sd a i wa 208 
Dr. Cooper (Southwark, Bermonisey a sss 44 a «0 962 
Mr. Pickersgill a sia “i a .. 982 
Mr. R. Pearce ( (Staffordshire, ‘Leek) . $04 AP aij is .. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, ‘* That, in the opinion of this House, the present inequality of the 
rates raised in the different parishes in London requires the early con- 
sideration of Parliament..-—(Mr. Crooks.) 


BusINEss OF THE Hovsr (PRocEDURE).—Postponed Proceeding on Question, 

‘“(1) When a Bill has been read a second time it shall stand committed to 
one of the Standing Committees, unless the House, on Motion to be decided 
i without amendment or debate, otherwise order. But this Order shall not 
apply to—(a) Bills for imposing taxes, or Consolidated Fund or Appropria- 
tion Bills; or (b) Bills for confirming Provisional Orders ; (2) The House 
may, on Motion made by the Member in charge of a Bill, commit the Bill 
to a Standing Committee in respect of some of its provisions, and to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House in respect to other provisions. If such a Motion 
is opposed the Speaker, after permitting, if he thinks fit, a brief explan- 
atory statement from the Member who makes and from the Member who 
opposes the Motion, shall without further debate put the Question 
thereon.” —(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman)—resumed. 








Motion made, and Question, “ That the debate be now adjourned ”’— 
(Mr. Whiteley)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. .. if 2% 5% .. 963 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill.—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Sir A. Acland-Hood (Somerset, Wellington) “ oe - -. 964 





Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 
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The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, Haddington) 

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. George Whiteley, 
Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) ‘ és < ng ee 

Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) 

Sir F. Banbury (City of London) 

Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, E.) . 

The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ( (Sir Edward Grey, Northum- 
berland, Berwick) : is Ms 

Mr. William Rutherford ( (Liverpool, W est Derby). 

Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston) - 

Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 74; Noes, 263, (Division List No. 46.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Cave - 

Lord Balcarves a e < ne 

The President of the Board of Educat ion (Mr. McKenna, Monmouth- 
shire,, N.) : = 5 ss os ia : 

Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, 'E.) 

The Attorney-General (Sir John W ‘alton, Leeds, 8.) 

Mr. Bridgeman (Shropshire, Oswestry) .. 

Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Aberdeen U niversitie s) 

Colonel R. Williams (Dorsetshire, W.)  . 

Sir J. Randles (Cumberland, Gadbirasoeths 

Mr. Rawlinson (Cambridge University) 

Sir F. Banbury . - Ee 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word, ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”’—(Mr. Rawlinson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now,’ stand part of the Question. 
Mr. Forster (Kent, Sevenoaks) 


Motion made, and Question put, ** That the debate be now adjourned.” — 
(Mr. H. W. Forster.) 


The House divided: Aves, 62; Noes, 248. (Division List, No. 47.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Lane-Fox (Yorkshire, W.R., Barkston Ash) 
Captain Craig (Down, E.) . ; 
Mr. John Redmond (Water Jord) 


The CHancetor of the ExcHequer (Mr. Asquitu, Fifeshire, E.) rose in 
his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question be now put.” 





Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 216; Noes, 54. (Division List No. 48.) 
. Question put accordingly, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.” : 
i 
; The House divided :—Ayes, 214; Noes, 56. (Division List No. 49.) 
Mr. AsquitH claimed, “ That the main Question be now put.” 
Main Question put accordingly. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 210; Noes, 53. (Division List No. 50.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Army (Annual) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair.] 
i Clause 1 :— 
‘ Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.) .. ‘ia és ‘i .. L005 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress; and ask leave to sit azain.’—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
i Viscount Turnour (Sussex, Horsham) .. si B3 i .. 1005 
i Sir A. Acland-Hood ns - a sc ey F .. 1006 
Viscount Helmsley (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) .. ee by .. 1007 
: Mr. William Rutherford (Liverpool, West Derh) ais ds .. 1007 
Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool) vA se a ik .. 1008 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) .. bs .. 1008 
Mr. Stanley Wilson (Yorkshire, E.R., Holderness) va “a -- 1008 
Captain Craig (Down, E.) ‘i a .. 101! 
Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye) 43 - “ - i _« ae 
Sir F. Banbury = os be ms sh ia = -- 1012 
Mr. Lane For (Yorkshire. W.R., Barkston Ash) re x +s LOS 
Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 
Question put, ‘ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 196, Noes, 55. (Division List No. 51.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That the Chairman do report progress ; and ask 
leave to sit again.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 54; Noes, 195. (Division List No. 52.) 





Question put, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 190; Noes, 53. (Division List No. 53.) 
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Clause 2 :— 
Mr. Claude Hay 


Amendment proposed— 


” 
“In page 2, line 36, to leave out from the word ‘ the’ to the word 
‘one,’ in line 37, and insert the words ‘thirtieth day of April.’ ”— 
(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Haldane 

Viscount Turnour 

Mr. William Rutherford 
Captain Craig : 

Major Coates (Lewisham) 

Mr. Courthope 

Viscount Helmsley 

Viscount Turnour . 53 
Mr. Carlile (Herts, St. Albans) 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) 


Mr. HaLpaNneE rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 183; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 54.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 183; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 55.) 


Mr. HatpaxeE rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question, 
‘That the clause stand part of the Bill,’ be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question, ‘ That the clause stand part of the Bill,’ 
be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 182; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 56.) 
Question put accordingly.. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 183; Noes, 48. (Division List No. | 


or 
a 
~ 


Clause 3 :— 


Mr. William Rutherford 


Mr. Ha.panz rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question, 
‘That the clause stand part of the Bill,’ be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question, ‘ That the clause stand part of the Bill,’ 
be now put.” 
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; The Committee divided :—Ayes, 181; Noes, 47. (Division List, No. 58.) 
1021 | 
Question put accordingly. 
| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 181 ; Noes, 47. (Division List No. 59.) 
Clause 4 :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause stand part of the 
Bill.” 
4 Mr. Forster .. 2 i a sf eee Sy .. 1043 
1022 J ‘ae 
1022 - Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
1023 progress; and ask leave to sit again. ’-—(Mr. H. W. Fors’er.) 
1024 | 
1024 Mr. Haldane - ‘a - x8 Ms “s “4 .. 106 
1024 | Viscount Helmsley .. i ‘i ‘i ” +6 .. 1044 
1025 | Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8.) .. - - as i .. 1046 
1025 Mr. Stanley Wilson es i - is iv a! .. 1048 
1026 | Sir A. Acland-Hood - +6 rr iv ” s .. 1048 
1026 | Mr. Lane Fox rar 3 Ps ee af Ee .. 1049 


Mr. Ha.pavzE rose in his place and claimed to move “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 182; Noes, 47. (Division List No. 60.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the Chairman do report progress ; and ask 
leave to sit again.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 45; Noes, 182. (Division List No. 61.) 


Question again proposed, ‘“‘ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. William Rutherford .. = ve ea - 5% .. 1053 
Viscount Turnour.. aa ie rr $c ies as .. 1055 
Mr. Haldane a i - “it 4 ce me .. 1055 
Mr. William Rutherford .. . wi - “ wa .. 1056 


Question put, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee proceeded to a Division. 


Mr. Wuiretey and Mr. Josep Pease were appointed Tellers for the Ayes, 
but, no Member being willing to act as Teller for the Noes, the Chairma 
declared that the Ayes had it. 

1037 

Clause agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 





Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause, as amended, stand 
part of the Bill.” 
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Page 

Mr. William Rutherford .. 1056 

Mr. Haldane . 1057 
Question put, and agreed to. | 

Clause 6 :— 

Mr. Ashley 1 57 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 36, to leave out the word ‘ other,’ and insert the ‘i 


word *‘ naval.’ ”°—(Mr. Ashley.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘ other’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Haldane 

Mr. Ashley 

Lord Balcarves 

Mr. Haldane .. 
Viscount Turnour 

Lord Balcarres 

Mr. Haldane 

Mr. Ashley .. bas 
Mr. William Rutherford 
Captain Craig 


Question put, “‘ That the word ‘ other’ stand part of the clause.” 

The Committee divided: Ayes, 171; Noes, 39. (Division List No. 62.) 
Question put, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175; Noes, 40. (Division List No. 63.) 
Clause 7 :— 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Avyes, 173 ; Noes, 39. (Division List No. 64.) 


Clause 8 :— 


Mr. Ashley 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 6, to leave out the word ‘ meal’ and insert the 
words ‘ meals.’ ”—(Mr. Ashley.) 


(Question proposed, ‘* That the word ‘ meal’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Haldane .. es 

Mr. William Rutherford 
Mr. T. L. Corbett _ 
Viscount Valentia (Oxford) .. 
Viscount Turnour ae 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


The word ‘‘ a” inserted before ‘‘ meal.”’ 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the clause, as amended, stand 


part of the Bill” 
Viscount Helmsley 


Question put. 





Page 


. 1072 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 173 ; Noes, 40. (Division List No. 65.) 


Clause 9 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause stand part of the 


Bill.” 


Viscount Turnour 

Lord Baleares 

Mr. Cave - 

Mr. Haldane .. 

Captain Craig ss sa 
Mr. Meysey- Thompson (Staffords hire, Handsu orth} 
Viscount Turnour _ 3 ; : 
Mr. Carlile ‘ 

Mr. Haldane .. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 10 :— 
Viscount Turnour 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 16, to leave out: sub-section (a).”— 


Turnour.) 


(Viscount 


Question proposed, “ That sub-section (a) stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Ashley 
Mr. Haldane .. 
Lord Balcarres 
Mr. Cave : 
Mr. Haldane .. 
Captain Craig 
Mr. Meysey- Thompson 
Viscount Helmsley 
Captain Craig 

Major Coates .. 

Lord R. Ceci 

Mr. Haldane . 

Mr. Carlile .. 

Mr. Byles (Salford, N.) 
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Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197 ; Noes, 37. (Division List No. 66.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 36 ; Noes, 205. (Division List No. 67.) 
Mr. Ha.panzE rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question, 


* That the words of the clause to the end of page 6, jine7 7, stand part of 
= 


the clause,’ be now put.” ' 


Motion made, and Question put,‘‘ That the Question, ‘ That the words of the 
clause to the end of page 6, line 7, stand part of the clause,’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204; Noes, 37. (Division List No. 68.) 


Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 211 ; Noes, 40. (Division List No. 69.) 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 6, line .7, after the word ‘apply,’ to insert the words 
‘Provided that nothing in this sub-section, or in any rules made 
thereunder, shall authorise flogging to be inflicted for any such 
offence.’ ”—(Mr. Haldane.) 

Question proposed, “That these words be there inserted.” 
Lord R. Cecil s 2 es sa ee a - .. 1101 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“To leave out the word ‘flogging,’ and insert the words 
‘corporal punishment.’ ”—(Lord R. Cecil.) 





Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ flogging’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 
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Mr. Haldane 54 i wh os se .« LIOT 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 44; Noes, 215. (Division List No. 70.) 








Proposed words, as amended, there inserted. 


; Mr. HaLpave rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That the Question, 
‘That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill,” be now put.” 





Question put, “ That the Question ‘ That the clause, as amended, stand 
part of the Bill’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 217; Noes, 45. (Division List No. 71.) 
Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 222; Noes, 45. (Division List No. 72.) 


Sir F. Banbury oe eg i, rs et tt eS 








Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Chairman do report progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.”"—(Sir F. Banbury.) 
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Mr. Ashley 
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Enlistment, and Absence without Leave)—(Mr. Ashley)—brought up. 


and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Haldane 

Sir F. Banbury 
Mr. Cave as 
Sir Gilbert Parker 
Mr. Lane-For 
Lord R. Cecil .. 
Mr. Courthope 
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Question put accordingly, ‘“‘ That the clause be read a second time.” 
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Mr. Ashley 


New Clause (Amendment of Army Act as to Fraudulent Enlistment)—(1/r. 
Ashley)—brought up, and read the first time. 






Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time. 
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SeLection (Stanpina CoMMITTEES).—Sir WiLLiAM Brampton GuRDON re- 
ported from the Committee of Selection; that they had discharged the 
following Member from the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of 
Justice, ‘and Legal Procedure ; Mr. ‘Arthur Lee. 


Sir WititaM Brampton Gurpon further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of 
Justice, and Legal Procedure, the following fifteen Members in respect of the 
Lights on Vehicles Bill; Major Renton, “Mr. Courthope, Mr. Fiennes, Mr. 
Kelley, Mr. Abel Smith, Mr. Arthur Stanley, Mr. Herbert Samuel, Mr. Rose, 
Mr. Rendall, Mr. Vaughan-Davies, Mr. Long, Mr. William Nicholson, Mr. 
Arrthur Dewar, Mr. Cathcart Wason, and Mr. C. H. Corbett. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


Sir Witt1am Brampton GurpDon reported from the Committee of 
Selection; That they had discharged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, 
and Manufactures (in respect of the Railways (Contracts) Bill) ; Mr. Akers- 
Douglas ; and had appointed in substitution, Sir Frederick Banbury (in 
respect of the Railways (Contracts) Bill). 


Sir Witt1am Brampton GurDon further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agri- 
culture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, the following fifteen 
Members in respect of the Merchandise Marks Bill ; Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. 
Middlemore, Mr. Field, Sir Benjamin Stone, Sir Francis Lowe, Mr. Harold 
Cox, Mr. Maddison, Mr. Ridsdale, Sir William Holland, Mr. Crossfield, Mr. 
Wadsworth, Mr. Boland, Mr. Ellis Davies, Mr. Cleland, and Mr. Hudson. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put, 
pursuant to Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at Ten minutes after Five o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: SATURDAY, 23rp MARCH, 1907. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—‘“To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Birkenhead, 
Lincoln, Milford Haven, Shipley, and Warrington,” presented by Dr. Macna- 
mara ; supported by Mr. Burns; read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 132.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—‘“‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Brumby and 
Frodingham, the Appleby Joint Cometery District, and the Rugby Joint 
Hospital District,” presented by Dr. Macnamara ; supported by Mr. Burns ; 
read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 133.].. ee - és oe oe 
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Coal Mines (Eight Hours) Bill.—Petitions in favour; from Denaby Main ; 
Dinnington ; Habergham ; Kiveton Park ; — aie Shirland ; 
and W hitehav en ; to lie upon the Table . - .. 1365 


Weights and Measures (Metric System) Bill—Petition from the London 
Association for Protection of Trade, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 1365 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Birtus, DEATHS, MARRIAGES, AND VACCINATION (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, 
of the Fifty-second Annual Report on the Births, Deaths, and Marriages in 
Scotland for 1906 and Forty-second Annual Report on Vaccination [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table be a * i - .. 1365 


Crorrers’ Hotpines (ScoTLanp) Acts.—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Crofters’ Commission for the year 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 1366 


UNIvERSITY OF ABERDEEN.—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of the 
University of Aberdeen for the year ending 15th September, 1906 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No.93.] .. - a .. 1366 


Coat Exportep.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 21st February ; 
Mr. D. A. Thomas] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [{No.94.]  .. 1566 


Licutuovses, Erc. (Loca Inspecrors).—Copies presented, of Reports’ to the 
Board of Trade by the Trinity House of Deptford Strond, the Commissioners 
of Northern Lighthouses, and the Commissioners of Irish Lights, of their 
Inspection of Local Lighthouses, Buoys, and Beacons [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 95.].. - re Ks oé .. 1366 


TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports (Annual Series) Nos. 3748 and 3749 [by Command]: to lie 
upon the Table .. ee - ai eo oe ss “* .. 1366 

Licensine Sratistics, 1906.—Copy presented, of Statistics as to the operation 
and administration of the Laws relating to the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 
for the year 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ee ud .. 1366 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PROTECTION OF ENGLISH FisHiInc GrouNDS.—Question, Mr. Mallet (Plymouth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson is ¥ “ és ‘ .. 1366 


GaELic INTERPRETER AT GALWAY County Court.—Question, Mr. Dufiy (Gal- 
way, 8.); | Answer, Mr. Cherry .. - = ie 5 we «4 ABST 


Teacuers’ DEFERRED ANNUITY FuND.—Question, Mr. Lane-Fox (Yorks, W.R., 


Barkston Ash) ; Answer, Mr. McKenna 1367 
REVENUE FROM PostacE TO Hona Kone—Svussipy To CaNnapIan Paciric 

Rattway.—Question, Mr. Harold Cox (Preston); Answer, Mr. Sydney 

Buxton Ke a Sis iis 5 a5 ms oe ae .. 1368 
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GovERNING Bopy oF NEw TecunicaL CoLLEGE AT SoutH KENsINGroN.— 
Question, Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool) ; Answer, Mr. McKenna .. 1369 


TEACHERS AND THE WORKMEN’s COMPENSATION AcT.—Question, Viscount 
Valentia (Oxford); Answer,Mr.McKenna .. ie ss ie .. 1370 


Navy EstimaTES—VOTE oF—Guns IN RESERVE.—Question, Mr. Nield (Middle- 
sex, Ealing); Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson avs es tie .. 1370 


Navy—Nuciteus Crews.—Question, Mr. Nield ; Answer, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson .. ais ag axe oh “A sce aa oe as LOWE 


DELAY IN COMPLETION OF CRUICERS OF THE “ INVINCIBLE” CLAss.—Question, 

Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson ay .. 1371 
IMPORTATION INTO CANADA OF GERMAN CUTLERY DESCRIBED AS “ SHEFFIELD.” 
—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George .. 1371 


RELATION OF RETIRED CoLONIAL GOVERNORS TO COMMERCIAL INTERESTS OF 
CoLonrEs.—Question, Sir F. Banbury (City of London); Answer, Mr. 
Churchill .. ae te a Ae Ae ne as te <» Loe 


TrintDAD LABOURERS’ CONTRACT FOR WORK ON THE PANAMA CANAL.—Question, 
Sir F. Banbury ; Answer, Mr. Churchill a = ae as .. 1372 


Supply (Crvit Services AND ReveNUE Departments EstiIMAtTEs).—Order 
for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Mr. Speaker do now leave 
the Chair.” 


Mr, John O’Connor (Kildare, N. ) ee és ae oe .. 1372 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ‘ e $s i “s .. 1393 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ that,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘ in the opinion of this House, the provision 
for primary education in Ireland is insufficient and unsatisfactory, 
and that the interests of the Irish people have been and are suffering 
most ruinous injury from the long delay in applying a remedy.’ ”°—(Mr. 


John O’Connor.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) me ivi me ts .» 1399 
Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8S.) or, eis os ws 4 .. 1400 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) me He ‘ie J Fe .. 1403 
Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, S.).. a “ ” 5 .. 1409 
Mr. Gwynn (Galway) : is .. i414 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Birrell, Bristol N. ) a i ERED 
Mr. Wyndham (Dover) re ai fs se .. 1435 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) St i a Se er .. 1445 


Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) .. ‘ie i a a . 1447 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
SupPLy. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1907-8. 
Committee report Progress; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without Question put, 
pursuant to the Order of the House of the 22nd March. 


Adjourned at nine minutes after Six of the Clock, till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 25rx MARCH, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had received Communications express- 
ing the condolence of the Portuguese Chamber of Deputies on the occasion 
of the destruction of the city of Kingston by an earthquake oe .. 1449 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Private Bits [Lorps] (StanpINc ORDERS Not PrReviousLy INQuIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH).-—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Royal Insurance 
Company Bill [Lords]; West Riding Tramways Bill [Lords]; Folkestone, 
Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways Bill [Lords]; West Yorkshire Tramways 
Bill [Lords]; Newquay and District Water Bill [Lords]; Medway Lower 
Navigation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second ti ne wet sie ae e. 1451 
Annfield Plain and District Gas Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 1451 
Basingstoke Gas Bill.—As amended, considered; to be read the third time 1451 


South Wales Mineral Railway Bill; Watford and Edgware Railway 
Bill—Read a second time, and committed .. 34 is .. L46t 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill and Metropolitan 
Water Board (Various Powers) Bill.—Orders for Committal [20th and 
28th February] read and discharged. 
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Resolution of the House of the 18th day of March, relative to the 
Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill and the Metropolitan Water 
Board (Various Powers) Bill, which was ordered to be communicated to the 
Lords, and the Message from the Lords of the 19th day of March signifying 


their concurrence in the said Resolution, read. 


Ordered, That the Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill and 
the Metropolitan Water Board (Various Powers) Bill be committed to a 
Select Committee of Five Members, to be nominated by the Committee of 
Selection, to be joined with a Committee of Five Lords. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith. 


Ordered, That all Petitions in favour of or against the Bills, respectively, 
presented on or before the 22nd day of April, 1907, be referred to the Com- 
mittee ; that the Petitioners praying to be heard against the Bills, or either 
of them, by themselves, their counsel, agents, or witnesses be heard, and 
counsel be heard in support of the Bills. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered That three be the quorum.—(Mr. Burns) .. ae .. 1451 


Marriages Provisional Order Bill; oe Police Provisional Order 
Bill.—Read the third time and passed ot ‘ ‘a a ie .. 1452 


PETITIONS. 
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BusINEss OF THE House (PROCEDURE) a) Wo read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [20th March], “‘ (1) When a Bill has been read a second 
time it shall stand committed to - ak the Standing Committees, unless 
the House, on Motion to be decided without Amendment or debate, other- 
wise order. But this Order shall not apply to (a) Bills for imposing taxes, 
or Consolidated Fund or Appropriation Bills ; or (b) Bills for confirming 
Provisional Orders. (2) The House may, on Motion made by the Member 
in charge of a Bill, commit the Bill to a Standing Committee in respect of 
some of its provisions, and to a Committee of the whole House in respect of 
other provisions. If such a Motion is opposed the Speaker, after permitting, 
if he thinks fit, a brief explanatory statement from the Member who makes 
and from the Member who opposes the Motion, shall without further 
debate put the Question thereon.” —(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Question again pene. 


Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, BE.) .. ai a: st | a 
Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Rinross) ~ a me .. 1634 
Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, 8S.) .. .. 1535 
The Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster (Sir He mT Fow ler, Wolver 
hampton, E.) sie . = és .. 1547 
Mr. Samuel Roberts (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ig wy - oe .» 1662 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) re Ms a ae .. 1554 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) .. < Es a .. 1558 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) .. : as v .. 1560 
Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Aberdee nU niversities) 7 ny .. 1562 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, FE.) .. a ~ x Ks .. 1565 
Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) , 1568 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treas ury (Sir H. Con bell 
Bannerman, Stirling en is . 1575 
Mr. Laurence Hardy (Kent, Ashford) 1578 


Amendment proposed. 

“In line 1, to leave out from the beginning to ‘ but,’ in line 3, 
and insert ‘ there shall bea Business Committee of the House, consisting 
of Mr. Speaker and six other Members nominated by Mr. Speaker, 
who shall be representative of the various sections of political opinion 
in the House. All Bills, when they have been read a second time, shall 
stand committed to either Committee of the Whole House, or to a 
Grand or Special Committee, in accordance with the decision of the 
Business Committee.’ ”’—(Mr. Laurence Hardy.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words ‘ when a’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir Henry Fowler .. ee é% Dy ‘a Bs i .. 1581 
Mr. Stuart Wortley . “ me ice x es .. 1582 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ee ist rw - .. 1582 
Mr. Akers-Douglas (Kent, St. Augustine's 8) es 35 ss .. 1582 


M1. Forster (Kent, Sevenoaks) re n - 5s _ .. 1584 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 257; Noes, 35. (Division List No. 91.) 
Mr. Stuart Wortley .. . 1587 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn line 1, after the first ‘a,’ to insert ‘Government.’ ”°—(Mr. 
Stuart Wortley.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘ Government’ be there inserted.” 
Sir F. Banbury (City of London) .. 1589 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. 1590 
Mr. Walter Long . .. 1590 
Mr. John Ellis (Notts, Rusheliffe) .. 1591 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) .. 1592 
Mr. Laurence Hardy .. 1593 
Mr. William Rutherford (Liverpool, West | Dery) . 1593 
Mr. A. J. Balfour . 1594 
(Juestion put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 42; Noes, 281. (Division List No. 92.) 
Mr. Stuart Wortley .. . 1597 
Amendment proposed— 

“In line 1, after the word ‘time,’ to insert the words ‘ by a 
majority of more than two-thirds of the Members voting in the said 
division.’ ””—(Mr. Stuart- Wortley.) 

Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. 1599 
Mr. Walter Long .. 1599 
Mr. Laurence Hardy .. 1600 
Sir Francis Powell .. . 1601 
Sir F. Banbury ii . 1601 
Mr. William Rutherford . 1604 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 52; Noes, 296. (Division List No. 93.) 
Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood) re .. 1609 
Viscount Helmsley (Yorks, N.R., Thirsk) .. . 1609 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 1, after the word ‘ time,’ to insert the words ‘ during the 
time for opposed business.’ ”—(Mr. Bowles.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
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Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ” or oe re ia .. 1610 
Sir E. Carson (Dublin U a os sic a ee .. 1610 
Lord R. Cecil ee ; re ia bs Ss «7 
Sir F. Banbury 1% oi gs a st = - .. 1611 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. se 3 me oe 5s 2 -. 2612 
Sir Henry Fowler — 3 “ Tis en - .. 1612 
Mr. Laurence Hardy oi “3 - 7 os re .. 1613 
Mr. Stanley Wilson o si wie ise és - .. 1613 


Motion made and Question, ‘‘ That the debate be now adjourned.” —(Mr. 
Stanley Wilson)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 
Army Annual Bill.— As amended, considered. 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) oy a sx 1618 
Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 10, page 5, line 32, to leave out the words “ and his 
assistants.”-—Sir Charles Dilke. 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, Haddington) “i .. 1615 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) os - .. 1616 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Franchise and Removal of Women’s Disabilities Bill—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn 2 a us - hs a a .. 1616 


Irish Tobacco Bill.—Read a second time, and committed to the Standing 
Committee on Trade, etc. a i Se = a ae .. 1616 


Adjourned at a quarter after Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 26rTa MARCH, 1907. 
The Lord RisBLespALE—Sat Speaker. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Marriages Provisional Order Bill.—(No. 26); Metropolitan Police Provi- 


sional Order Bill (No. 27).—Brought from the Commons and read 1*; to be 
printed; and referred to the Examiners ~ e : .. 1617 
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FitzGerald’s Divorce Bill [#.u.].—Message from the Commons for copy of 
the Minutes of Evidence taken before this House, together with the proceed- 
ings, and the documents deposited in the case ; ordered to be communicated 
with a request that they may be returned 


Annfield Plain and District Gas Bill; Bude Gas Bill ; Gas Companies (Re- 
moval of Sulphur Restriction) Bill ; Llandrindod Wells Gas Bill: Falmouth 
Gas Bill. Brought from the Commons; read 1*; and referred to the 
Examiners 


Metropolitan Water Board, (Charges, etc.) Bill; Metropolitan Water 
Board (Various Powers) Bill. Message from the Commons that they have 
appointed a Committee to consist of five members to join with a Committee 
of this House to consider the said Bills, and request this House to appoint 
an equal number of Lords to be joined with the Members of their House 


eETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TraDE Reports: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3748. Persia (Ispahan and Yezd). 
No. 3749. Roumania (Supplementary). 


No. 3750. West Africa (Liberia). 
No. 3751. Mexico (Budget) 


LocaL Taxation (IRELAND).—Returns for the year 1905-1906 


{aILWAY COMPANIES (ARRANGEMENTS).—Correspondence between the Board 
of Trade and the Railway Companies Association with regard to certain 
arrangements entered into by railway companies with regard to rebates on 
traffic, etc. .. 


NarionaL GALLERY, Etc. (ScorLanpD).—Thirteenth Annual Report to the 
Secretary for Scotland by the Commissioners and Trustees of the Board of 
Manufacturers in Scotland, for the year ended 30th September, 1906 


BirrHs, MARRIAGES, AND Deatus, AnD Vaccitnation.—Fifty-second Annual 
Report of the Registrar-General in Scotland, for the year 1906 ; and Forty- 
second Annual Report on Vaccination .. . 


Licensine Sratistics, 1906.—Statistics as to the operation and administration 
of the laws relating to the sale of intoxicating liquor, for the year 1906 


Crorrers Buitpines (ScoTLAND) Acts, 1886-1887.—Report by the Crofters 
Commission, being for the year ended 31st December, 1906. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minutes, dated 6th and 20th March, ,1907, re- 
spectively, declaring that the following persons were appointed without 
Civil Service certificates, through inadvertence on the part of the heads of 
their department, viz. :—William Edwards, artificer, Royal Small Arms 
Factory, Enfield, War Office ; Walter Henry Jeakins, clerk, Post Office 
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Court oF PropaTE Division (HicH Court or Justice (IRELAND)).—Annual 
account of receipts and disbursements for year ended 31st December, 1906 1618 


Universities( ScortanD) Act, 1889.—Annual Report on the state of the finances 
of the University of Aberdeen, under the provisions of Section 30 of the 
Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889, for the year 1905-1906 .. es .« 1618 


Post Orrice.—The Foreign and Colonial Post Amendment (No. 15) Warrant, 
1907, dated 14th February, 1907 si £2 si Bs ss .. 1618 


Licuruovuses, ETC. (LocaL INspections).—Reports to the Board of Trade by 
the Trinity House of Deptford Strond, the Commissioners of Northern 
Lighthouses, and the Commissioners of Irish Lights, of their inspection of 
local lighthouses, buoys, and beacons (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 92, of Session 1906) .. As ee oe a we .. 1619 


NAVAL AND MARINE Pay AND Pensions Act, 1865.—Orders in Council, dated 1st 
March, 1907, approving memorials of the Lords Commissioners of the 


Admiralty praying, 


That they may be empowered to award at their discretion to the 
Commanders-in-Chief at the three Home Ports such rate of commuted 
allowance, in lieu of servants, within a maximum of £500 a year, as the 
circumstances of each case may require. 


For sanction to certain modifications in the existing system of clothing 
and bedding gratuities to petty officers, seamen and boys. 


For sanction to the payment of the allowance of 2d. a day now paid to 
Royal Marines when employed as tailors to any rating when so employed .. 1619 


GENERAL MeEpica CounciL (RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE).—Returns of receipts 
and expenditure of the General Medical Council and of the branch councils ; 
also of receipts and expenditure of the Dental Registration Fund, for the 
year ended 31st December, 1906. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 


Table 1619 
Army (Annual) Bill.—Read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* on Monday 
the 15th of April next. [No. 25] is a a a eh .. 1619 


House adjourned at a quarter past Three o’clock to Monday, 
the 15th of April next, a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 26rH MARCH, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bude Gas Bill (Prixce or Waxes’ ConsENT sIGNIFIED).—Bill read the third 


time, and passed 1620 
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Falmouth Gas Bill—Read the third time, and passed 


Mitcham and Wimbledon eo Gas Bill. — As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time nie S = : 


Private Bruits, erc.—Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 128, and 230 be sus- 
pended, and that the time for depositing Petitions and Memorials against 
Private Bills, or against any Bill to contirm any Provisional Order or Pro- 
visional Certificate, and for depositing duplicates of any Documents relating 
to any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Provisional Certificate, also 
for depositing at the Private Bill Office all documents relating to any Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, be extended 
to the first day on which the House shall sit after the Recess.—(The Chair- 
man of Ways and Means.) 


Land Drainage Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill.—**To confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Land Drainage Act, 1861, in the matter of certain lands in 
the parish of Keadby, in the county of Lincoln (parts of Lindsey),” presented 
by Sir Edward Strachey ; read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [| Bill 140.] .. 


Land Drainage Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill.—* To confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Land Drainage Act, 1861, in the matter of the Oulton, 
Carlton, etc., Marshes, in the parishes of Oulton, Carlton Colville, and Barnby, 
in the county of Suffolk,” presented by Sir Edward Strachey ; read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. | Bill 141.] 


Worthing Gas Bill; Richmond (Surrey) Electricity Supply Bill; Keswick 
Urban District Council (Water) Bill; Reported with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. oe ay 


Rights of Way (Scotland) Bill.—Order for Second Reading i Wednesday, 


10th April, read, and discharged. _ Bill withdrawn 


PETITIONS. 


Coat Mixes (E1igur Hours) Brtt.—Petitions in favour; from Amman Valley ; 
Ashton’s Green ; Bedwellty ; Blaenavon; Bund’s Main; Caeglas ; Carway ; 
Cawdor ; Coedmoeth ; Cross Hands ; Cwm Veg ; Daldowie ; Emlyn Lodge ; 
Gelly Ceidrim ; Glangarnant ; Gorseygarnant ; Great Mountain ; Hartshead ; 
Maesmarchog ; North Blaina ; Pantyffynnon ; Park ; Pochin (No. 2); Rhos; 
Rock Lodge ; Waterloo ; White Rose ; and, Whitwic k Collieries ; to lie upon 
the Table 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions against ; from 
Edinburgh ; and Stonehouse ; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric Loca, Oprion (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions against; from 
Findochty; and Orkney; to lie upon the Table 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NavaL AND MaRINE Pay anD Pensions Act, 1865.—Copy presented, of Order in 
Council of the Ist March, 1907, approving a Memorial of the Lords Commis- 
sioners of the Admiralty praying, (1) that they may be empowered to award 
at their discretion to the Commanders-in-Chief at the three home ports such 
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rate of commuted allowance in lieu of servants, within a maximum of £500 a 
year, as the circumstances of each case may require ; (2) for sanction to cer- 
tain modifications in the existing system of clothing and bedding gratuities to 
petty officers, seamen, and boys; (3) for sanction to the payment of the 
allowance of 2d. a day, now paid to Royal Marines when employed as tailors, 
to any rating when so employed [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Court oF Prospate Division (HieH Court or Justice) (IRELAND).—Annual 
Account presented, of Receipts and Disbursements for the year ended 31st 
December, 1906 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


BoBBINITE.—Copy presented, of Report of the Departmental Committee on 
Bobbinite ; Report and Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 


Mepicat Counctt.—Accounts presented, for 1906, of the General Medical 
Council and Branch Councils, and of the Dental Registration Fund 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. ‘ 


Treaty Series (No. 11, 1907).—Copy presented, of Accessions of British Colonies, 
etc., to various Treaty Engagements between the United Kingdom and 
Foreign Powers [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Caariry CoMMISSIONERS (AGRICULTURAL LAND).—Return ordered, “ showing 
the acreage, situation, tenancy, and rent of the Agricultural Land, with or 
without buildings, belonging to charities comprised in the Report to the 
Charity Commissioners, completed in 1905, of inquiries held in respect of 
every parish wholly or partly within the administrative county of London, 
except Charities for educational or religious purposes.”—(Sir_ William 
Collins.) te 


East Inpra (PunsaB) (INQuIRY INTO Deatus FRoM Teranus).—Address for 
“ Return of Papers containing the results of an Inquiry into the origin of 
certain Deaths from Tetanus in the Punjab, consequent on the employment 
of Dr. Haffkine’s prophylactic against plague.”—(Sir William Collins.) 
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(Buteshire) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton 
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TERRITORIAL ARMY—APPOINTMENT OF DivisioNAL GENERAL.—Question, Mr. 
Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane “el a af aa 


AMMUNITION FOR CADET Corps.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale; Answer, Mr. 
Haldane... ne es on br fe ae a. bys ¥ 


CLAIMS OF Messrs. FowLeR AND COMPANY AGAINST THE SPANISH GOVERN- 
MENT.—Question, Mr. Seaverns (Lambeth, Brixton); Answer, Sir Edward 
Grey on ne ea < os a Se ae 


DeatH OF ELLEN Simpson.—Question, Mr. Summerbell (Sunderland) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gladstone .. a te ie ae we 


Cost oF Poptar (Hutrron) ScHoots.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) ; 
Answer, Mr. John Burns .. 


CARRIAGE OF AUSTRALIAN AND NEw ZEALAND Maiits.—Question, Sir Howard 


Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton .. - 
> 

ELections oF Parish CoUuNCILLORS.—Question, ‘ 
Answer, Mr. John Burns os oa oe 7 oi 54 aa 


ABATEMENTS OF Pay CoNSEQUENT ON GRANTING CIVIL SERVICE CERTIFICATES 
To TEMPORARY CLERKS.—Question, Answer, 
Mr. Runciman 


BRITISH SEA FIsHERIES INQuIRY.—Question, Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
Answer, Mr. Asquith a sis ae - a is is “3 


LeGAL ASSISTANCE FOR IRISH Poor LAw GUARDIANS AT LocAL GOVERNMENT 
Boarp InQuiRies.—Question, Captain Craig (Down, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Birrell ex - os 


Irish Lanp PurcHaseE—Copies oF Maps.—Question, Mr. Fetherstonhaugh 
(Fermanagh, N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


PuRCHASE OF UNTENANTED LAND OF THE BtacKkER Dovue.Las Estate, 


NortH Kerry.—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


FLOODING oF TENANTS’ Hotpines at Lixnaw, NortH Kerry.—Question, Mr. 
Flavin; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. 


Hovsine oF WorKING CLAssEs Act AT RoscrREA.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell 


APPOINTMENT OF WARRANT OFFICERS IN THE ARMY ORDNANCE CorRPs.— 
Question, Mr. Fetherstonhaugh; Answer, Mr. Haldane 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


MepicaAL TREATMENT FOR SaAILors.—Question, Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Nor- 
wood) ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Lambert, Devonshire, 
South Molton) is - me ae os ae 


INVALIDED CoNSUMPTIVE SOLDIERS.—Question, Major Seely) Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, Haddington) 
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War Orrice ForaGe Contracts.—Question, Mr. Jesse sted bareareaninl 
Bordesley); Answer, Mr. Haldane .. . ‘ ee 


PRESBYTERIANS AND THE INDIAN EccCLESIASTICAL EsTABLISHMENT.—Question, 
Mr. Gulland (Dumfries Burghs); Answer, The Under- ounces of State 
for India (Mr. Hobhouse, Bristol, E.) . 


VoLUNTEER RESERVES IN British PRoTRCTORATES.—Question, Mr. Rees 
(Montgomery Boroughs); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works 
(Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, Rossendale) 


SreaAMsHIP CoMMUNICATION WITH East AFRIcA.—Question, Mr. Rees ; Answer, 
Mr. Harcourt a os os ee es os ie és Se 


Cape Breton ImMicRANTs IN CANADA.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cro- 
marty); Answer, Mr. Harcourt .. S — as ae SP és 


New HEprRIDEAN NatIves.—Question, Mr. Fell (Great Yarmouth); Answer, 
Mr. Harcourt ive f 


Frgt Sugar Cane Inpustry.—Question, Mr. Fell; Answer, Mr. Harcourt 


New CaLeponiaAN Mines.—Question, Mr. Fell; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) 


TRANSVAAL MINISTERS’ SALARIES.—Questions, Mr. Liddell (Down, W.), Mr. 
J. MacVeagh (Down, 8.); Answer, Mr. Harcourt 


AUSTRALIA AND THE WESTERN Pactric.—Question, Mr. Mitchell-Thomson 
(Lanarkshire, N.W.) ; Answer, Mr. Harcourt 


Raitway Extension tN NorrHERN NIcERIA.—Question, Mr. Wedgwood 
(Newcastle-under-Lyme) ; Answer, Mr. Harcourt 


Turco-PeRsIAN FrRontTIER ComMiss1on.—Question, Mr. Lynch (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Ripon); Answer, Sir Edward Grey.. 


MaceponIan BupGetT—CuarGEs FoR TuRKIsH Troops.—Question, Mr. Lynch ; 
Answer, Sir Edward Grey <5 - * Rs - ss oe 


ConpiTIon oF Morocco Prisons.—Question, Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) ; 
Answer, Sir Edward Grey Ke ie os = “ te ee 
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Sir Edward Grey 
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: wt . 1642 


Answer, Sir Edward Grey 
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Business or THE Hovse.—Questions, Mr. Lane Fox, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. 
Harold Cox (Preston), Sir A. Acland-Hood (Somersetshire, Wellington) ; 
Answers, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman and the Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Treasury (Mr. George Whiteley, Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) 


NEW BILLS. 


Adult (Women and Men) Enfranchisement Bi!l.—‘“ To enable all adult 
women and men to vote at Parliamentary Elections,” presented by Mr. 
Levy ; to be read a second time upon Friday, 10th May, and to be printed. 


[Bili 142] 


Municipal Milk Depots Bill.—* To authorise andregulate the establishment 
of Milk Depots by certain local authorities, and for matters incidental 
thereto,” presented by Mr. John Burns ; supported by Dr. Macnamara ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday, 8th April, and to be printed. [Bill 143] 


Small Holdings and Cottages Bill—‘ To facilitate the supply of Small 
Holdings for occupying tenants and the building and improvement of 
Cottages,” presented by Lord Robert Cecil; supported by Mr. Laurence 
Hardy; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 9th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 144] 


BUSINESS OF THE HovsE (PROCEDURE). 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment [25th March] 
to Question [20th March]. ‘ (1) When a Bill has been read a second 
time it shall stand committed to one of the Standing Committees, unless 
the House, on Motion to be decided without amendment or debate, 
otherwise order. But this Order shall not apply to («) Bills for 
imposing taxes, or Consolidated Fund or Appropriation Bills ; or (/) 
Bills for confirming Provisional Orders ; (2) The House may, on Motion 
made by the Member in charge of the Biil, commit the Bill to a Standing 
Committee in respect of some of its provisions, and to a Committee of 
the Whole House in respect of other provisions. If such a Motion is 
opposed, the Speaker, after permitting, if he thinks fit, a brief explan- 
atory statement from the Member who makes and from the Member 
who opposes the Motion, shall without further debate put the Question 
thereon.” —(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Which Amendment was— 


“In line 1, after the word ‘ time,’ to insert the words ‘ during the 
time for opposed business.’ ”’—(Mr. Bowles.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Stanley Wilson (Yorkshire, E.R., Holderness) 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the sihbilithd (Sir H. Campbell- 
- i . 1678 
. 1680 


Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) . 
Mr. A.J. Balfour ( (City of London) .. 


Question put. 





The House divided :—Ayes, 66; Noes, 237. (Division List No. 94.) 
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Mr. Laurence Hardy (Kent, Ashford) 
Mr. Rawlinson (Cambridge University) 


Amendment proposed— 


** Tn lines 2 and 3, to leave out the words, ‘ on Motion to be decided 
without amendment or debate.’”—(Mr. Laurence Hardy.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ‘ 

Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 

Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 

Sir F. Banbury (City of London) rr 
Mr. Akers-Douglas (Kent, St. Augustine’s) 
Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) 
Viscount Helmsley (Yorks, N.R., Thirsk) . 
Mr. Evans a Mid... 

Mr. A. J. Balfour : 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘Tn line 3, after the words ‘ otherwise order,’ to insert the words 
‘and such a Motion shall not require notice, may be made by any 
Member, and may, though opposed, be decided after the expiration of 


the time for opposed business.’ ”’—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words be there inserted.” 
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Mr. Walter Long .. 1691 
Mr. Stuart Wortley . .. 1692 
Sir F. Banbury . 1692 
Mr. Evans .. .. 1692 
Mr. A. J. Balfour . .. 1693 
Sir H. Campbell- -Bannerman .. 1694 
Mr. Forster (Kent, Sevenoaks) .. 1695 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman . 1695 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 1695 
. Viscount Helmsley .. 1696 
Ur. Stuart Wortley . 7" . 1697 
Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) 1698 
The Chancellor of the — * Lancaster (Sir Henry J Fow ler, W olver- 
hampton, E.) , 1698 
. 1699 


Sir Francis Powell 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“ After the word ‘ notice,’ to insert the words ‘must be made 


immediately after the Bill is read a second time.’ ”—(Mr. Samuel 
Evans.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney i aria N eieiad a “ oa .- 1700 
Sir F. Banbury : ‘ $i ‘ - .. 1700 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman . hs sie . a .. 1701 
Mr. Stuart Wortley .. — ‘a ia es “y se .. 1701 
Mr. Laurence Hardy sd - ‘a Se ” - .. 1701 
Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston) - <a ae a ote és. BIOS 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 284; Noes, 68. (Division List No. 95.) 
Words as amended, inserted. 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney +. 45 bs ca - wi .. 1705 
Amendment proposed—- 
“After the words last inserted, to insert the words ‘ but - Bill 
introduced by a private Member and obtaining a Second Reading after 


the expiration of the time of opposed business shall be taken at any time 
set apart for Government business.’ ”’—(Colonel Kenyon-Slaney.) 





Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Henry Fowler .. zs 5 - ce kon .. 1707 
Sir F. Banbury... * on és #3 6 ee « 
Mr. Evans .. iy - x be me = x io Se 
Mr. Walter Long .. ne rs * ee és .. 1708 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman re = as és. Ws .. 1708 
Mr. A.J. Balfour... - ~ ay we ss .. 1709 
Lord R. Cecil . ‘ _ bs ay an a“ sie .. 1710 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney ios ‘3 in iz - ry .. 1710 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 66; Noes, 277. (Division List No. 96.) 


Mr. Rawlinson i és ‘2 2 Es - ‘a ‘+ aaa 
Viscount Helmsley .. ‘a a a a ee sa .. 1715 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 5, after the word ‘ taxes,’ to insert the words ‘ or rates or 
charges on rates.’ ””—(Mr. Rawlinson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Henry Fowler .: - a ee a — ne .. 1715 
Mr. Walter Long .. sn - SS - ‘5 - :. io 
Lord R. Cecil os a ..f1717 
The Attorney- General (Sir John W alton, Leeds, S.) ‘is ip . 41718 


Mr. Stuart Wortley . - : Ks - - .. 1719 
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Mr. Evans .. én +s “a wi - oe ee .. 1719 
Mr. A. J. Balfour me a = ies a? .. LU9 
Sir H. Campbell- -Bannerman : — a . 1720 
Mr. William Rutherford (Liverpool, ‘West Derby y) a *% .. 1722 

Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 253; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 97.) 

Question put accordingly, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

I'he House divided :—Aves, 59; Noes, 258. (Division List No. 98.) 

Main Question again proposed. 

And, it being after a quarter-past Eight of the Clock, Further Proceeding 
was postponed without Question put, pursuant to Standing Order No. 4. 

INCIDENCE OF TAXATION. 

Mr. Bennett (Oxfordshire, Woodstock) «- 1729 
Mr. Chiozza-Money (Paddington, N.) . 1735 
lotion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That, in the opinion of this House, 
having regard to the wealth of the United Kingdom and the nature of 
its distribution, it is necessary to readjust the burden of taxation in order 
to make provision for social reforms which are urgently needed.” — 
(Mr. Bennett.) 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. ar er E.): . 1744 
Mr. Hills (Durham) sit .. 1745 
Mr. Hemmerde (Denbighshire, E.) a's . 1748 
Mr. Lane-Fox (Yorkshire, W.R., Barkston Ash) .. 1750 
Mr. Wedgwood (Newcastle- under- - Lyme) : .. 1752 
Mr. Bridgeman (Shropshire, Oswestry) . 1757 
Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) .. 1759 
. 1761 


* Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) 
Question put and agreed to. 


Resolved, “ That, in the opinion of this House, having regard to the wealth 
of the United Kingdom, and the nature of its distribution, it is necessary 
to readjust the burden of taxation in order to make provision for social 
reforms which are urgently needed.” 


EsTaBLISHED CHURCH (SCOTLAND) (ELECTION oF MINISTERS).—Copy ordered, 
“of the regulations framed and enacted by the General Assembly of the 
Church of Scotland to be observed in the election and appointment of Minis- 
ters under the powers conferred upon them by the Patronage Abolition Act, 
and Returns for each parish in Scotland of the last occasion since 1897 on 
which a vacancy has been filled up under any such regulations of the General 
Assembly, stating as follows :— 


(1) The population, male and female, at the last preceding census 
of each such parish. 
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(2)sThe*number of male voters and female voters respectively 
qualified as communicants. 


(3) The number of male voters and female voters respectively 
qualified as adherents. 


(4) The total number of voters on the roll.”—(Mr, McCallum).. 
Business OF THE House .(PROCEDURE). 
Postponed Proceeding on Question [20th March]— 


(1) When a Bill has been read a second time it shall stand com- 
mitted to one of the Standing Committees, unless the House, on Motion 
to be decided without Amendment or debate, otherwise order, and 
such a Motion shall not require notice, must be made immediately after 
the Bill is read a second time, may be made by any Member, and may, 
though opposed, be decided after the expiration of the time for opposed 
business. But this order shall not apply to— 


(a) Bills for imposing taxes or Consolidated Fund or Appro- 
priation Bills; or 


(b) Bills for confirming Provisional Orders. 


(2) The House may, on Motion made by the Member in charge of 
a Bill, commit the Bill to a Standing Committee in respect of some of 
its provisions, and to a Committee of the Whole House in respect of 
other provisions. If such a Motion is opposed the Speaker, after per- 
mitting, if he thinks fit, a brief explanatory statement from the Member 
who makes, and from the Member who opposes, the Motion, shall, with- 
out further debate, put the Question thereon—(Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man)—resumed. 


Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, and objection being taken to further 
proceeding, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday, 8th April... ae ow 


“ PARLIAMENTARY Desates.”—Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed 
to inquire and report as to the cost and method of reporting and pubushing 
the debates and proceedings in Parliament. 


Committee accordingly nominated of, Mr. Charles Allen, Mr. Barran, 
Mr. Hicks Beach, Mr. Bowerman, Mr. Harold Cox, Mr. Lehmann, Mr. 
William Redmond, Mr. Toulmin, and Mr. Walrond. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers 
and records. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.—(Mr. Whiteley) .. ee 


4 


Adjourned at eight minutes after Eleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, WEDNESDAY, 27ra MARCH, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Brits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
ComPLieD witH.)—Mr Speaker laid upon the Table Reports from one of 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 


ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Birmingham Corporation Bill 
[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time. 


Brockenhurst Gas Bill; Plymouth and North Devon Direct Railway 
(Abandonment) Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Burnley Corporation Bill; Byrne’s Divorce Bill een —Read a second 
time and committed “6 ; a ‘“h ; 


Byrne’s Divorce Bill | Lorps].—Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords 
to request that their Lordships will be pleased to communicate to this 
House Copies of the Minutes of Ev idence and proceedings, together with 
Documents deposited, in the case of Byrne’s Divorce Bill [Lords], and that the 
Clerk do carry the said message. 


Ordered, That it be an instruction to the Select Committee on Divorce 
Bills, that they do hear counsel and examine witnesses for Byrne’s Divorce 
Bill [Lords], and also that they do hear counsel and examine witnesses 
against the Bill, if the parties concerned see fit to be heard by counsel and 
produce witnesses.—(Mr. Attorney-General) 


PETITIONS 


Coat Mines (E1cur Hours) Biti.—Petitions in favour; from Allanshane ; 
Audley ; Black Park; Broomhouse; Brown Edge; Bunkers Hill; 
Burley ; Bucknall; Cheadle; Coegnant; Crynant; Cynon; Eccleston ; 
Ellismuir; Draycott ; Fenton ; Foxfield ; Golden Hill: Govan ; Grange ; 
Halmer’s End; Hanley (Nos. 1, 2, and 3) ; ’ Holmwood (No. te Kidsgrove ; 
(Nos. 6 and 18); Leycett; Longton (Nos. 1 and 2); Maesteg (two) ; 
Milton Lodge; Padell-y-Bwlch; Priory; Seven Sisters; Skelmersdale ; 
Sneyd ; Swinhill; Talke ; Watermills ; and Whitfield Collieries ; to lie upon 
the Table ; a < ‘ _ Pe v3 wh ; 


EpvucatIon (PRovision oF Meats) (ScorLanD) Bitu.—Petition from Kirkcaldy, 
against ; to lie upon the Table . 


Liquor TraFric Locat Option (ScorLanD) BitL.—Petitions in favour ; from 
Bowmore ; Glasgow ; and Oakenshaw ; to lie upon the Table oe 
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Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT BILt.—Petition from Surrey and other places, 
against ; to lie upon the Table .. sis “ : vs - .. 1766 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East Inpta (Co-operative Crepit SocretiEs).—Return [presented 25th 
March] to be printed. [No. 97] es os oe - ai .. 1766 


Army (Mixirra Unirs).—Copy presented, of Return showing the Establishment 
of each Unit of Militia in the United Kingdom and the numbers present, 
absent, and wanting to complete, at the training of 1906 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table se - is Hs a aN ¥s .. 1766 


Rattway Accipents.—Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents and Casual- 
ties as reported to the Board of Trade by the several Railway Companies 
in the United Kingdom during the three months ended 31st December, 
1906, together with Reports of the Inspecting Officers of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade upon certain Accidents which were 
inquired into [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. "9 .. 1766 


Gas Companies (METROPOLIS).—Copy presented, of Accounts of the Metropolitan 
Gas Companies for the year 1906 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 98] i Ss ~ . se 7 " .. 1767 


EXxPLosions (ARDEER, AYRSHIRE).—Copy presented, of Report to the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department on the circumstances attending an ex- 
plosion of nitro-glycerine, which occurred at the factory of Nobel’s Explo- 
sives Company, Limited, at Ardeer, near Stevenson, Ayrshire, on the 5th 
February, 1907 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table - ae os 11 


Mrvngs (E1cut-Hovrs Day ror Miners).—Copy presented, of First Report (with 
Evidence) of a Departmental Committee appointed by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, to inquire into the probable economic effect of a 
limit of Eight Hours to the Working Day of Coal Miners [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table bi - be ae mS - is .. 1767 


Court oF Session (Scotitanp) Act, 1868.—Copy presented, of Act of Sederunt 
to regulate Procedure in the Court of Session [by Act]: to le upon the 


Table 1768 


CoLoniEs (GENERAL).—Copy presented, of Circular Despatch, dated 15th 
February, 1907, relative to the part taken by ex-Governors of Colonies in the 
organisation or direction of companies formed to operate in Territories which 
they were recently administering [by Command]; to lie upon the Table —..._ 1768 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1859.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 16th 
March, 1907, removing the office of Assistant to the Director of the Royal 
Botanic Gardens at Kew from the operation of Section 4 of the Superannua- 
tion Act, 1859 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. as _ = .. 1768 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
Report, Annual Series, No. 3752 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table —..._:1768 
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Deer Forests (ScoTLaND).—Return ordered, “of particulars of all Deer 


Forests and Lands exclusively devoted to sport in counties other than croft- 
ing counties in Scotland, in the following form :— 











, Name of Deer Forest | pee te : Rental as in Valuation 
County. or other Subject. Proprietor. Acreage. roll. 
—(Mr. Molteno.) .. sks a beg on he ea ae .. 1768 


Compu.tsory Native Lapour (CoLontes).—Address for, ‘‘ Return showing (a) 
the names of the various Colonies or British Possessions in which Compulsory 
Native Labour is employed, and upon what work, distinguishing the class of 
Native, namely, nationality or tribe ; (b) whether the Natives so employed 
are liable to be employed outside the districts in which they usually reside ; 
(c) the number of such Natives respectively ; (d) the conditions under which 
Natives so employed are housed or live, whether in fenced or enclosed areas 
or otherwise, also stating whether any restrictions are placed upon their 
individual liberty at times other than when they are engaged on their 
ordinary daily labour ; (e) what, if any, regulations exist and are in practice 
for the punishment of such Natives respectively for desertion or misconduct, 
stating the nature of the offence and punishment, and if such regulations and 
practice have had the sanction of the Government or governing authority of 
the Colony or Possessions ; (f) at what date and under what legal enactment, 
if any, the system was introduced.” —(Mr. Molteno.) .. i fe .. 1768 


Inspectors OF Mines.—Address for “ Return of the names and previous occupa- 
tions or professions of the Inspectors and Assistant, Inspectors who are now 
serving ; the dates of their appointment ; and the number of candidates who 
sat at the examinations when each was successful, in so far as the appoint- 
ments have been filled by competitive examination.”—(Mr. Summerbell) .. 1769 


Army (Commissions).—Address for ‘‘ Return as to the number of Commissions 


granted during each of the years 1885 to 1906 inclusive (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 153, of Session 1903).”—(Mr. Pirie) a .. 1769 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


His Masesty’s Sup “* ReENown.”’—Question, Mr. Nield (Middlesex, Ealing) ; 
Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson ee os ahs oA Re 8169 


Sure Lrpraries.—Question, Mr. Hart Davies (Hackney, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Edmund Robertson a a te oc st os ¥ .. 1769 


Irish LAND PurcHASE DELAYS.—Question, Mr. Nield ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. 1770 


ScortisH RarLway AccIDENT.—Question, Major Anstruther-Gray (St. Andrews 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Sinclair .. ” ‘ss on i ats a) AOE 


LanpD PurcHASE TRUSTEE.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.): 
Answer, Mr. Birrell 2 8 - ve as “* a oo RIES 
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CourtowNn Harspour.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde; Answer, Mr. Birrell.. 1771 
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ArkKLow Harspour.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. 1771 


Ir1sH Potato Crop FarLurE.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, Mr. 


Birrell 1772 
DISTRIBUTION OF SEED PoTaTOEs IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 161; Noes, 22. (Division List No. 99.) 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE Hovsk (EASTER). 


Motion proposed,—* That this House at its rising, this day, do adjourn until 
Monday the 8th April.”—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) .. es ” <a i .. 1853 
Mr. Clynes (Manchester, N.E.)  .. a = ois ie .. 1861 
Mr. L. Haslam (Monmouth Boroughs) .. si és i .. 1864 
Mr. Masterman (West Ham, N.) .. is ot oa 3 « 1863 
Mr, Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) .. - ar be oe .. 1867 
Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) é 1868 
The President of the Local Government: "Bourd ( Mr. John Burns, Battersea) 1870 
Mr. Walter Long (Dublin, S.) st ns si ae as .. 1881 


Mr. CHANCELLOR of the ExcHEQUER rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
‘That the Question be now put.” 


Question, “ That the Question be now put,” put, and agreed to, 
Question put accordingly, and agreed to, 


Resolved, That this House, at its rising, this day, do adjourn until Monday 
the 8th April.—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Mr. Whiteley). 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair at twelve minutes past Eight o’clock, there being 
no other Government business before the House, and the sitting was 
suspended till a quarter past Eight. 


OpstTRUCTIVE Morions AND BILLs. 


Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood) .. 2" hee .. 1883 
Mr, Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard C ‘astle) . fe vi .. 1886 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That to put a Moticn on the Order 
Paper of this House, or to introduce a Bill, so as to prevent discussion 
in this House of Motions for which precedence has been obtained in the 
ballot, or of definite matters of urgent public importance is hurtful to 
the usefulness of this House and an infringement of the rights of its 
Members.” —(Mr. Bowles.) 
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The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fijeshire, E.) 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, E.) 

Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, E.) 

Mr. Morton (Sutherland) Ey 

Major Seely (Liverpool, Abercromby) 


Question put, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That to put a Motion on the Order Paper of this House, or to intro- 
duce a Bill, so as to prevent discussion in this House of Motions for which 
precedence has been obtained in the ballot or of definite matters of urgent 
public importance, is hurtful to the usefulness of this House and an 
infringement of the rights of its Members.—(Mr. Bowles.) 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made and Question, “‘ That this House do not adjourn,’—(.V/r. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer,)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at eight minutes before Nine o'clock till 
Monday 8th April. 
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_ private concern, but I would like to ask 


~ 


THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN 


THE 


SECOND SESSION or THE TVENTY-EIGHTH PARLIAMENT OF THE UNITED 


Kincpom or GREAT BRITAIN axp IRELAND, AppoiNTED To MEET 


THE TWELFTH Day OF 


REIGN OF 


FEBR 


UARY IN THE SEVENTH YEAR OF THE 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL. 


THIRD VOLUME 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Wednesday, 13th March, 1907. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
BAINES’ NAME BILL. [#.L.] 
Moved, “ That this Bill be now 
2°."—(The Earl of Onslow.) 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: My _ Lords, 
I do not like to interfere in a matter of 


the meaning of this Bill. If the 
machinery of Parliament is to be used in 


connection with every change that is | 


made in a man’s name, we shall be ac- 
cumulating business about the merest 
trifles. [always understood that a person 
could change his name by inserting an 
advertisement in The Times, by deed poll, 
or by registration. To have the whole 
machinery of Parliament invoked in this 
way to enable a person to change his 
name strikes me as remarkable. 
sure the noble Earl the Chairman of Com- 
inittees is not seized of any precise know- 
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I am} 


OF SESSION 1907. 


ledge of this matter, but I should like to 
| know if an Act of Parliament is really 
necessary in this ease, and whether none 
| of the other methods adopted every day 
| in the week would have sufficed. 





| THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 


| (The Earl of ONsLow): My Lords, I 


read | am sorry my noble and learned friend 


| did not give me notice that he was going 
| to raise this point and therefore enable 
/ me to place myself in a position to reply. 

Every private Bill contains a recital that 
ithe object of it cannot be obtained 

without the consent of Parliament, and 
‘unless that recital can be proved it is 

obvious that the Bill ought not to be 
‘further proceeded with. So far as I 
| recollect tre Bill—I read it in the month of 


| December and have not looked at it since 
| —it is not so much a question of name asa 


question of property. If this man can- 


/not quite legally take the name 
| J 

he cannot hold the property, and 
the object of this Bill is _ not, 


as is commonly the case, to change a 
/name, but to enable the person concerned 
| . 

ito hold property which he could not 


A 











3 The Holding of 


otherwise legally possess. I am answer- 
ing entirely off-hand, but I will look into 
the question more closely, and if I am 
satisfied that the object can be obtained 
without a Bill I shall certainly say the 
preamble has not been proved. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: I am _ quite 


satisfied. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
LoreBuRN) : I am certain the noble Earl 
the Lord Chairman will satisfy himself in 
the matter. Of course, if the change of 
name involves the acquisition of property 
and it cannot be done without an Act of 
Parliament, it means that, indirectly, 
Parliament is bestowing upon A property 
which would otherwise belong to B. 
That may disarrange the ordinary law. 
I do not say that it is so in this case, but 
a think it worth looking into. 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and com- 
mitted. 


The Lorbd CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :— 
Buckhaven Dock [H... }. 

The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Barnsley, Wombwell, and Wath Tram- 
ways Bill [H.L.]. The order of Thursday 
last, referring the Examiner’s Certificate 
of non-compliance with the Standing 
Orders to the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee, discharged. 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 
poration Bill [H.L.] ; Cavehill and White- 
well Tramways Bill |t.1.]; Read 2" 
(according to order), and committed. 
The Committees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


sirmingham Corporation Bill [H.1.]. 
Leave given to the Select Committee to 
continue sitting in the absence of the 
Viscount Iveagh. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION, 


Judgments of the Divisional Court, | 


Court of Appeal, and House of Lords in 
The Earl of Onslow. 


{LORDS} 
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the case of The King v. The County 
Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire. 


TREATY SERIES No. 9 (1907). 
Agreement between the United King- 
dom and Switzerland respecting com- 
mercial travellers’ samples ; signed at 
Berne, 20th February, 1907. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Report of the Board of Education, for 
the year 1905-1906, on the administra- 
tion of schools under the Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act, 1889. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (BOROUGH OF 
NEWPORT, ISLE OF WIGHT). 
Order made by the council of the 
borough of Newport, and confirmed by 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the hours of closing 
for certain shops within the borough. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 

DENTAL COMPANIES (RESTRICTIONS 
OF PRACTICE) BILL [u.t.]. (No. 15.) 
A Bill to prohibit joint stock companies 

from carrying on practice as dentists or 

dental surgeons except by means of duly 
qualified persons ; and 


PROHIBITION OF MEDICAL PRACTICE 
BY COMPANIES BILL [.1.]. (No. 16.) 

A Bill to prohibit joint stock companies 
from acting as physicians, surgeons, or 
medical practitioners; Were presented 
by the Lord Hylton; read 1*; and to be 
printed. 


THE HOLDING OF LAND IN SCOTLAND. 

THE EArt oF CAMPERDOWN rose 
to ask whether the Government would 
introduce in this House the Bill, promised 
in His Majesty’s Speech, which was to 
deal with the holding of land in Scotland. 
The noble Earl said: My Lords, among 
the Bills which were promised in the 
Gracious Speech from the Throne was one 
affecting the holding of land in Scotland. 
That nomenclature is not very clear, but 
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5 The Holding of 


I apprehend that it must refer to small 
holdings, * because the Government  in- 
dicated that the Bill passed last session 
in connection with the holding of land 
both in England and in Scotland contained 
the whole of their mind on that subject. 
I apprehend, therefore, that this Bill is 
one relating to small holdings in Scotland, 
and the remarks which | shall make will 
proceed on that supposition. I apprehend 
also that this Bill in some respects, at all 
events, will resemble the measure which 
is to be introduced for England. 


When the other day my noble friend 
Lord Onslow asked that the English Bill 
should be introduced in this House the 
noble Earl the Lord President of the 
Council, while recognising the great ex- 
perience of your Lordships in this matter 
and your practical knowledge of and 
acquaintance with the subject, gave as 
his reason for refusing the request that 
public money was involved and that it 
was more usual to introduce Bills of that 
description in the other House of Parlia- 
ment. Now, in this case, unless His 
Majesty’s Government have entirely 
changed their minds during the last few 
months, I suppose the Scottish Bill will 
resemble the Bill introduced last August, 
which established a Land Court consist- 
ing of five Commissioners, who were to 
take over the management of all existing 
small holdings in Scotland and were also 
empowered to carve out small holdings 
in any part of Scotland in any number 
and in any place they might see fit. It 
was not proposed in that Bill to take any 
public money for the purchase of land, 
and indeed the Secretary for Scotland, 
when questioned on the subject, denied 
altogether that there was any such 
intention. Apparently, if that Bill were 
to become law the funds would be found 
by the existing owners of property in 
Scotland. 


In these circumstances I do not think 
the arguments against introducing the 
English Bill in this House apply to the 
case of the Scottish Bill, and therefore I 
ask the noble Earl whether the Govern- 
ment will introduce the Bill in your 
Lordships’ House. The Bill takes rather 
a back seat in the Gracious Speech, and 
I do not know what hopes His Majesty’s 
Government may have of its becoming 
law in the present session. They have 
told us lately that their time will be fully 
occupied, and it is very possible that 
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they may not think there is a very good 
chance of passing the Bill into law during 
this session. If they have any doubt on 
the subject, that is an additional reason 
for introducing the Bill in this House, 
because, as your Lordships know, a Bill 
is much better when it has been intro- 
duced more than once. There has then 
been ample time to examine all the 
details, and, generally speaking, a 
Bill which is passed after mature 
consideration extending over more than 
one session is found to work better than 
a measure passed in a hurry. I there- 
fore ask the Question standing in my 
name. 


*THeE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): My 
Lords, the noble Earl has reminded the 
House of the conversation that took 
place the other night when the noble 
Karl the Chairman of Committees asked 
whether it would not be possible for us 
to introduce our Small Holdings Bill for 
England into this House. I frankly 
admitted at the time, and I| think it 
cannot be disputed, that the arguments 
which the noble Earl adduced for adopt- | 
ing that course were strong. The number 
of your Lordships who have special 
knowledge of the subject, and who are 
personally interested in it to a large 
extent, is very great, and it is also the 
fact that the Minister in charge of the 
Bill, my noble friend Lord Carrington, 
sits in this House. Consequently we 
fully admitted that the arguments were 
strong. On the whole, however, we 
thought, and still think, that in the 
circumstances the balance of advantage 
rested with the introduction of that 
measure in another place. 


With regard to this measure the 
general arguments are surely not so 
strong for its introduction here. The 
proportion of noble Lords who have a 
special knowledge of and are specially 
interested in land in Scotland is not 
very large in relation to the whole of 
the Members of the House. I do not 
think it is probably as large as the 
proportion as those who are specifically 
acquainted with the subject in the 
House of Commons, and there is the 
further fact that the Minister responsible 
for the Bill sits in another place. Then 
the noble Earl based his argument partly 
on the ground that, whereas the English 
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7 Private {COMMONS} Bill Business. 8 


Bill might be said to deal with public { PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
money, the same reason did not apply, ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

here. That is not the case. It is Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
perfectly true that the Scottish Bill is in Report from one of the Examiners of 
no sense a Land Purchase Bill, but I , Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
think when it is seen it will be found case of the Petition for the following 
that a very considerable sum of public | Bill, the Standing Orders have not been 
money will be required to carry its opera- | complied with, viz., Collooney, Ballina, 
tions into effect. and Belmullet Railways and Piers Bills. 





_ Then the noble Earl asked whether — Qydered, That the Report be referred 
it might not be advantageous, in view of |t the Select Committee on Standing 


the general pressure of business, to Orders } 
introduce this particular Bill in your 
Lordships’ House, because he thought it Galwey’s Divorce Bills [Lords]. Read 


was a measure which through lack of a second time, and committed. 

time might not have much chance of pass- 

ing. As a matter of fact, I am informed Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) 

that this particular measure will be in- Docks and Railway (Additional Capital, 

troduced at a very early date in another etc.) Bill (by Order); Great Central 

place. It is practically one of the first Railway Bill (by Order). Read a second 

measures likely to be introduced there, time, and committed. 

and it will, I conceive, reach your Lord- 

ships before the English Bill, although, acon 

of course, I cannot speak positively on a: 

that point. In these circumstances I am Order for Second Reading read. 

obliged to give a negative reply to the; Mp. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 

Question which the noble Earl has asked, act Toxteth) asked for some explana- 

Tam bound to say, in very moderate and tion of the Bill. Had it anything to do 

reasonable terms. with dock dues and charging dues on the 

House adjourned at twenty tonnage of vessels ? That was a most 
minutes before Five o’clock, important question on which the Govern- 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten ment had not yet declared itself, and 
o'clock. ‘they ought to have some information 
before the Bill was read a second time. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL (By 


i 
a 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. Mr CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.): 
The Bill does contain a clause about dues, 
Wednesday, 13th Murch, 1907. ‘but the promoters have agreed to take 
it out in Committee. The Board of 
se : Trade are satisfied with their under- 
: The House met at a quarter before taking and agree to the Second Reading. 
Three of the Clock. a : 
aa Mr. JENKINS (Chatham): Are the 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS Board of Trade going to make any sug- 
s : | gestion to the House on this matter ? 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER Mr. CALDWELL: On some other 

66 NOT COMPLIED WITH). Bills the President of the Board of Trade 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table will make a statement. 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR :1 AmjI to 

case of the following Bill, referred on the understand that any clause in this’ Bill 

First Reading thereof, Standing Order dealing with the question of levying dues 

66 has not been complied with, viz., on the registered tonnage of vessels will 

South Wales Mineral Railway Bill. be eliminated in Committee. 











Ordered, That the Report be referred Mr. CALDWELL: Certainly. 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. Bill read a second time, and committed. 


The Eurl of Crewe. 
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{ordered 12th March ; 


9 (Juestions. 
PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petitions in favour:—From Alma; 
Bagworth; Bailey Brook; Balgonie ; 
Birley ; Birley (No. 2) ; Blackrod ; Brunt: | 


cliffe ; Buckhaven ; Carlton Main ; Coal- 
town of Wemyss ; Corton Wood ; Cross- | 
gates; Dearne Valley ; Denbeath ; Doni- | 
bristle ; Dronfield ; Elsecar ; Fence ; For- 
dell; Hightown ; Houghton Main ; Hoy- 
land; Ibstock; Langley and Marlpool ; 
Langwith ; Lassodie; Lea Green; Lid- 
gett; Lochgelly ; Lochore; Lofthouse ; 
Low Laithes ; Lumphinnans ; Markham ; 
Measham ; Methil ; Mithilkill ; Nailstone ; 
Netherton ; Newmarket Sistone: New | 
Oaks ; Normanton ; Oakley ; Oargreave ; 
Rawdon; Renishaw Park; Reservoir ; 
Roundwood; Sharlston; Shaw Cross 
and Chidswell; South Leicestershire ; 
Stourton Grange; Sutton’ Heath; Syn- 
dale; Thornhill; Townhill; Udston ; 
Upper Hartshay ; Wakefield (Robin Hood 
Hood); Warreley; Wath Main; Wells- 
sreen ; Wellwood ; West Sharlston ; and, 
York Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Woodham, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY. 
Petition:from Rugeley, for prohibition ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FOREIGN TRADE AND COMMERCE. 
relative thereto 

Mr. Lloyd-George] ; 

to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. | 


No. 69.] 


Return _ presented, 
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| The Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 
| 1889 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
land to be printed. [No. 77.] 


(IRELAND). 


Return presented, relative 
[ordered 21st February; Mr. 
to lie upon the Table. 


| 
ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 


thereto 
Sloan] ; 


HARBOUR, ETC. BILLS (HULL AND 
BARNSLEY RAILWAY BILL). 
** of the 


Copy ordered, Report of the 
P) I 


| Board of Trade on the Hull and Barnsley 
| Railway 


Bill.’"—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
CROWN AGENTS. 


Address for “ Return showing the 
total amount, including loans, on which 
any commission was charged or received 


'by the Crown Agents for the Colonies 


during 1904, 1905, and 1906, differ- 
entiating between (1) commercial, rail- 
way, and general business, and (2) 
financial, loan, and miscellaneous busi- 
ness; the total amount of commission 
charged or received in each year; and 
the separate totals debited and com- 
mission charged to each Colony and 
Protectorate in each of the said years 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 264, of Session 1904).”"—(Mr. Austin 
Taylor.) 


ANSWERS 
VOTES. 


QUESTIONS AND 
CIRCULATED WITH THE 


Persons Receiving Police Protection in 
Ireland. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what was the number 
of persons receiving constant police pro- 
tection and special protection by patrols 
Ireland on the Ist 
March ; the number of police employed 
on each of the branches of this duty, 
respectively ; and what is the number of 
persons not included in this list to whom 


|constant and special police protection 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (WELSH INTER- 
MEDIATE EDUCATION ACT, 1889). 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Board of Education for the year 1905-6 | 
on the Administration of Schools, under | 


| was afforded in each county during the 
period from the Ist January 1906, to Ist 


February 1907, but from whom protec- 
tion was withdrawn on the ground that 
necessity for it had ceased. 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Inspec- 
tor-General of Royal Irish Constabulary 
has furnished me with the following 
Return, showing (a) the number of persons 
receiving constant police protection and 
the number receiving special protection 
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by patrol (b) the number of police em- 
ployed affording constant protection on 
the Ist March 1907, and (c) the number 
of cases in which protection was with- 
drawn between the Ist January 1906 and 
the 1st February 1907— 



































(A) Cases on Ist March 1907.| (g) Number | (€) Cases withdrawn. 
| of Police | _ 
Counties, &e. , affording | 9 
Constant. Pr Total. | Rasen | Constant. a. Fy Total. 
| | eres 
- — — [— cae 
Antrim - 2 : = er — | cons = = = 
Armagh - - > = — S! 5 = =—_ = 
Belfast City — - Se ae —_ —— Bek ao 
Cavan - - : = ] 1 | : ~ - ae 
Donegal - : F a — ae | os ae j east 
Down : . a aos a | i = 2 _ 
Fermanagh ~ - > a 1 1 | saa le ~ 
Londonderry - -| — 1 1 | = = = — 
Monaghan - -| — — — | — i —_ _ 
Tyrone awe es ” init ee 
Carlow : ea ee a = | = Ss = = 
Dublin - . “ ins ems = 40 40 
Kildare - : : _ — | ci ma ae: - 
Kilkenny - - - _ = — | a 2 ae 2 
King’s - - : 1 4 5 | 9 pata 9 2? 
Longford - “ == 1 1 | =. _ = es 
Louth - - J a 12 12 at i 1 l 
Meath - = < oe 2a a ), re pee 
Queen’s - - : -_ ] 1 a= a _ 
Westmeath - = : 3 oe ; = 5 5 
Wexford - - - ais sone — i * 1 l 
Wicklow - a _ — a. | ox eon 
Galway, East Riding 5 29 34 23 | 4 10 14 
sa West Riding 2 5 7 7 — oe mel 
Leitrim - - - 1 sa 1 3 = és — 
Mayo - - -| 1 8 9 4 | 1 8 9 
Roscommon — - 2 1 3 4 a H] 9 
Sligo - - l 4] 5 Pas | eA Ss 
Clare - . - 5 34 39 1 = | 33 33 
Cork, East Riding - 9 14 23 21 2 | 23 25 
», West Riding - 4 3 “f § 1 5 6 
Kerry - - . 13 11 24 26 ll 1 12 
Limerick - - - 2 10 12 4 — 8 8 
Tipperary, N. Riding = 3 3 —— - ] ] 
- S. Riding 1 6 7 5 2 8 
Waterford - - — = =e = — 
Total - - 47 | 152 199 1207 23 155 178 
| \ 














+ Eleven of these policemen are not solely employed in affording protection. 
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13 Questions. 


The American Mails—Proportion for 
North of England, Scotland and Ire- 
land—Delay in Delivery. 

CoLoneL PHILIPPS (Southampton) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General, if he can 
state approximately how many of the 
1,300 mail bags ordinarily brought over 
by the White Star mail boats are for 
Ireland, the North of England, and Scot- 
land, how many for London and the 
South of England, and how many for the 
Continent. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
The approximate numbers are as follows— 


Ireland” - - - - 100 
Scotland - - - - 97 
North Midlands and North 
West England - - 148 
London - - - - 125 
South England - - 26 
England unsorted — - - 104 
Continent - - - 710 


i am obtaining further information as to 
the amount of correspondence contained 
in the bags,which vary considerably in size. 


CoLONEL PHILIPPS: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether, under the new 
proposals for White Star Line sailings, 
there will be an acceleration of the home 
mails for the South and West of England 
and London ; and, if so, whether, under 
these circumstances, he will before re- 
commending any reversion to the old 
urrangements, carefully consider the great 
benefits accruing to London and the South 
of England under the new proposals. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
There will be an acceleration in the mails 
for the South and West of England and 
for London by the inward mail steamers ; 
but there will be delay in the mails to 
various other parts of the United King- 
dom, especially in the case of Scotland 
and Ireland. The whole question has 
been receiving my careful consideration. 

Post Office Accommodation at 
Caldercruix, N.B. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that at Caldercruix, 
N.B., there is no accommodation for the 
sorting of correspondence, the work 
having to be done on the counter of a 
vrocer’s shop in the midst of other busi- 
ness ; and whether he will take steps to 
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procure suitable accommodation, in the 
interests of both the public and the staff. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 1 
will have inquiry made upon the subject 
and will acquaint the hon. Member with 
the result. 


Dublin Postmen and Sorters’ Examination. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: To ask the 
Postmaster-General, if he has received a 
memorial from the postmen at Dublin 
complaining against their exclusion from 
the limited section at the male learners’ 
examination to be held on 4th April by 
the introduction of a new age limit ; and 
if he has arrived at any decision in the 
matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buztcn.) I 
have received the memorial referred to. 
As I explained in an Answer to a Question 
from the hon. Member for College Green, 
Dublin, on the 3rd of December last, 
postmen will not in future have to wait 
their turn on the learner class but will be 
allowed to compete for appointment 
direct to the class of sorting clerks and 
telegraphists. There are still some 
learners of long service waiting appoint- 
ment at Dublin, and, when they have 
been provided for, a competition for 
places as sorting clerks and telegraphists 
limited to postmen and other persons 
employed by the Department will be 
arranged. The age limits will be eighteen 
and twenty-five, with extension in favour 
of those officers who have been employed 
from a time when they were under twenty- 
five. The successful candidates from 
that competition will rank for appoint- 
ment before the learners admitted as a 
result of the January and April competi- 
tions. 


Irish Land Purchase. 

Caprain CRAIG (Down, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, how many estates were vested 
in the purchasers by the Estates Com- 
missioners in the months of December 
1906, January and February 1907, re- 
spectively; and what was the total 
amount of the purchase money. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The follow- 
ing Table gives the information asked 
for— 
<= + See (4) Debates, elxvi., 738. 
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17 Questions. 

Welsh Education Department. 
Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Education if the existing officers and 
clerks of the Board of Education, who 
are to work in the new Welsh Depart- 
ment under the new secretary, will 
continue to have access to, and be sub- 
ject to supervision by, the permanent 
secretarv and chief clerk of the Board ; 
and whether the officers of the Welsh 
Department will be entitled to promo- 
tion in other branches of the office, and 
vice versa. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I am 
not vet in a position to say how far it 
will be possible or expedient to assign a 
clerical staff exclusively to the work 
of the Welsh Department, but in any 
case the transfer of any officer to or 
from the Welsh Department will not be 
allowed to affect his prospects of pro- 
motion. 


Imprisonment of Martin Hawes in 
Galway Gaol. 


Captain CRAIG: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a man 
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named Martin Hawes has recently been 
discharged from Galway gaol after eight 
weeks incarceration; and can he state | 
the nature of the crime for which he | 
was committed, the sentence pronounced | 
and the number of convictions against | 
him prior to the last trial. 


’ (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) On Ist 
March, by order of the Lord - Lieu- 
tenant, Martin Hawes was discharged 
from Galway prison, after eight weeks 


and three days imprisonment. The 
offences for which he was committed 
were: (1) drunkenness; (2) assault 


on the police; (3) drunkenness and 
disorder; (4) drunkenness. The sen- 
tence for the assault was four calendar 
months imprisonment, and for the three 
other offences an aggregate of five weeks 
imprisonment in default of payment of 
fines. Hawes had been previously con- 
victed forty-nine times. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Ellen 
Kiernan. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners have received an 
application for reinstatement from Ellen 
Kiernan, Newtowngore, whose father, 
Francis Hamilton, was evicted from 
the Morley estate, in 1879, in the Poor 
Law union of Enniskillen and county of 
Cavan; and will he say when it is likely 
this tenant will be restored. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The  Es- 
tates Commissioners have received the 
application in question and have referred 
it, with others, to an inspector for in- 
quiry. The Commissioners are not at 
present able to say when the case will 
be decided. 


Age Retirement of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Treasury made it a condition of the 
appointment of the present Comptroller 
and Auditor-General that he should 
retire at the age of sixty-five, such con- 
dition was made by the Treasury after 
consultation with the Law Officers of 
the Crown; or, if not, upon what 
authority such condition was based. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) — Ap- 
pointments to the office of Comptroller 
and Auditor-General are made by the 
Crown on the recommendation, not of 
the Treasury, but of the Prime Minister. 
Before his appointment, Mr. Kempe gave 
an undertaking to the then Prime Minis- 
ter that he would retire from the office 
on attaining the age of sixty-five. It 
is not on record that the Law Officers 
of the Crown were consulted with refer- 
ence to the matter, and there does not 
appear to be any legal power to enforce 
the undertaking. 


Appointments to Staff of Colonial Audit 
Branch, Exchequer and Audit 
Department. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he can state how 
many clerical appointments were made 
in London to the Colonial Audit Branch 
of the Exchequer and Audit Department 
from its establishment in 1889 to the 
date of its reorganisation in 1996; and 
how many of these appointments were 
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respectively to Second Division clerks, 


to University graduates, and to men | 


neither graduates nor Second Division 
clerks, who were admitted without Civil 
Service examination. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
appointments in question were in the 
hands of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General for the time being. The salaries 
of the officers appointed were not paid 
out of the British funds, and the Treasury 
has had no cognisance of or control over 
the appointments. I am, however, in- 
formed by the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General that the number of clerical 
appointments made was seventy-two, 
including five Second Division clerks, 
five other civil servants, and twenty-two 
University graduates. 


Messengers and Clerks in the Board of 


Works Office, Dublin. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Secretary to the 


Treasury whether he is aware that in the 
Board of Works, Dublin, messengers 
are deputed to mark the officials late in 
the attendance book by the instructions 
of the Secretary, and that they avail 
of the opportunity thus given to them 
to show their resentment to members of 
the staff, who have had frequently to 
complain of their lack of respect; can 
he say if this is another scheme of the 
Secretary to inflict as much indignity 
as possible on the staff; and will he see 
that this practice is discontinued. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) IT am 
informed that for the last forty years it 
has been the duty of the head messenger 
to indicate in the attendance book all 
cases of clerks being more than fifteen 
minutes late in arrival. The Board of 
Works have received no complaint of 
any lack of respect on the part of the 
head messenger towards a member or 
members of the staff, and know of no 
foundation for the hon. Member’s state- 
ment. Of course there is no justifica- 
tion whatever for the charge made against 
the Secretary. 


The Edalji Case. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
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20 
Department, what steps His Majesty’s 
Government propose to take in regard 
to the Edalji case. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I can only refer the hon. Member to the 


| Answer which I gave to the hon. Member 


for Gravesend on Thursday last, which 
was to the effect that a full statement had 
appeared in the press on the previous 
Saturday, 2nd March, and that the 
names of the three gentlemen who are 
examining the materials in the possession 
of the Home Office are the right hon. 
Sir Arthur Wilson, K.C.LE., the right 
hon. J. L. Wharton, and Sir Albert de 
Rutzen, the Chief Magistrate of the 
Metropolitan Police Courts. 


Great Northern Railway of Ireland— 
Second Class Accommodation on 
Motor Trains. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, what has been the result of his 
communications with the Great North- 
ern Railway of Ireland with reference 
to the controversy between the company 
and their second-class season-ticket- 
holders on the want of second-class 
accommodation on their motor trains; 
whether he can say if there are any cases 
in England or Scotland where a railway 
company, having three classes on its 
ordinary trains, has only first and third 
classes on its motor trains; and what 
regulations are made in these cases for 
the carriage of second-class ticket-holders. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
company state that the motor service in 
question has been in operation over 
eighteen months, so that all holders of 
seasons tickets were aware, on taking 
their tickets, of the nature of the accom- 
modation provided. They have also 
stated the number of trains and of motors, 
showing that together they provide an 
extended service. I am sending copies 
of the company’s letters to the hon. Mem- 
ber and to the hon. Member for South 
Down. Several railway companies in 
Great Britain run motor cars on sec- 
tions of their lines, either in substitution 
for or in addition to a service of ordinary 
trains conveying first, second, and third- 
class passengers. It is exceptional for 


such cars to afford accommodation for 
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more than two classes of passengers and ment intend to take to fill up the vacancy 
in most cases they afford it for one class on the Executive Commission caused by 
only. The Board of Trade are making the death of Sir Charles Logan, as in the 
inquiry in regard to the conditions of case of a division of opinion Free Church 
issue of season tickets by railway com- interests might be seriously affected. 
panies in these cases, and I will inform 


the hon. Member of the result. (Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) The point 
is under consideration, but I am unable 
Registration of Limited Companies. to make any statement at present. 


Mr. STEWART-SMITH (Westmore- 
land, Kendal): To ask the President of Plan of Meeting of Free Church and United 
the Board of Trade if he will state how Free Church Assemblies. 


many companies, limited by guarantee Mr. MARKHAM: To ask the Lord 
and using the word limited as part of Advocate if there is any reason why the 
their title, have been registered during mutual arrangement come to last year 
each of the years 1895 to 1906, inclusive. @8 to the place of meeting of the Free 
: Church and the United Free Church 
The assemblies respectively should not be 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
made permanent. 


number of companies limited by guaran- 
tee and using the word limited as part 
of their title registered during each of the 
years 1895 to 1906, inclusive is set out 


(Answered by Mr. Thomas Shaw.) This 
would seem to be a matter between the 
churches concerned and the Church 


below :— 

1895. - ’ ‘ _ 57 Commission, and it in no way comes 

1896 - ‘ ; : _ 45 within the purview of my department. 

1897 - - - - - 44 

1898 - : ‘ ‘ - 84 Gambling in Bank Shares on the London 

1899 - : P ’ - 58 Stock Exchange. 

1900 - : ; ; - 84 Mr. FIELD: To ask Mr. Chanceellor 

1901 - : : < - 42 of the Exchequer whether he is aware 

1902 - : s - 42 that in the transactions on the London 

1903 - : i - 38 Stock Exchange the terms of Leeman’s 

1904 - ; : : - % Act re bank shares transfers are openly 

1905 - 4 i " - 45 violated; and whether he will take 

1906 - 3 y - 34 measures to ensure that the members of 

the London Stock Exchange shall be 

Free Church Appeals. required to observe the safeguard im- 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, Posed by law to prevent gambling in 
Mansfield): To ask the Lord Advocate bank shares. 
what means of redress is open to the Free } 
Church in the event of the Free Church (Answered by Mr. Asquith.) I have 
desiring to appeal against any decisions 20 information on the subject; _ but 
y the effect of the Act is merely to invalidate 
certain contracts if entered into. If 
(Answered by Mr. Thomas Shaw.) It people choose to enter into such contracts 
there is nothing to prevent their doing so, 
but they do so at their own risk, since the 
contracts cannot be enforced. The Act 
imposes no penalty for entering into such 
contracts, unless there be false entries of 
numbers and names therein. 


of the Executive Commission. 


is not within my competency to advise 
in a matter of this nature. I may, how- 
ever, inform my hon. friend that by the 
provisions of the Churches (Scotland) 
Act, 1905, no court has power to review 
or interfere in any way with the orders 
or other proceedings of the Church 
Commission. Wages of Carpenters and Joiners in 
Woolwich Arsenal. 
Filling of Vacancy on Scottish Church Mr. W. T. WILSON (Lancashire, 
Executive Commission. Westhoughton): To ask the Secretary 
Mr. MARKHAM: To ask the Secre- of State for War whether he is aware 
tary for Scotland what steps the Govern- that the wages paid to carpenters and 
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joiners employed in the works department 
at the Woolwich Arsenal are a 3d. per hour 
below the standard rate of wages paid by 
private firms in the district, and that in 
the other departments a system of piece- 
work prevails which prevents trade union 
workmen in this trade accepting employ- 
ment therein; and whether he will 
consider this question, with the object 
of altering the conditions at present 
obtaining in the Arsenal, so that trade 
unionist carpenters and joiners may 
accept employment there without violat- 
ing the rules of their various societies. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The rates of wages paid to carpenters and 
joiners in the ordnance factories are, 
when the benefits accruing from Govern- 
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ment service are taken into account, 
considered equal to the rates current in 
the district. Working by piece-work 
is the custom whenever possible through- 
out the ordnance factories. There is no 
intention of making any change in the 
present conditions. 


Strength of Horse and Field Artillery. 

Capratn CRAIG: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if he will state the 
strength of the Horse and Field Artillery 
by batteries, officers, men, and horses on 
Ist April,’ 1895,fand Ist April, 1905.3 


& (Answered by Mr Secretary Haldane.) 
Strength of the Royal Horse and Royal 
Field Artillery on the Ist April, 1895, 
and Ist April, 1905. :— 





Date. | Batteries. 
1495 100, and 6 Depots. 
1/4,05 178, and 9 Depots. 





Officers. Men. Horses, 
| 
| 
597 17,592 10,808 
1141 | 29,778 18,908 





QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Naval Repairing Stations. 

Mr. C. DUNCAN (Barrow-in-Fur- 
ness): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Aamiralty whether he will make close 
inquiries into the capacity for berthing 
and repairing warships of all dimensions 
in the various seaports and rivers on the 
east and west coasts, where ship-yards 
and steel-works at present exist, before 
any large sums of money are spent in 
uselessly duplicating such facilities at | 
Rosyth. 


THE CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Lambert, Devonshire, South 
Molton): The hon Member may rest 
assured that every consideration will be 
given to his suggestion. 


Civil Servants and the Territorial Force. 

CoLONEL KEN YON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether, under 
his Army reform scheme, Civil Servants 
will be allowed to enter the territorial 
force ; and, if so, whether the Treasury 
will allow them extra leave for the 
purpose of going through the prescribed 
periods of training. 





THE SECRETARY or, STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) : On 
military grounds the case of a Civil 
Servant entering the territorial force will 
require to be carefully considered on its 
individual merits, as public funds should 
not be expended in peace in training any 
persons whom the necessities of national 
business may make it impossible to spare 
from their duties in order to render 
military service in time of war. On the 
other hand, the Government, who are 
making an appeal to the nation to come 
forward, are not likely te be backward 
in doing what is right. I have not yet 
reached the stage of detailed negotiation 
on this important question, and I am, 
therefore, unable to answer further. 


Army Reserve Figures. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
actuarial calculations, showing the total 
of the Army Reserve under normal con- 
ditions as 115,000 men, were based upon 
the same data as the calculations fur- 
nished to the House in July, 1906, in 
which it appeared that the total calcu- 
lated Reserve for the infantry of the 
line was 62,900; and what reason is 
there to suppose that, after the abolition 
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of another battalion of the Guards, the 
reduction of the Royal Artillery, and the 
substitution for that arm of a six years 
term of service, the Reserve of the Army 
other than that of the infaatry of the 
line will reach 52,100 men. 


Mr. HALDANE: The _ statement 
which I propose to lay upon the Table 
will fully explain the mode of calculating 
the normal figures for the Army Reserve. 
I think the hon. and gallant Member 
will tind all the information he desires 
in this statement. 


Disbanded Line Battalions. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
what was the date of formation of each 
of the eight line battalions recently 
destroyed ; for what period were those 
battalions recruited on the basis of a 
three years colour service; and what 
number of men have passed from the 
battalions in question into the Army 
Reserve since their formation. 


Mr. HALDANE: The dates of forma- 
tion were as iollows :—3rd Batt. North- 
umberland Fusiliers, February, 1900 ; 
4th Batt. Northumberland Fusiliers, 
February, 1900; 3rd Batt. Manchester 
Regiment, February, 1900; 4th Batt. 
Manchester Regiment, February, 1900 ; 
3rd Batt. Royal Warwickshire Regiment, 
April, 1898; 4th Batt. Royal Warwick- 
shire Regiment, February, 1900; 3rd 
Batt. Lancashire Fusiliers, April, 1898 ; 
4th Batt. Laneashire Fusiliers, March, 
1900. Enlistment for three years colour 
service commenced in April, 1898, and 
three years men were enlisted for these 
regiments as well as the others until 
this period of enlistment was stopped 
in November, 1904. As regards the 
Reserve, as all transfers to the Reserve are 
from the regiment as a whole, it would 
not be practicable to obtain the informa- 
tion required without very considerable 
labour. 


Insolvency of Arbuthnot and Company. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) : [I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware that injury is being 
caused to British credit in Southern India 
by the disclosures in connection with the 
insolvency of Messrs. Arbuthnot and 
Company, of Madras ; that certain native 
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creditors are opposing the insolvent 
tirm’s petition for protection under the 
Insolvency Act on the ground that the 
firm have been in a state of virtual 
insolvency for some years; that these 
creditors have begged for a searching 
inquiry by the Crown in the interests, to 
use their own words, of truth and justice, 
of public morality, and British honour ; 
and whether, under the exceptional 
circumstances, he will consider the advis- 
ability of instructing the Government of 
India to undertake a public inquiry 
independently of the proceedings of the 
local court. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY. - oF 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. HosHouse 
Bristol, E.): The inquiry held by the 
Madras Insolvency Court is a public 
inquiry. The Secretary of State sees no 
reason at present for instituting an 
inquiry independent of this. 


Lahore Press Prosecution. 

Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will state the nature of the 
offence for which the proprietor and 
editor of the Panjabee, published in 
Lahore, have been sentenced, the former 
to two years imprisonment and a fine of 
£60, the latter to six months imprison- 
ment and a fine of £6. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: The 
offence is reported to have been one 
under the section of the Indian Penal 
Code which deals with promoting, or 
attempting to promote, feelings of enmity 
or hatred between different classes of His 
Majesty’s subjects. The case is under 
appeal, 


*\Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
May I ask if there was any circumstance 
of extenuation in this false charge ot 
murder, except that it was brought 
against an innocent Englishman ? 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I 
think it would be very improper for me 
to attempt to pronounce an opinion on 
any case which has yet to be decided by 
the Judges. 


Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): 
Has the hon. Gentleman heard the result 
of the appeal ? 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: No, 
Sir; as soon as I do I will communicate 
it to my hon. friend. 


Mr. DOLAN: Is the Indian law as to 
freedom of the Press the same as that in 
England ! 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE asked 
for notice of the Question. 


Johannesburg Immorality Prosecutions. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether his attention 
has been called to a case recently before 
Mr. Graham Cross in the E Court at 
Johannesburg, in which Emma Grover- 
nor (a coloured woman), Martha Muller 
and John Jacobs (whites), William John 
Matthews (coloured), and two Chinamen 
named Wee Chang Juen and Lu Te 
Sing were charged with a contraven- 
tion of the Immorality Law, in keeping a 
brothel at No. 8, Fox Street; whether 
he is aware that evidence was given to 
the effect that between two and three 
hundred Chinamen had been seen wait- 
ing in the back-yard of the house, being 
admitted tw» at a time to a room in 
which the two women were; that Wee 


Chang Juen was sentenced to twelve | 


months imprisonment and ten lashes, 
and the two whites and the coloured 
woman were committed for trial ; and 
whether he will state if the trial of the 
committed prisoners has yet taken place ; 
and, if so, with what result. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY — or 
STATE For THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): No, 
Sir. I have not seen the report in 
question. 


General Botha. 

Mr. LEHMANN (Leicester, Market 
Harborough): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies a 
Question, of which I have given him 
private notice—namely, whether any 
reply has been received to the invitation 
sent to General Botha by His Majesty’s 
Government to attend the Colonial Con- 
ference. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: A telegram has 
been received from Lord Selbourne as 
follows :—“ Prime Minister informs me 


that the 


Cabinet have unanimously , 
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decided that General Botha ought to 
accept the invitation to attend the 
Colonial Conference. He will accordingly 
attend, and will be accompanied by Mr, 
F. W. Beyers, member of the Legislative 
Assembly for Turffontein, who will act as 


' interpreter and secretary, and two other 


gentlemen who have not yet been 


decided on.” 


New Hebrides Expenditure. 

Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what are the details of the sum of 
£7,000, to be voted during the next 
financial year, for the Anglo-French 
Convention connected with the New 
Hebrides. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It is impossible 
to give details at present, as it is not yet 
known when the Convention will come 
into operation and, moreover, a consider- 
able part of the sum to be voted is to 
cover expenditure the precise amount of 
which has still to be settled in consulta- 
tion with the French Government. The 
main purposes for which “expenditure 
may be necessary during the next 
financial year are the salaries of the 
members of the Joint Court, and other 
otticers, such as labour inspectors, and 
the provision of Government buildings 
as required by Article III. of the Con- 
vention. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: Has the 
money yet been paid 4 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. 


Russo-Japanese Convention. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Russo-Japanese draft 
Convention contains a clause binding the 
two contracting Powers to refer to 
arbitration all future disputes without 
reservation; and whether The Hague 
tribunal has been accepted as_ the 
arbitrating authority. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, 
Dewsbury ; for Sir Epwarp Grey): 
This is a question on which it would be 
impossible for any Government other 
than the two concerned to say anything. 
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Anglo-Russian Convention. 

Mr. SMEATON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the draft Anglo-Russian Con- 
vention has been acquiesced in by the 
Persian Government ; to what extent it 
safeguards British interests in the 
Persian Gulf on the gulf littoral and in 


the gulf hinterland ; and whether there | 


is any Clause binding the two contracting 


Powers to refer all or any future dis- | 


putes in the Middle East to arbitration. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: My right hon. 
friend can say nothing about negotia- 
tions with Russia or any other Power 
which are not concluded. 


Portuguese Tariff on Imported Fish. 

Mr. ESSLEMONT (Aberdeen, 8.) : 
I bey to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he is aware that the 
Portuguese Government has decided to 
impose a prohibitive duty on fish landed 


at Portuguese ports by British fishing | 


vessels ; and, if so, whether he will make 
representations to the Portuguese Govern- 
ment on the subject with a view to having 
these duties withdrawn or reduced. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: A Bill is now 
hefore the Portuguese Cortes relative to 
an increase in the duty on the imports 
of fresh fish landed by foreign vessels. 
His Majesty’s Government have already 
made representations to the Portuguese 
Government as to the effect of the pro- 
posed measure on British interests. 


The Hague Conference. 

*Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the representatives of Great Britain at 
The Hague Conference will have any 
power to bind the country by any engage- 
ments regarding the strength of its 
armaments. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Nothing can yet 
be said about the instructions which will 
be given to the British delegates at the 
Conference. 


Income Tax on Easter Offerings. 
Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) : I 


beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- | 


quer whether, in spite of the judicial 
decision in the case of Cooper v. Blakis- 
ton, the Board of Inland Revenue are 
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still demanding through their officers in 
various parts of the country the payment 
of income tax by the clergy upon Easter 
offerings ; and, if so, what is the justifi- 
cation tor this course. 


Tue CHANCELLOR oF THE EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr. Asquitu, Fifeshire, E.) : 
The case of Cooper v. Blakiston is being 
‘carried to the Court of Appeal, and 
meanwhile it is not desirable to give to 
/it any wider application than may be 
| absolutely necessary. Whether or no it 
| should be applied to any particular case 
must depend upon the precise circum- 
stances of the case, and upon the view 
|taken of them by the District Commis- 
sioners of Income Tax. But, wherever 
the Commissioners consider it right to do 
so, the Board of Inland Revenue have 
instructed their surveyors to allow matters 
to remain in suspense, pending a decision 
by the Court of Appeal. 


Clerkenwell Sessions. 

Mr. CLYNES (Manchester, N.E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been drawn to the statements of the 
chairman at the Clerkenwell Sessions 
that every year about 500 men and 
women were dealt with at these sessions 
who were guilty of no definite offence, but 
were people who loafed about the streets, 
could not or would not work, and were 
people on whom existing prison treatment 
had no good effect ; and whether in view 
of the cost to the country generally from 
this treatment, his Department can _ re- 
commend more beneficial and reformative 
methods of treatment which would include 
assured and useful forms of work for the 
class referred to. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THe HOME. DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): This matter 
was fully considered by the Inter-Depart- 
mental Committee on Vagrancy, to whose 
Report I must refer the hon. Member. 
It involves large and important questions 
which require, and are receiving, the 
careful consideration of the Departments 
concerned. I quite agree that it is 
| desirable if possible to find a better way 
of dealing with this class of cases. 


| Assistant Inspectors of Factories. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
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for the Home Department whether the 
position of assistant inspector of factories 
is subject to competitive examination ; 
how many assistant inspectors are there ; 
how many assistant inspectors of factories 
have been appointed during the three 
yeai’s last past ; and when will candidates 
for this position be called up again, and 
for how many vacancies. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The post of 
factory inspector’s assistant is usually 
filled up by a competitive examination 
among a certain number of candidates 
nominated by the Home Secretary. 
There are now forty assistants. One was 
appointed in 1904 to filla vacancy caused 
by retirement, and four additional ap- 
pointments were made in 1906. The 
date of the next examination depends on 
the occurrence of a vacancy, and I can- 
not say for certain when that will be. 


Rate Summons Fees. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that the charges made for summonses for 
non-payment of borough rates vary in 
the Metropolitan boroughs, the practice 
in some boroughs being to charge 6d. or 
ls., whilst in others as much as 2s. 6d. or 
3s. 6d. is charged ; will he consider the 
expediency of taking steps to secure a 
uniform system; in what way are these 
charges accounted for; and whether he 
will consider the practicability of dis 
continuing them. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: All I can say is | 


that in the Table of Fees for Justices’ 
Clerks in force in the county of London, 
the authorised fee for complaint, sum- 
mons, and hearing in a rate case is Is. 
where the sum involved is under 40s,, and 
2s. where it is above 40s. I have no infor- 
mation as to the charges mentioned in the 


Question, but if the hon. Member brings | 


any specific cases to my notice I will 
make further inquiry. 


The Wreck of the “ Berlin.” 

Sin EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether the steamship “ Berlin ” 
was carrying bags of vegetable or animal 
oil and a vessel of an approved pattern 
for distributing it in the water in rough 
weather, as required by the provisions of 
The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894 ; if so, 
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whether it was used for the purpose of 
saving lives after the wreck of the 
steamer ; and what is the depth of water 
in the Hook of Holland harbour. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg also to ask the 
President of the Board of ‘Trade in view 
of the recent wreck of the steamship 
“ Berlin ” at the Hook of Holland and the 
loss of many lives, will he consider the 
expediency of taking such action as may 
be necessary to require all steamers to be 
equipped with an apparatus or wave sub 
duer for the distribution of oil on broken 
seas during stormy weather. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. LLoyp-Georce, Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I will reply to the hon. 
Member’s Question and to that of my 
hon. friend the Member for Ross and 
Cromarty at the same time. As the 
House is aware, a formal investigation 
into the circumstance of the lamentable 
wreck of the “ Berlin ” has been ordered, 
and pending the result of that inquiry, I 
do not think it would be expedient for 
me to refer to any matters bearing on the 
case. The matters referred to in the 
Question are of a nature which might be 
considered at the inquiry. 


Sirk EDWARD SASSOON: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman state the depth of 
the water ? 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Iam afraid 
I cannot. 


Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W.R., 
tipon): Does the right hon. Gentleman 
possess any power to secure that ap- 
proaches to harbours used in this cross- 
channel traffic shall be adapted to the 
| steamers using them. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I have no 


power at all in foreign waters. 


German Tariff on Welsh Slates. 
*Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn): 
| Ll beg to ask the President of the Board 

of Trade what were the objections raised 
by Welsh slate quarry proprietors to the 
German tariff of 1906 ; what representa- 
tions were made to the German Govyern- 
/ment in view of these objections; what 
concessions were ultimately accorded ; 
and how does the new duty on slates 
| obtained as the result of these negotiations 
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compare with the rates before the | 
present German tariff came into operation. | 


|in competition with Austrian. 


| beg also to ask the President of the | 
Board of Trade if he can state the value 
of the exports of Welsh slates to} 
Germany in each of the last five years. | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Welsh slate 
quarry proprietors objected to the provi- 
sion in the new Conventional German 
tariff that blue or grey slates of less than 
five millimetres in thickness must be 
punched with a hole at a certain distance 
from the edge in order to claim admit- 
tance at the reduced rate of sixty-five 
pfennigs applicable to roofing slate, and 
to avoid the higher rate of one mark 
applicable to table slates. If this provi- 
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sion had been put into operation it would 
have seriously handicapped Welsh slates 
As the 
result of representations made to the 
German Government, the regulation 


objected to has been withdrawn, and 


practically the whole of the roofing slates 
exported are now admitted at the lower 
rate. Full particulars are given in the 
Board of Trade Journal for 27th Decem- 
ber, 1906. The rate of duty on roofing 


slates under the old German tariff was 


fifty pfennigs. 


Statement of the registered exports of 
slates of British and Irish manutacture 
from the United Kingdom and from 
Welsh Ports to Germany, during the 
years 1902-1906 inclusive, showing the 
quantity and value— 








Years : 
: Welsh Ports. 
(Juantity. Value. 
Tons £ 

1902 - 24,851 99,958 

1903 - 19,977 83,714 

1904 - 18,918 81,660 

1905 - 17,206 74,001 

1905 - 15.657 66,242 


From the United Kingdom including From Welsh Ports: 


(Quantity. Value. 





Tons £ 
24,84] 99,918 


19,925 83,519 


18,917 81,640 
17,206 74,001 
15,655 66,230 





Slates exported from ports in Wales 
may be regarded as Welsh slates. 


*Mr. REMNANT: Is it not the fact 
that whereas the tariff was 5s. per ton, it 
is now 6s. 7d. ! 


Mr. LLOYD GEORGE: I have said 
it has been raised from fifty to sixty-five 
ptennigs. 


Canadian Wheat Exports. 

*Mr. REMNANT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he is 
aware that in the twelve months ending 
30th June, 1905, the combined exports of 
Wheat from Canada and the United 
States to the United Kingdom amounted 
to 15,187,000 bushels, whereas the com- 
bined imports into the United Kingdom in . 
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the same period from these two countries 


amounted to 17,007,000 bushels; and 


whether he can explain the discrepancy 


of 10 to 12 per cent. in these figures. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The figures 


stated by the hon. Member for the ex- 
port of wheat to the United Kingdom 
from the United States and Canada com- 
bined are not correct. 


They should have 
been 500,000 bushels greater. The hon. 
Member has ignored the exports of 
United States wheat, ri Canada, and of 


Canadian wheat via United States, and 
also the difference between the American 
and the British bushel. 
discrepancy between the correct figures 
and those of the recorded imports into the 
United Kingdom from Canada and the 
United States combined is probably due 


The remaining 


B 
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mainly to the diversion of floating 
cargoes. 


Unexploited Markets. 

*Mr. REMNANT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
for the advantage of the traders of this 
country and of the unemployed, he will 
now state what markets there are yet 
remaining to be exploited for our com- 
merce. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : All available ' 


information as to new openings for 
British goods is published from time to 
time in the Board of Trade Journal, or 
when confidential, is communicated direct 
to Chambers of Commerce and others 
interested. 


*Mr. REMNANT: Surely the right 
hon. Gentleman can give a more definite 
Answer than that. He stated the other 
day, in his speech at Nottingham, that 
there were vast markets not yet exploited 
for our commerce. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now arguing the matter. 


Canadian Preference. 

Sin GEORGE SCOTT ROBERTSON 
(Bradford, Central) : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade if his attention 
has been drawn to the proposal in the 
Canadian House of Commons to limit the 
preference in British goods to those 
landed in Canadian ports ; and if he can 
form any estimate of the relative amount 
of goods passing through Canada in bond 
for places in the United States, with the 
amount of goods passing through the 
United States in bond to places in 
Canada. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am aware 
that a proposal of this nature has been 
made. I cannot give any estimate with 
regard to the value of goods passing in 
bond through Canada for the United 
States, or vice versa, but the value of 
re-exports of imported merchandise from 
Canada to the United States in the year 
1905-6 is stated in the Canadian returns 
to have been £1,347,000, including the 
goods transhipped at Montreal for the 
United States. The total value of 
merchandise imported into Canada from 
other countries, via the United States, is 
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| stated in the same returns to have been 
| £5,331,000. 


Railway Freights for Furniture. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg to 
-ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he will say what is the usual 
rate of insurance charged by railway 
companies, say the London and North 
Western Railway, the Great Western 
Railway, and the Great Northern Railway, 
upon furniture; do these companies 
require furniture imported from Ireland 
to be differently packed from the same 
article offered for carriage in England. 


I beg also to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade, if he will say whether a 
clearance house rate of £5 10s. per ton, 
5s. 6d. per ewt., is charged by railway 
companies on the carriage of furniture and 
such commodities booked over their lines 
in Great Britain and Ireland ; is he aware 
that any fraction over a ton is charged at 
the rate for one and a-half tons, and that 
any fraction over the one and a half tons 
is charged for at the rate of two tons ; 
and will he say whether, seeing that this 
system has the effect of raising this 
particular freightage charge, be will make 
representations to the railway companies 
with a view to securing more equitable 
treatment in this connection. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am _ having 
inquiry made as to the points raised in 
the Questions of the hon. Member with 
reference to the carriage of furniture, and 
will inform him of the result. 


Unemployed Fund. 

Mr. HADDOCK (Lancashire, North 
Lonsdale) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if the whole 
of the £200,000 voted for the unemployed 
has been expended ; and, if not, to what 
object the balance will be devoted. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Joun 
Burns, Battersea): The whole of the 
Grant has not been spent. Any sum 
remaining unexpended on the 51st instant 
will be surrendered to the Exchequer. _ In 
the meantime, I am continuing to deal 
with applications made to me by the 
local bodies under the Unemployed 


Workmen Act. 
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Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): How 
much of the grant has been applied to the 
relief of the unemployed in Ireland ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: £10,000. 


Unemployment in Manchester. 

Mr. CLYNES: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is aware that 
nearly 700 names are at present on 
the Manchester unemployed register ; 
that less than 100 of these are attached 
to the building trade, and that, with the 
limitations of the Unemployed Act, the 
distress committee can find work for only 
asmall number eacii month ; and whether 
having now declined to propose any 
Amendment of the Act, notwithstanding 
that such Amendment was _ previously 
promised, he can state that he has other 
methods to recommend whereby local 
authorities may better deal with unemplo- 
ment. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have seen a 
statement to the effect that at the end of 
January last there were 687 persons on 
the labour register at Manchester. It 
rests with the distress committee to 
propose schemes for the provision of 
work for the unemployed, and in October 
last | expressed my willingness to consider 
an application from them for a payment 
out of the Grant : but it is only recently 
that [ have received any such application. 


Mr. CLYNES: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the register of 
unemployed represents but a very small 
proportion of the total number un- 
employed, and that the distress committee, 
with the present limitation under the law, 
find it absolutely impossible to provide 
work for them ? 


Mr. BURNS : [ean only deal with the 
ames on the register. On October 12th | 
sent a circular to the Manchester Com- 
iuittee offering a grant. On February 
25th I received a reply containing a 
representation as to a certain farm 
colony, but I asked for details which 
I believe are being obtained for me. 


London Unemployed. 

Mr. THORNE (West Ham, 8.): I 
heg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, in view of 
the fact that the appeal for funds issued 


{13 Marcu 1907} 


(uestions. 38 


by the Central (Unemployed) Body for 
London, as well as those sent out by 
other distress committees, have been in- 
effectual in consequence of there being a 
balance of the £200,000 Grant still remain- 
ing in the hands of his Department, he 
will consider the advisability of disburs- 
ing that balance in grants to the various 
committees in order that they may do 
the work they were appointed to do but 
which they are now prevented from 
doing by want of means. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: If the distress 
commistee of any district in which there 
is exceptional distress apply to me at 
once for a payment out of the Grant, and 
submit a definite scheme of useful work, 
[ shall be prepared to consider it ; but I 
could not undertake to distribute the 
balance of the Grant amongst the com- 
mittees generally. 


Unemployed Workmen Acts—Qualifica- 
tion for Assistance. 

Mr. GEORGE ROBERTS (Norwich) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his attention 
has been directed by the Norwich Distress . 
Committee to the case of William George 
Jex, who was discharged from the 3rd 
Rifle Brigade at Devonport on 28th July, 
1906, after serving six and a-half years 
with a character marked very good, and 
who is regarded as not possessing the 
necessary residential qualification for 
assistance under the Unemployed Work- 
men Act, though, with the exception of 
his term of Army service, he has resided 
all his life in the city; and whether, 
having regard to the hardship thus 
placed upon men who have served their 
country, he will take early steps to 
remove the restriction, thereby enabling 
such men to participate under the Act. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: My attention 
has been called to the case mentioned, 
but Tam not empowered to remove the 
restriction referred to in the Question, as 
this is imposed by the Act. 


Societies Journals Postage Rates. 

Mr. C. E. PRICE (Edinburgh, Cen- 
tral): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he will make = such 
alterations as are necessary to enable 
royal and other societies to send their 
weekly, monthly, or quarterly journals 


B 2 
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through the post at the uniform charge 
of 3d. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): I regret that I do not see my way 
to introducing the fresh legislation which 
would be necessary in order to bring 
them within the registered newspaper 
post. 


Pose Office Service Rules. 
Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General what 
hook of rules was referred to by the 
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Secretary of the Post Office on the 20th 
July, 1906, when he stated before the 
Post Office Servants’ Committee that the 
general book of rules is accessible to 
everyone in the service ; 
Post Office ofticials have 
such book of rules without 
written application. 


free acess to 
making 


and whether all | 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The refer- | 


ence quoted by the hon. Member was to 
the book of * Rules for Head Postmasters 
and other officers of the Post Office.” 
This book should be accessible to all | 
members of the Post Oftice Service | 
without written application. 


Battle Post Office Staff. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: 1 beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General what increase 
has taken place in the number of the 
Post Office staff at Battle, Sussex, | 
during the last ten years; and what, 
is the greatest number on duty at that 
office at any one time. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Since 
1898, when payment of a fixed salary 
and allowances for assistance were in- 
troduced at Battle, Sussex, in lieu of 
payment by commission, there has been 
an increase of one—making four alto- 
gether—in the number of assistants 
employed indoors. There has been no 
change in the last ten years in the | 


number of postmen employed. The 
greatest number of ofticers on duty | 


at any one time is thirteen—ten postmen | 
and three indoor officers. 


Education Code for Wales. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford | 


University): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Education whether the 


| clerks of the Board of Education, 
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Code of the Board of Education will be 
applicable to the newly-constituted Welsh 
Department of the Board; and, if so, 
whether questions which now arise as to 
the construction of the Code will 
determined by the Permanent Secretary 
at Whitehall or the Permanent Secretary 
to the Welsh Department. 


} 
be 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Mr. McKENNA, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): The Code will continue 
to apply to Wales unless and until it is 
thought advisable to establish a separate 
Code of Regulations for Elementary 
Schools in Wales. Questions as to the 
construction of the Code, like all other 
questions arising out of the Boar! 
administration, whether in England or 
Wales, will be determined by me or on 
my responsibility. 


s 


Welsh Education Department. 

Mr. COURTHOPE : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education if 
the Secretary of the new Welsh Depart 
ment will be subordinate to the Permanent 


| Secretary of the Board. 


is in 


Mr. MCKENNA: The Answer 


the negative. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) 
I heg to ask the President of the Board 
of Education if the existing officers and 
who 
are to work in the new Welsh Depart- 
ment under the new secretary, will con- 
tinue to have access to, and be subject 
to supervision by, the Permanent Secre- 
tary and Chief Clerk of the Board ; and 
whether the officers of the Welsh Depart- 
ment will be entitled to promotion in 
other branches of the office, and rive versi. 


Mr. MCKENNA: I am not vet in a 
position to say how far it will he possible 
or expedient to assign a clerical stati 
exclusively to tue work of the Welsh 
Department, but in any case the transfer 
of any officer to or from the Welsh 
Department will net be allowed to affect 
his prospects of promotion. 


Scottish Ecclesiastical Assessments. 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 


| ask the Prime Minister whether, in view 


of this House having declared itself in 
favour of the immediate abolition of 
ecclesiastical assessments in Scotland by 
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a large majority, in which Scottish 
opinion was represented by thirty-five 
votes to six, the Government can now 
state what steps they propose taking to 
vive effect to such an expression of 
Scottish views and to relieve Scotland of 
this long-standing grievance. 


THe SECRETARY gor SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Stncuatr, Forfarshire) : As my hon. 
friend is aware, the terms of the Resolu- 
tion moved by the Member for East 
Edinburgh upon this subject were assented 
to by the Lord Advocate on behalf of 
the Government, but I am unable to give 
any undertaking now in regard to 
legislation. 


Tweed Fishery Rights. 

Sir J. JARDINE (Roxburghshire) : 1 
hey to ask the Secretary for Scotland if 
any action has been taken on the recom- 
mendation of the Commission of Inquiry 
into the Tweed Fishery Acts that persons 
claiming exclusive rights to fishing in 
parts ot the rivers and streams should be 
called on to prove their title by production 
of charters or other muniments. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: In the years 1896 
and 1897 some investigation was made by 
the Commissioners of Woods into some 
of the titles to salmon fishings in the 
River Tweed as to which there seemed to 
© a doubt. The investigation, as far as 
it was earried, did not warrant claims 
being made by the Crown, and haying 
regard to the probable value of the 
tishings as to which further information 
was desired and the expense which 
further investigation would have involved 
it was considered undesirable to press the 
inquiry further at the time. 


Prosecution of Moray Firth Trawlers. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Elgin Burghs) : 
| beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
ii the masters of all vessels found trawling 
in the Moray Firth will be prosecuted. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Yes, if they are 
british subjects. 


Scottish National Galleries — Board of 
Trustees. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, having regard to the 
fact that, under the Act of last year, the 
Board of Trustees to manage the National 


Galleries of Scotland must. be established | mendation of the jury. 
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by the Ist April, is he yet in a position 
to announce the names of the chairman 
and members of the Board. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No, Sir. 


Crofter Leaseholders. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if he will state what 
steps he proposes to take to prevent 
crofter leaseholders from being evicted 
pending the consideration of the promised 
bill to amend the Crofters’ Act of 1886. 


Mr. SINCLAIR : I strongly deprecate 
any action of the kind referred to by my 
hon. friend. Pending the introduction 
of the Bill, however, [ am not in a 
position to give any undertaking. 


Island of Lewis Common Grazings. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland whether he is aware 
that large areas of the crofters common 
grazings in the island of Lewis are abso- 
lutely valueless for grazing purposes, 
being merely skinned land from which 
the peat has been removed ; and will he 
consider the expediency of introducing a 
clause into the promised Crofters Act 
(1886) Amendment Bill to render such 
land available for the erection of fisher- 
men’s dwellings. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The point shall be 


considered. 


Tne Arbroath Disaster. 

Mr. WARDLE (Stockport): I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate whether his 
attention has been called to the sentence 
of five months imprisonment passed on 
Driver Gourlay at Edinburgh yesterday 
in connection with the Arbroath disaster ; 
and whether, in view of the absence of 
unanimity among the jury, of their re- 
commendation of leniency, the extenuat- 
ing circumstances under which the 
accident took place, and the advanced 
age of Gourlay, he will consider the 
advisability of revising or remitting the 
sentence. 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. THomas 
SHAW, Hawick Burghs) said he had 
received last evening a telegram on the 
subject of this trial. Substantially the 
hon. Member’s Question accurately 
narrated the conviction and the recom- 
It was not within 
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his province to deal with the revision or 
remittance of the sentence, but he had | 
mentioned the matter to his right hon. | 
friend the Secretary for Scotland, to 
whom, perhaps, the hon. Member would | 
put a specific Question on the point. 


Moray Firth Trawlers. 

Mr. STANLEY WILSON asked the 
Secretary for Scotland what arrange- 
ment had been made with Norway 
with regard to their withdrawal of 
trawling rights in the Moray Firth; and 
whether it was the intention of the 
(sovernment to maintain the three-mile 
limit as now defined. 


Mr. SINCLAIR said the first part of 
the Question should be addressed to the 
Foreign Office, which was in communica- 
tion with the Norwegian Government 
in reference to the situation which had 
arisen in regard to the Moray Firth. 
The three-mile limit was not in question. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): Is the 
Scottish Office acting in sympathy with 
the Foreign Office in this question ! 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No doubt the 
Gsovernment is acting as a whole. 


Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.) 
asked if the Government had considered 
the probability of foreign countries re- 
taliating by closing considerable tracts of 
fishing ground if this policy of protection 
was continued. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: That and all other 
considerations will no doubt be attended 
to. 


Mr. PIRIE asked if the Government 
with regard to this question would give 
due attention to the protests from 
numerous big fishing centres in the 
world against the action of the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. WEIR asked that attention should 
also be given to the protests from the 
line fishing industry, also a large one. 


Mr. FERENS (Hull, E.): Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that 1,000 steam 
trawlers go out of the Humber—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Notice 
should be given of that Question. 








Westmeath Untenanted Lands. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of [reland if he is 
aware that nearly all the untenanted 
land in Westmeath, outside of desmesnes, 
is evicted land; that many of the 
young men reared upon uneconomic 
holdings are descendants of tenants 
evicted from the better lands, and have 
haped to be enabled to remain in Ireland 
as purchasers of new holdings on those 
lands at prices to be fixed by the Estates 
Commissioners ; and, seeing that the Act 
of 1903 in more than three years work- 
ing has done nothing to this end, and the 
emigration season is again approaching, 
can he hold out any hope of dealing with 
the problem this session. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Birrety, Bristol, N.): I 
informed the hon. Member yesterday of 
the steps which the Estates Commis- 
sioners are taking for the acquisition of 
untenanted land in Westmeath. The 
Commissioners are not aware how far the 
statements contained in the Question 
may be correct, but, as the bon. Member 
knows, their powers as to the classes 
whom they may provide with land are 
strictly limited by the statute. The 
Commissioners, when distributing land, 
fully consider the claims of all qualified 
persons. I hope to be able to deal with 
the problem during this session, 


Land Act Administration Officials. 


Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, having regard to the fact that 
Land Commissioners, Sub-Commissioners, 
assessors, valuers, and inspectors of land, 
whose findings affect the property and 
livelihood of two important sections of 
the community engaged in litigation 
with each other, have hitherto been 
almost exclusively nominees of one of 
those sections, to the detriment of the 
other section, and competent men ot 
character have been excluded from even 
nomination, will he take advantage ot 
the present opportunity to inaugurate, § 
in appointing to all these positions, a 
system of public advertisement and com- 
petitive examination, subject to impartial 
rules analogous to those in force in other 
branches of the public service. 
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I beg also to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, in view 
of the prevalent dissatisfaction with the 
system of official land valuing which has 
been twenty-six years in operation in 
Ireland, and the approaching revision of 
the staff engaged in this work, will he 
throw this branch of the public service 
open to all competent men of character 
and practical experience, irrespective of 
creed and politics, by establishing a 
system of appointment as a result of 
impartial public examination ; and, if he 
cannot do this, will he state what the 
objection is. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Answer to both 
of these Questions is in the negative. | 
should be glad if some system could be 
devised whereby the Government would 
be relieved of the doubtful boon of 
patronage in these cases, but I am afraid 
that a system of competitive examina- 
tion would not be appropriate. 


Mr. MOORE (Armagh, N.): Have the 
‘rovernment abandoned the principle of 
ualifying examinations for these Land 
Commission appointments ! 


Mr. KILBRIDE (INildare, 38.): Is 
knowledge of the value of land deemed 
to be one of the main qualifications 4 


Mr. BIRRELL : Certainly. I can con- 
ceive no other more important. [f a 
qualifying examination is found to be 
iseful we shall not abandon it. 


Mr. MOORE: But it was abandoned 
last year for the first time. 


Mr. BIRRELI.: The question is under 
‘onsideration. 


Evicted Tenants—Number of Claims for 
Reinstatement. 

CaprTAIn CRAIG (Down, E.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Liew 
tenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number of persons purporting to be 
evicted tenants who have made claims for 
reinstatement under the Land Act of 1903 
to date. 


Mr. BIRRELL : The Estates Commis- | 


sioners inform me that they have received 
applications from 7,156 persons who seek 
reinstatement as evicted tenants. 
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Heirs of Evicted Tenants. 

Caprain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if the four sons of an evicted 
tenant, who has died since his eviction, 
are to be regarded by the Estates Com- 
missioners as four evicted tenants; and if 
four farms will be provided for them. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners hold that under Section 2 (1) (d) 
of the Act of 1903 they have no power 
to make advances to four sons of an 
evicted tenant. They may nominate one 
son or other person as the representative 
of a deceased evicted tenant. 


Irish Land Purchase. 

Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland how many estates were vested 
in the purchasers by the Estates Commis: 
sioners in the months of December, 1906, 


and what was the total amount of the 
purchase money. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The total number of 
estates vested in purchasers during the 
three months mentioned was 152, and the 
amount of the advances made, £1,170,052. 
I will furnish with to-night’s Votes a 
tabular statement, showing for each 
| month the figures in respect of each class 
of sale.7 





Evicted Tenants Statistics. 
Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can state, of the total 
number of evicted tenants in Ireland who 
| have made claims for reinstatement, how 
| many were dispossessed of their holdings 
under judgments obtained by merchants 
and creditors other than landlords, and 

for causes of action other than rent. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The total number of 
applicants is 7,156. The Estates Com- 
missioners have no knowledge as to how 
many of these applicants were dispossessed 
of their holdings at the instance of persons 
other than landlords. 


Sir Horace Plunkett. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
| S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
| the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 


} 








| +See col. 14. 


January and February, 1907, respectively ; 








47 
he is aware that Sir Horace Plunkett, the 
Vice-President of the Agricultural De- 
partment in Ireland, was absent from his 
duties for upwards of two months in 
America ; did he ask permission for thus 
absenting himself, and, if so, from whom 
and on what grounds; by whom were 
Sir Horace Plunkett’s duties discharged 
in his absence ; and why is the privilege 
of being absent from duties, which he is 
paid to discharge, granted to Sir Horace 
Plunkett while not extended to other 
members of the Civil Service. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Sir Horace Plunkett's 
visit to the United States extended from 
6th December to 26th January. It was 
made during his annual holiday and did 
not exceed the amount of leave to which 
he is ofticially entitled. Nearly half of 
his stay in the United States was devoted 
to inquiries made on behalf of his De- 
partment at the Department of Agricul- 
ture and other public — offices in 
Washington, at Agricultural colleges in 


(Questions. 


four States, and at several technical 
institutions. His duties are discharged 


in his absence by the secretary of the 
Department. These arrangements are 
approved by the Chief Secretary for the 
time being. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: When 
does the right hon. Gentleman intend to 
grant Sir Horace permanent leave of 
absence ! 

{No Answer was returned. | 

Irish Resident Magistrates. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what, if any, are the 
qualifications for the position of resident 
magistrate in Ireland, and what steps are 
taken to secure that candidates selected 
for appointment to that position shall be 
persons of unblemished character ; 
whether he is aware that a person was 
appointed by the late Government to an 
Irish resident magistracy shortly after 
his dismissal with ignominy from a corps 
in Cape Colony for the embezzlement of 
the money of private soldiers entrusted 
to him for transmission to their relations 
at home, that this person formed one of a 
court of resident magistrates, specially 
constituted under the Crimes Act, by 


which forty-eight persons, some of whom | 


were Catholic priests and Irish Nationalist 
Members of Parliament, were convicted 
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and sentenced to terms of imprisonment, 
and were in charge of the police or 
military on the occasion of a collision 
between the forces of the Crown and the 
people, in which these civilians lost their 
lives; and whether he will give an 
assurance that the persons appointed to 
the position of resident magistrate will 
only be appointed after a strict investiga 
tion of their previous careers. 


Mr. BIRRELL : No qualifications for 
the position of resident magistrate in 
Ireland are prescribed by statute or other- 
wise, but in making appointments the 
Lord-Lieutenant selects gentlemen of 
whose competency to hear and determine 
cases in Courts of summary jurisdiction 
he is satisfied. In making such appoint- 
ments the Jrish Government utilise any 
sources of information which may be at 
their disposal in each individual case, in 
order to ensure that the person appointed 
is qualified in all respects, including 
character. The concluding pa.t of the 
Question appears to relate to an appoint- 
ment made in 1886 and terminated in 
1889. I find that this case was fully dis- 
cussed in this House in 1888 and 1889, 
and I would refer the hon. and learned 
Member to the Parliamentary Debates of 
those years for full particulars. 


Leitrim Boycotting Trial. 
Caprain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if the Bradys, the boycotted 


persons for attacking whom certain 
persons were indicted at the recent 


Leitrim assizes, were unable to get sup- 
plied with shelter, food, or drink in the 
county town where the assizes were held 
during the trial; were the police and 
Crown solicitor unable to procure any 
person in the town willing to relieve 
their wants ; has he received any Report 
from the police on this matter; are the 
Bradys under constant police protection 
by night and day ; were they attacked on 
the road, and some provisions they had 
obtained in a remote village forcibly 
taken from them and destroyed ; and has 
any person been punished for the various 
outrages committed on these people. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed that 
on the occasion mentioned the persons 
referred to were unable to obtain a 
lodging in the assize town elsewhere than 
in the police barracks. ‘They were able, 
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however, to obtain food supplies in the | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 


town. They are under constant police 
protection. As regards the two conclud- 
ing inquiries, eight men are still awaiting 
trial for the offence referred to, and I am 
therefore not prepared to enter into the 
details of the case. 


Captain CRAIG: Is it not the fact 
that during the trial the boycott of these 


Bradys was carried to such an extent that | 


the learned Judge had to send them his 
own luncheon, and that they had to be 
smuggled out of the town into another 
county where they were not known before 
they could obtain a night’s lodging ? 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Are not the Bradys 
looked upon by the people of Leitrim in 
the same light as trade unionists in this 
country look upon blacklegs ? 


Mr. BIRRELL repeated part of his 
Answer as to the difticulties experienced 
hy the Bradys. He could not, he added, 
siv whence they obtained their food 
supply. 


Goodall Estate, Roscommon. 
Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 


hex to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
claim tor the purchase of the Goodall 
estate, in the county Roscommon, has 
heen laid before the Estates Commis- 
sioners : 
to the Commissioners that only ten of 
the tenants agreed to the landlord’s 
terms and _ fifteen declined ; whether, in 
addition, there is a large quantity of 
srazing lands in the hands of non-resi- 
dential tenants; and, if so, whether the 
Commissioners will approve of the sale as 
proposed. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis 


sioners inform me that there are thirty- | 


seven tenants on this estate, of whom all 


hut twelve have lodged agreements for | 


purchase. Before sanctioning the sale, 
the Commissioners intend to have the 
estate inspected in view of the fact that 
tenancies in respect of certain large 


holdings have been created since January, | 


1901. The inspection will take place as 
soon as possible. 


Crofton Estate, Leitrim. 


Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): I beg te 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-' 


whether it has been represented | 


| that the delay of the negotiations regard- 
ing the Crofton estate, Ballinagleragh, 
county Leitrim, is a serious inconvenience 
to the tenants ; whether he is aware that 
the neglect to restore an evicted farm on 
the estate to its owners is strongly re- 
sented in the district: and will he take 
steps to bring about an immediate 
settlement. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
|sioners have suggested terms of settle- 
ment which they understand the owner 
is prepared to accept. The Commissioners 
have therefore directed their inspector to 
attend on an early date for the purpose of 
ascertaining’ whether the tenants will 
purchase on these terms, and if so, of 
obtaining their signature to the necessary 
documents. The Commissioners are 
aware that the question of an evicted 
farm in the district is causing ill feeling. 
They have endeavoured to settle the 
matter, but so far without success. 


|Royal College of Science, Dublin—The 
Library. 

| Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): I 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say 
why the librarianship of the Royal 
College of Science in Dublin has been 
kept vacant for nearly nine months ; how 
the money saved by reason of this 
vacaney will be applied ; and when it is 
| proposed to make a new appointment. 


| Mr. BIRRELL: There is no post of 
| librarian at the Royal College of Science. 
| The library was looked after by one of 
the attendants, who received an addi- 
‘tional allowance of £20 a year for the 
work. This ofticer retired on pension at 
the end of October last. The arrange- 
ment by which the library was entrusted 
to an attendant was not altogether satis- 
factory, and the question of providing for 
the future care of the library is now 
under consideration. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware there used to be an 
| officially appointed librarian ; that when 
‘the vacancy arose the post was actually 
offered by advertisement to public com- 
petition, but that no appointment being 
made this valuable library was left in 
charge of the hall porter ? 
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Mr. BIRRELL: That is news to me. 
I only know there is no librarian at 
present, but I hope there soon will 
be one. 


Mr. HUGH LAW: LT hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will bear in mind the 
inconvenience caused to those who use 
the library. 


Gooseberry Mildew in Ireland. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
powers possessed by the Irish Executive 
for dealing with gooseberry mildew and 
other agricultural pests are sufficient ; 
and, if not, whether, in view’ of the fact 
that legislation has been promised to con- 
fer further powers upon the English Board 
of Agriculture and local authorities, he 
will consider the advisability of increasing 
the powers of the Irish Department otf 
Agriculture. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Department of 
Agriculture do not possess any specific 
powers for dealing with gooseberry mil- 
dew and similar diseases. The question 
of applying to Ireland any legislation 
which may be introduced in connection 
with such matters will receive due con- 
sideration. 


Agrarian Troubles in County Clare. 

Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the number of cases recently 
reported from the county of Clare, where 
firearms have been used for purposes of 
outrage, since Ist January, 1907, where 
persons respectively named _ Kelly, 
M‘Inerney, Scanlon, Maher, Frawley, 
Doherty, and FitzGerald (seven cases in 
all) were shot at and some of them badly 
wounded ; was any person convicted in 
respect of any of these outrages ; and has 
his attention been called to the charge of 
the Judge of Assize to the Clare Grand 
Jury. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The offences in which 
firearms were used were not seven but 
four, as | informed the hon. Member on 
27th February.+ In the case of Kelly, a 


shot was fired outside his house, but not 
at him. MeInerney and Scanlon were, 





7 See (4) Debates, elxx., 57. 
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when working together, fired at by one 
man and injured, but not seriously. 
Maher was fired at, but not injured. 
Frawley was fired at and _ seriously 
In the first three of these 
cases, the accused were acquitted at the 
recent Assizes. In the fourth the accused 
is on remand. Inthe case of Doherty no 
firearm was used, and the police author- 
ities do not regard Fitzgerald’s case as 
one of outrage. I have seen the Judge's 
address, which bears out the facts stated. 


Clanricarde Estate Planters. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.) : | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
a meeting of the planters on the Clanri- 
carde estate had been summoned in 
February at Portumna Castle, by the 
agent, Edward Shaw Tener, who advise: 
them to refuse compensation and resist 
the operation of the Land Bill of 1903 
by every means in their power; and 
what steps, if any, he proposes to take to 
prevent the landlord or his agent from 
inciting tenants to resist the operation of 
the Law. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that they have no 
information as to the meeting in question, 
and I have none. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): In view of 
the extremely serious condition of this 
district, will the right hon. Gentleman 
endeavour to get the information from 
the police ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: We are rather shy of 
drawing the police into these matters. 
We do not wish to introduce them more 
than we can help into quarrels of this 
kind, but I am fully alive to the import- 
ance of seeing what is done on this 
estate, and I will do my best to find out. 


Labourers’ Cottage Scheme in County 
Antrim. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland on what 
figures and on what information he has 
estimated that, even when the entire sum 
of £2,000 for labourers’ cottages, which 
was formerly borne by the Exchequer 
grant in ‘county Antrim, should fall on 
the rates, they would only be affected to 
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the extent of five-sixths of a penny in 
the pound ; and whether, in the case of 
Lisburn rural district, in county Antrim, 
the amount which the rates had already 
to bear owing to the reduction of the 
Exchequer grant was 14d. in the pound. 


Mi. BIRRELL : The aggregate valua- 
tion of the several rural districts in 
county Antrim is £597,000, and there- 
fore an average rate of five-sixths of a 
penny in the pound would produce 
£2,000. In the particular district to 
which the hon. Member refers, the rate 
appears to have been above the average. 


Gaelic Athletic Association and 
England’s Influence. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I heg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the remarks of 
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assistant ; and whether the whole ques- 
tion of the method of granting increments 
and their amounts will be fully inquired 
into. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Commissioners 
of National Education inform me that 
it is not the fact that this teacher has 
suffered by promotion. He now receives 
as principal some £6 per annum more 
than he would have received as assistant, 
and has the additional advantage that he 
is eligible for further promotion. As 
regards the concluding part of the 
Question, I am not in a position to 
make any promise. 


Ancient Order of Hibernians—Cloveneden 
Meeting. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 

of Ireland if the members of the Ancient 





Mr. Patrick Larkin, a justice of the 
peace for county Galway, at a meeting 
of the Gaelic Athletic Association, at 
Loughrea, on 21st January last, to the 
effect that any policy which would help 
to crush England’s influence in Ireland 
would have his support; and whether, 
in view of the effect which such speeches 
may have, he will direct the attention 


Order of Hibernians are to be permitted, 
contrary to usage and written agree- 
;ment, to march through an Orange 
| district in procession and with a band 
| on the 17th March, at Cloveneden, county 
' Armagh; and whether, in view of the 
| possibility of a breach of the peace, he 
will direct the procession to take another 
route. 


of the Lord Chancellor to it, with a view | 


to the removal from the commission 
ot the peace of persons who openly 
proclaim their disloyalty. 


Mr. BIRRELL: My attention has 
been called to a newspaper report accord- 
ing to which Mr. Larkin, who is an ¢ 
jicto Magistrate, made the remark attri- 
buted to him in the Question. Whether 


this remark is disloyal is a matter of | 


opinion. I see no reason to call the 
Lord Chancellor’s attention to the matter. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG : What is the 
opinion of the right hon. Gentleman ? 
Does he think the remark disloyal ? 


|No Answer was returned. | 


Beale National Schoolmaster. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. Beasley, of Beale national 
school, Ballybunion, though bringing his 
school from middling to good since his 
appointment in 1904, is now worse off in 
the matter of salary than if he remained | 


Mr. MOORE: At the same time may 
I ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Irish Govern- 
| ment have authorised the Ancient Order 
of Hibernians to break an agreement 
entered into with the authorities and 
with the Orangemen of the district, and 
‘observed for sixteen years past, by allow- 
ing a procession of the Hibernians to 
march in procession and with a band at 
Cloveneden, county Armagh, by the 
route which it was agreed should not be 
taken by them. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I understand that 
the Ancient Order of Hibernians pro- 
pose to assemble at their hall in 
Cloveneden, and march with their band 
in procession to the chapel in that 
village by the only available road. This 
road passes through a Nationalist quarter 
though there is an Orange hinterland. 
It is intended to afford the party any 
protection which may be necessary to 
secure the exercise of their legal right 
to pass along the King’s high road. In 
similar circumstances, and in the same 
district, the Government protected a 
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procession of Orangemen last year when 
passing over Annaghmore Hill. I under- 
stand that the use of the proposed route 
does not conflict with any agreement 
which may be in existence. 


United Irish League Demonstration at 
rdagh. 


Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the | 
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police are not in a position to prove the 
| signatures. The police will take all 
necessary steps to protect Mr. Burns in 
the exercise of his legal rights. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Have any steps 
| been taken as vet to protect him ? 
| 


Mr. BIRRELL: Certainly. 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 


of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the proceedings at Ardagh on 
the 24th February, when, at a public 
demonstration arranged by the local 
branch of the United Irish League, and 
attended by a large number of persons, 
Mr. Patrick Keane, one of the persons 
who have taken the Crannagh Farm, was 
denounced by name and the people were 
advised to boycott him and make it hot 
for him; and whether he proposes to 
take any action in the matter. 


Mr. BIRRELL: My attention has 
heen called to this matter. The police 
are in constant attendance at the Cran- 
nagh farm, for the protection of Mr. 
Keane and others who have taken 
divisions of the land. Steps are being 
taken for the erection of a police hut on 
the farm, and the police will take all 
possible steps to prevent any interference 
with the persons concerned in the exer- 
cise of their legal rights. 


Intimidation on Ryan's Estate, Galway. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chiet Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 
H. Burns, a grazing tenant on Ryan’s 
estate, county Galway, has received a 
notice purporting to come from the 
Mullagh branch of the 


be permitted to occupy his farm of 
Addergoole one moment beyond Ist April, 
1907, and that, if he refuses to comply 
with the mandate of the people of Mul- 
lagh, the signatories of this notice will 
themselves put it into execution ; whether 
the persons signing this threatening 
letter are known to the police ; and what 
steps are to be taken to prosecute them 
and protect the tenant. 


Mr. BIRRELL : The police authorities 
inform me that the fact is as stated in 
the first part of the Question. Persons 
hearing the names appended to the notice 
are known to the police, but so far the 


United Trish | 


League, informing him that he will not | 


County Court Land Valuers. 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can say what the ages of the land valuers 
to the county court judges in the several 
counties in Ireland are, or whether any 
of them are over seventy years of age. 


_ Mr. BIRRELL: I am inquiring into 
|this matter. As I understand it, the 
‘continued employment of these valuers 
rests with the county court judges. 


| Crime in Limerick. 

| Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether, in view of the 
| fact that Mr. Justice Johnson, in opening 
| the assizes for the county of Limerick on 
Friday last, stated to the grand jury that 
there were only three cases, not of any 
great importance, to go before them, and 
that they had nothing to say to the 
general peace of the country, he will 
take steps to bring about the more speedy 
reinstatement of the evicted tenants, +o 
that this state of affairs may be main- 
tained. 


Mr. BIRRELL: According to the 
newspaper reports, Mr. Justice Johnson 
made the statement attributed to him in 
the Question. The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that they are using all 
possible expedition in dealing with the 
cases of evicted tenants. 





Case of Mrs. Kate Scanlan. 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he has received a 
copy of a resolution unanimously adopted 
at a meeting of the Ballylongford branch 
of the United Irish League, at which 
over forty members were present, expres- 
sing their regret that Mrs. Kate Scanlan, 
of Tullahinnell, had been sent to gaol for 
retaking possession of her evicted farm on 
which she lived for over thirty years, and 
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stating that the case is one which calls 
for the strongest condemnation ; and 
whether in view of this fact and in the 
interest of the peace of the locality, he 
will at once take steps and ask the Estates 
Commissioners to bring about her rein- 
statement. 


\In. BIRRELL: I have received the 
resclution in question. The Estates 
Commissioners are considering whether 


they can take any further steps towards | 


securing the reinstatement of the evicted 
tenant. 


Youghal Bay Salmon Fishery. 
CapTaAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): 1 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that serious damage continues to 
be caused to the salmon fishing industry 
in the vicinity of Youghal, county Cork, 
by the number of seals which frequent 
Youghal Bay ; and whether the Fishery 
Department of the Board of Agriculture 
will consider the desirability of offering 
substantial rewards for the destruction of 
the seals, or of taking some other prompt 
steps to deal with this evil. 

\Irn. BIRRELL : A substantial reward 
is viven for the destruction of seals in 
Youghal Bay, namely £1 per head, of 
which half is paid by the Department of 
Agriculture and half by the local Board 
ot Conservators. The chief haunt of the 
seals has been discovered in a_ cave, 
locally known as the Parliament House, 
a few miles from Youghal. This Parlia- 
ment House is difficult of access, but the 
Department are considering whether some 
plan cannot be devised for the extirpation 
ot its objectionable occupants. 


Captain DONELAN: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the steps 
taken have not reduced the number of 
seals 2? Will he increase the reward ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I think £1 a head is 
a substantial sum, but I will consider 
whether it should be increased. 


Swinford Landlords Pressing for Rent. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary tothe Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the action of Mr. D’Arcy and 
other landlords in the Swinford union in 
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pressing for immediate payment of rent 
which in ordinary course would not 
become payable until November next ; 
whether, seeing that the Swinford union 
is one of the districts in Ireland seriously 
affected by the potato failure and in 
which it has been found necessary to take 
measures for relief of exceptional distress 
the Executive Government will take steps 
to secure the retention of those tenants 
on the land ; and what steps the Govern- 
ment propose to take to secure the peace 
of the district. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners have no information to the 
effect mentioned in the Question, and 
none has reached me. It would, I 
think, be matter for regret if landlords 
should take exceptional measures for 
the recovery of rent in a district which 
has admittedly suffered from scarcity. I 
have no reason to suppose that any 
special measures will be necessary to 
secure the peace. 


Mr. DILLON : In view of the extreme 
gravity of this case and of the fact that 
it cannot come under the attention of 
the Estates Commission, will the right 
hon, Gentleman instruct the police to 
inquire whether any landlords are fore- 
stalling the usual time for demanding 
rent under threat of process in a district 
in which public money is being used for 
the relief of distress ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I will make inquiries 
on my own account. 


Rathmullan Breakwater. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if any steps 
have been taken to carry out the repeated 
promises of having a breakwater con- 
structed at New Bridge, Rathmullan, 
county Donegal; and whether he is 
aware of the necessity for such a work. 


Mr. BIRRELL: It is, I understand, 
desirable that some improvements should 
be effected at New Bridge. My _ pre- 
decessor had the matter under considera- 
tion but decided that it must be deferred 
for the present, in view of the stronger 
claims of other localities. The hon. 
Member is mistaken in supposing that 
any promise in the matter has been given 
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by the Government. The amount | 
available under the Marine Works Act 
is now small, and I can only say that the 
claims of New Bridge to have a grant | 
will receive full consideration if funds | 
should be available. | 


Questions. 


North Donegal Harbours. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant | 
of Ireland what steps, if any, have been | 
taken to improve the harbour and fishing 
accommodation along the coast of North 
Donegal ; and, seeing the need for such 
improvement, whether he will take steps 
to have the same effected. 


Mr BIRRELL: Under the Marine | 
Works Act, a total sum of about £14,000 | 
has in recent years been expended on | 
works at Downing’s Bay, Gortnasate, 
Portnoo, and Cladnageragh, on the north 
coast of Donegal, and a further sum of 
£800 is about to be spent at Falchorrib. 
The Congested Districts Board have | 
expended over £4,000 on that coast : 
particulars will be found in Appendix 


No. XXI. to the Board’s last Annual 
Report. | 
Mr. ODOHERTY : These places are 


not in North Donegal. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I was speaking of | 
their geographical position; not of the 
constituency in which they may be. 


| bility 


Lattin Evicted Holding. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is | 
aware thatthe Estates Commissioners have | 
purchased from the rev. Mr. Pennefather | 
the evicted holding of Richard Merrick, | 
at Ballynulty, Lattin, county Tipperary ; | 
that Merrick has been put into possession 
as caretaker, pending completion of 
agreement ; and whether he will see that 
Merrick be allowed to commence his 
spring operations on the farm and be | 
permitted to reside in the dwelling- 
house. 
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aware that Merrick has been placed in 
possession as caretaker. 


(Juestions, 


In reply to a further Question, 


Mr. BIRRELL said he greatly re- 
gretted the delay which occurred between 
the acceptance of offers and the establish- 
ment of title, and he was doing his best 
to make it as short as possible. 


Powers of Irish Magistrates—Appeals. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


| tenant of Ireland whether, in view of the 


fact that magistrates at petty sessions in 
Ireland are empowered to sentence to 
terms of imprisonment of not more than 
one month on summary conviction persons 
brought before them, that such sentences 


‘may be accompanied with hard labour, 


that from these sentences the prisoner has 
no power of appeal, that an increase of 
sentence to admit of the lodging of appeal 
is not uncommonly refused by magis- 
trates, and invariably refused by resident 
magistrates constituting special Courts 
under the provisions of The Criminal 
Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, 


/and that such refusal has freyuently been 
| the subject of grave comments by County 


Court Judges and Judges of the High 
Courts, and having regard to the fact 
that in England there is in every case a 
power of appeal from the decision of 
magistrates, he will consider the advisa- 
of assimilating the English and 
Irish Criminal Law ; and whether he will, 
in the meantime, bring under the notice 
of the Lord Chancellor of Ireland any 
case in which magistrates refuse to in- 
ot 


| crease sentences so as to allow an 
| appeal. 
THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 


IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, Ex- 
My right hon. friend has asked 
me to answer this Question. There is no 
right of appeal in Ireland from a sentence 
by magistrates for any term of imprison- 
ment not exceeding one month, except in 
a few specified cases. I believe that 


| occasionally a person sentenced to a short 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners offer for the purchase of this farm | 
has been accepted, but title has not yet | 
been established, and the Commissioners, 


therefore, cannot yet enter into posses- | 
sion or formally reinstate the evicted | 
tenant. The Commissioners are not | 


term of imprisonment has asked to have 
the sentence increased with the object of 
prosecuting an appeal and that this re- 


| : 
| quest has been retused, but such cases are 


not of frequent occurrence. — If any such 
cases are brought to my notice by my 
hon. friend I shall be happy to draw the 
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attention of the Lord Chancellor to them, 
but [ doubt if he has any power to inter- 
fere. With regard to my hon. friend's 
suggestion of legislation to assimilate the 
English and Irish practice as regards the 
right of appeal, I may say that I should 
personally approve of such assimilation in 
this and many other respects, but I can- 
not give any pledge on behalf of the 
(rovernment to introduce any measure 
for the purpose this session. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
power of appeal was promised under the 
Coercion Act, but that the promise has 
heen departed from by the senior Member 
for the City of London. 


(No Answer was returned. ] 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I can en- 
lighten the right hon. Gentleman if he 


desires. 


Jury Challenges at the Cork Assizes. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Lreland what was the number of jurors 


ordered by the Crown to stand aside in | 


criminal trials at the late Cork winter 
ASsiZes ; 
Crown solicitors acted in challenging 
jurors without cause assigned. 


‘rk. CHERRY: No winter assizes 
have been held at Cork since the year 
1905. The winter assizes for the pro- 


vince of Munster were held last year at | 
The Crown solicitors there, | 


Limerick. 
for the various counties, acted under 
my directions in ordering jurors to stand 
aside. The directions I gave were the 
same as I have always given, namely, to 


follow strictly the rules laid down for | 


their guidance in the circular issued on 
\2th February, 1894, to order any juror 
to stand aside whom they had reason to 


believe was in any way connected with | 
the accused, or physically or mentally | 
incompetent, or who had been canvassed | 
on behalf of the accused, but not to) 
challenge any juror on account of hus | 


religious or political opinions. I have no 
record of the number of jurors ordered 
to stand aside, but if the hon. Member 
desires it I shall endeavour to obtain a 
return for him. 
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and under what authority the | 
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Grants for Primary Education in Ireland. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland on what 
basis is the amount of State grants 
given for primary education in 1907 to 
England, Scotland, and Ireland caleu- 
lated ; what is the amount per head of 
the population given in each of the three 
countries in the year 1907 ; what is the 
proportion existing between the grants 
for the three countries for the same 
year; and whether, seeing that Ireland 
is a poor country, where education has 
long been neglected, he will consider 
the necessity of increasing the grant 
next year to the amount given to Scot- 
land. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I can give no 
better answer as to the basis of the 
several grants than to refer to the titles 
of the various subheads of the three 
estimates. As regards the rest of the 
Question, I may point out that the pre- 
paration of a Return giving all the figures 
is a matter of immense labour, as will be 
seen from the Return prepared on the 
Motion of the hon. Member last year 
(House of Commons Paper 305 of 1906), 
which gave comparative figures for the 
year 1904-5, and I do not consider that 
the additional value of a Return sub- 
stituting the figures for 1907-8 would 
justify my asking the Departments con- 
cerned to make the calculations afresh. 
I can see no reason for increasing the 
total grant for Ireland merely on the 
ground that the amount is less than that 
received by Scotland, where the number 
of children attending school is very much 
larger. 





Irish Land Act Problems. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if the Treasury 
is aware that a vendor under the Land 
Act of 1903 benefits in proportion to the 
amount of his debts, within the limits of 
solvency, by receiving public money free 
of interest, or at low interest, to pay off 
private debts at high interest; that 
tenants pressed for arrears of rent which 
their farms have not yielded are not free 
agents, but sign purchase agreements as 
their only escape from that pressure ; 
that the bonus is increased proportion- 
ately by the amount which the vendor 
thus obtains ; and, if this absence of free 
| bargaining and of inspection for value be 
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contrary to sound finance, will Parliament | 
be asked to provide a remedy. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I cannot  con- 
veniently discuss, in Question and Answer 
across the floor of the House, the different 
views that may be held of the effect and | 
policy of the Act of 1903. I have no | 
knowledge of any tenants not being free 
agents, or of any absence of free bargain- 
ing. I| understand that inspection is 
made in every case where fair rents 
have not been already fixed ; and where | 
fair rents have been fixed Section 1 of 
the Act applies. The bonus is, under | 
Section 48 (1) of the Act “calculated at 
the rate of 12 per cent. on the amount of 
the purchase money advanced.” 


Advances under the Land Act on 
Insolvent Property. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether, in | 
view of the difference of judicial opinion, 
there will be any further appeal as to the | 
legality of advancing public money under 
the Land Act of 1903 as a price of 
insolvent property, irrespective of value, 
with a bonus added to that price, and for 
payment of irrecoverable arrears of rent, 
with a bonus added to their amount ; | 
whether money advanced by the | 
Treasury for payments of this character | 
to any other class or section but Irish | 
landlords ; and whether he can suggest | 
any reason for the indifference of the 
Treasury to these payments except the | 
fact that Irish resources are liable. 


is 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I am not aware 
what difference of judicial opinion is | 
referred to. The latter part of the 
Question is based on a misapprehension. | 
Money is not advanced by the Treasury | 
under the Land Purchase Acts. The 
Land Commission are responsible for the 
making of advances under those Acts, 
having regard to the provisions of the 
same as judicially interpreted. 


Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if the Treasury 
have considered the financial soundness 
or unsoundness of a recent decision of 
the Court of Appeal in Ireland that the | 
more embarrassed tenants are the more 
public money must be advanced for the 
purchase of their insolvent holdings, 
including irrecoverable arrears of rent 
with a bonus added to their amount ; 
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lin Ireland, the 


| have 


| sponsible for advances. 
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will the Treasury appeal against that 


‘decision, or have its effect counteracted 


by administration or by legislation ; and, 


lif not, will he state the financial reasons 
for allowing the system to continue. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : Iam not prepared 
to discuss the matter of opinion in the 
hon. Member's first paragraph. I pre- 
sume that the decision to which he refers 
is that in the matter of Crosbie’s estate ; 
and I understand that no appeal lies, 
The “system ” referred to is that esta) 
lished by the Acts, and it is not the 
province of the Treasurv to interfere 
with the administration of them or 
introduce amending legislation. 


LO 


Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask t] 
Secretary to the Treasury, in view of the 
steady increase of loca] rates and taxes 
growing liabilities upon 
the fund from which those local burdens 
hitherto been relieved, and 
fact that, under the Land Act of 


the 


190%). 


| vendors are being paid eight vears pur- 


chase of rent more than was found under 
previous purchase Acts to be the limits 
of safety for advances, whether the 


| Treasury will in every case’of sale pre 


vent the advance of public money as 
price beyond the value of the thing sold 
as ascertained by official inspection. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Under the Land 
Purchase Act of 1903 the Land Com- 
mission, and not the Treasury, are re- 
I believe higher 
prices are now paid by purchasing tenants 
than under previous Land Purchase Acts, 
but this is the result of the Act. 


Taylorstown Postal Arrangements. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that Taylorstown South, al- 


| beg to 


‘though only 3) miles from the postal 


distributing centre of Toome, in the 
county of Antrim, has a postal delivery 
on only three days in the week, and that 
on the days of delivery, although the 
letters arrive at Toome, before eight in 
the morning, they are not delivered until 
12.15, while in many places, at a greater 
distance from Toome they are delivered 
before 9 a.m.; whether, in view of the 
statement of the Postmaster-General a 
few years ago, that every part of the 
Kingdom was to have a daily delivery of 
letters where practicable, he will take 
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steps to have an early daily delivery at 
Taylorstown ; and whether he will have 
a pillar box erected in a central position 
in the same townland. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I will 
send the hon. Me:nber a reply after the 
necessary inquiries have been made. 


Newcastle West (Limerick) Postal 
Arrangements. 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General if he can 
say why it is that the people of New- 
castle West, in the county of Limerick, 
have now t» post their letters at 7.30 
oclock p.m., while for many years past 
they need not have done so until 9 
oclock pm.; and whether, owing to the 
inconvenience to the public in shortening 
the time for posting, he will take steps 
to have the old arrangement. carried 
out. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I will 
mike inquiry on this subject and will 
communicate the result to the hon. Mem- 
ber. 


Donegal Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. ODOHERTY: [ beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General at what times are the 
mails delivered at Carndonigh, Malin, 
Culdatf, and Moville respectively, every 
day, and what times were the deliveries 
made at the two former places under the 
old mail-car system; whether he will 
state the cause of the change of the 
morning mail from Londonderry with 
the mails; and, in view of the incon- 
venience and loss the business people and 
community in general are subjected to on 
account of insufficient and = late mail 
delivery and despatch, will he take steps 
to have the system of delivery and 
despatch of mails improved at and from 
those places. 


[ beg also to ask the Postmaster- 
General at what times the wails are 
despatched every day from Caradonagh, 
county Donegal; and whether he will 


take steps to have such a mid-day despatch | 
as will enable the business people to avail | 


of the limited mail trom Londonderry. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: IT have | 


called for a Report respecting the 
despatches and deliveries at Carndonagh 
anil district, and on its receipt I will 
acyuaint the hon, Member with the result. 
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NEW MEMBER SWORN, 
Redmond John Barry, esquire, K. C., 
for the county of Tyrone (North Tyrone 
Division). 


NEW BILLS. 


EDUCATION OF AFFLICTED CHILDREN 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

“ To provide for the better Education of 
Afflicted children in Ireland,” presented 
by Mr. Charles Craig ; supported by Mr. 
Moore, Mr. Hugh Barrie, Mr. Lonsdale, 
and Captain Craig ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 15th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 102.] 


CIVIL BILL COURTS (DUBLIN) BILL. 

“To improve the procedure and make 
better provision for discharge of the 
business of the Civil Bill Courts of the 
City and County of Dublin,” presented 
by Mr. John Gordon ; supported by Mr. 
Harrington and Mr. Waldron ; to be read 
a second time upon Wednesday, 10th 
April, and to be printed. [{ Bill 103.} 


BUILDING LANDS (SCOTLAND) BILL, 

“To deal with Building Lands in 
Scotland,” presented by Mr. Munro 
Ferguson ; supported by Mr. Lamont ; 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
9th April, and to be printed. [Bill 104.} 


PRIVILEGES. 

Mr. Attorney-General, Mr. Balfour, 
Mr. Blake, Sir Henry Campbell-Banner- 
man, Mr. Ellis, Sir Henry Aubrey 
Fletcher, and Mr. John Wilson(Durham) 
were nominated Members of the Com- 
mittee of Privileges. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, Papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.— 
(Mr Whiteley.) 
SUPPLY [lltH MArcH}] REPORT. 
Resolutions reported. 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1907-8 
(VOTE ON ACCOUNT). 

“That asum, not exceeding £21,410,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, on account, 


C 
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for or towards defraying the Charges for 
the following Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments for the year ending on the 


31st day of March, 1908, viz. :— 


CIVIL SERVICES. 


Crass IT. 


Colonial Office - z 
Crass IV. 


Scientific Investigation, ete. 
Board of Education — - - 


Cass I, 


Royal Palaces” - - - 
Osborne - - - - 
Royal Parks and Pleasure 
Gardens - - - - 
Houses of Parliament Build- 
ings - - - - 
Salisbury Memorial - - 
Miscellaneous Legal Build- 
ings, Great Britain - - 
Art and Science Buildings, 
Great Britain - - - 


Diplomatic and Consular 
suildings - . - 
Revenue Buildings — - : 
Public Buildings, Great 
Britain - - - . 
Surveys of the United 
Kingdom - 


Harbours under the Board 
of Trade - . - 
Peterhead Harbour - - 
Rates on Government 
Property “ - - 
Public Works and see ty 
Ireland - - : 
Railways, Ireland - - 


Crass II. 


24,000 


7,000,000 


20,000 
5,000 


50,000 
20,000 


50,000 
25,000 


50,000 
210,000 


200,000 
90,000 


15,000 
10,000 


290,000 


95,000 
35,000 


United Kingdom and England :— 


House of Lords Oftices - 
House of Commons Offices - 
Treasury and Subordinate 

Departments - - - 
Home Oftice : f : 
Foreign Office — - - . 
Privy Council Oftice — - - 
Board of Trade - 2 . 
Mercantile Marine Services - 
Bankruptey Department of 

the Board of Trade - - 
Board of Agriculture and 

Fisheries - - - 
Charity Commission - - 


10,000 
20,000 


40,000 
70,000 
24,000 

5,000 
90,000 
52,000 


500 


60,000 
15,000 
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Civil Service Commission - 
Exchequer and Audit De- 
partment - - - 
Friendly Societies Registry - 
Local Government Board 
Lunacy Commission - - 
Mint (including Coinage) - 
National Debt Office - - 
Public Record Office - - 
Public Works Loan Commis- 
sion . - . - 
Registrar General’s Office - 
Stationery and Printing — - 
Woods, Forests, &e., Office of 
Works and Public Buildings, 
Otlice of - - - - 
Secret Service - - - 


Scotland :— 


Secretary for Scotland, Office 

of << 
Fishery Board - : - 
Lunacy Commission — - - 
Registrar General's Office - 
Local Government Board - 


Ireland :— 


Lord - Lieutenant’s House- 
hold - - - : 
Chief Secretary’s Offices and 
Subordinate De spartments 
Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction 
Charitable Donations and 
Bequests Office - ~ 
Local Government Board — - 
Public Record Office - - 
Public Works Office 
Kegistrar General’s Office - 
Valuation and Boundary 
Survey - = - - 


Crass IIL. 
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£ 
17,000 


25,000 
3,000 
85,000 
5,000 


5) 
6,000 
10,000 


500 
15,000 


330,000 


8,000 


34,000 
40,000 


25,000 
5,000 
2,500 
1,500 
5,000 


2,000 
10,000 
90,000 

1,000 
30,000 

2,000 
16,000 


5,000 


7,000 


United Kingdom and England :— 


Law Charges — - - - 
Miscellaneous Legal Ex- 

penses - - - - 
Supreme Court of Judicature 
Land Registry - - - 
County Courts - - - 


| Police, England and Wales - 


Prisons, England and the 
Colonies . - - 
Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools, Great Britain = - 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic 
Asylum - - - 


30,000 


28,000 
140,000 
16,000 


15,000 


320,000 


130,000 


12,000 
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Scotland :— £ 
Law Charges and Courts of 

Law : - - - 30,000 
Register House, Edinburgh 15,000 
Crofters Commission - - 2,000 
Prisons - - - - 35,000 

Ireland :— 
Law Charges and Criminal 

Prosecutions - - - 25,000 
Supreme Court of Judica- 

ture, and other Legal 

Departments. - - - 43,000 
Land Commission - - 100,000 
County Court Officers, &e. 45,000 
Dublin Metropolitan Police 60,000 
Roval Irish Constabulary — 660,000 
I'risons + - - - 52,000 
Reformatory and Industrial 

Schools - - - - 55,000 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic 

Asylum - - - - 4,000 


Crass IV. 


United Kingdom and England :— 


British Museum - 60,000 
National Gallery - - 10,000 
National Portrait Gallery. - 3,000 
Wallace Collection — - - 3,000 
Universities and Colleges, 
Great Britain, and Inter- 
mediate Education, Wales 60,000 
Scotland :— 
Public Edneation - - - 850,000 
National Galleries - - 3,000 
Ireland :— 
Public Education - - 760,000 


Endowed Schools Com- 
nissioners - - = 400 
National Gallery . - 2,000 
ineen’s Colleges 2,500 
Crass V. 
Consular 


iplomatie and 
Services 

Colonial Services : 2 

lelegraph Subsidies and 
Pacific Cable - - - 


250,000 
350,000 


25,000 


Cyprus (Grant in Aid) - 49,000 
Crass VI. 

Superannuation and Retired 

Allowances - . - 300,000 
Miscellaneous Charitable and 

other Allowances - - 1,150 
Hospitals and Charities, 

Ireland - - : 17,000 
Savings Banks and Friendly 

Societies Deficiencies - — 
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settled. The 
| which was before the House two years 


(Leport). 70 
| Cuiass VII. £ 


| Temporary Commissions — - 28,000 
| Miscellaneous Expenses — - 7,943 
Repayment to the Local 
Loans Fund - : - _ 
Ireland Development Grant 100,000 
Total for Civil Ser- 
vices - - £13,980,000 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Customs - - < - 350,000 
Inland Revenue - - - 830,000 
Post Ottice - - - 6,250,000 
Total for Revenue 
Departments - - £7,430,000 
Grand Total £21,410,000 


Resolution read a second time. 


*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) said that 
about two years ago a Motion was 
moved in the House of Commons calling 
attention to the position of the Royal 
Hibernian Academy in Dublin. That 
Motion was agreed to, and he was glad 
to say it was supported at the time by 
not only the Irish representatives, but 
the representatives from Scotland. A 
Committee of Inquiry was constituted 
immediately after the Motion had been 
accepted by the Government, and the 
importance of an early discussion of the 
Report was all the greater, because 
unfortunately the Committee was not 
unanimous in its report. He himself 
was a member of the Committee, and 
finally three Members decided one way, 
and he and Mr. Justice Madden, a former 
hon. Member of that House, decided 
another way. It was contended that 
the Academy should be given a proper 
site and a proper building by the 
Government, and upon that point Sir 
James Guthrie, President of the Scottish 
Academy, was very clear in his evidence 
before the Committee. He showed that 
the Government had given a site for the 


, Royal Academy in London. The case of 


Scotland was also shown in Sir James 
Guthrie’s evidence, and a Bill was 
brought in in deference to the unani- 
mous wish of the Scottish representa- 
tives with a view to having the question 
of the Scottish Academy satisfactorily 
important consideration 


C 2 
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ago, and which was just as important at 
the present time, was that the Royal 
Hibernian Academy received only £300 
a year from State funds. The Academy 
was established in 1823, and received 
a Charter of Incorporation the same 
as the Royal Academy in London. 
With the exception of that £300 and a 
small sum of £403 that was given in 
1872 to roof one of the galleries, not a 
single penny of State funds had gone to 
the Royal Hibernian Academy. The 
result had been that the Academy 
had not been able to obtain the position 
which the primary art institution of any 
country was entitled to hold. It would 
bo hardly necessary to draw the atten- 
tion of the House to the evidence given 
before the Committee by the fourteen 
witnesses who were asked to what the 
present unfortunate position of the 
Royal Hibernian Academy was due. 
Twelve said it was due to the bad posi- 
tion in which it was situated and to 
the impossibility of the Hibernian 
Academy really being a successful in- 
stitution owing to the small amount of 
State funds coming to it. It was im- 
vossible to call attention to the whole 
of the evidence on that point, and he 
would therefore only refer to the evi- 
dence of those who were not Irishmen, 
ond of those who were officials. Sir James 
tuthrie, the president of the Royal 
Scottish Academy, was asked about the 
accommodation and position and he 
sud— 

“The matter lies at the root of a whole side 
of the national existence, and if its art life is 
not to be stifled by undue centralisation that 
makes all depend upon London, Ireland should 
have a fitting centre for its art workers and art 
lovers to rally round. I do not think the ques- 
tion can be tested in their [the Academy build- 
ings] present position. I think the most im- 
portant feature of all is that they should come 
to such a neighbourhood as this [the neighbour- 
hood of Leinster House] that they may have a 
chance of becoming an element in the life of the 
capital.” 

Sir William Abney was an English 
official sent over six or seven years ago 
to inquire into the position of the Aca- 
demy and on his view the Committee 
based a good deal of their Report. Sir 
William Abney said— 

“Tt is situated now in the worst part of 
Dublin for an exhibition, and people will not 
go there; whereas, if they had it in an im- 
portant part of the city, somewhere near the 
museum for instance, they would have a very 


Mr. Boland. 
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great many more visitors, and I think there 
would be many more purchasers. It is simply 
out of the way, and to be successful it must be 
in the way.” 
Even at that time Lord Plymouth, the 
chairman of the Committee, seemed 
very much impressed with the evidence 
before him, and he asked Sir William— 

“Seeing that the amalgamation which you 
then proposed has not taken place—and I do 
not think it is likely to take place—do you 
think that it would be, not a waste of money, 
but an advisable step to re-house the Academy 
first of all.” 
And his answer was— 

““T have not the slightest doubt about that; 
it ought to be re-housed.” 
Those gentlemen unconnected with Ire- 
land, who had had a chance of seeing the 
position of the buildings and the state 
they were in, gave it as their deliberate 
opinion that the Royal Hibernian Aca- 
demy had not been given a chance of 
success because of the position of the 
buildings and the smallness of the grant 
from the State. The Report of the 
majority of the Committee was to the 
effect that the Royal Hibernian Academy 
as a teaching centre should be done 
away with. The reference to the Com- 
mittee was to report whether any, and, 
if so, what, means should be taken in 
order to enable the institution of the 
Royal Hibernian Academy and the Metro- 
politian School of Art to serve more effec- 
tively the purposes for which they were 
maintained. The majority Report recom- 
mended that the Royal Hibernian Aca- 
demy as an educational institution should 
cease to exist. It was essential that 
that matter should be discussed, because 
if it had been put to the Committee 
that it might be well for the Academy to 
be destroved altogether different ques- 
tions would have been put to the wit- 
nesses with a very different result. He 
therefore submitted that the teaching 
faculty should not be taken away from 
the Royal Hibernian . Academy. In 
other countries the idea of an academy 
was inseparably bound up with teaching, 
and up to now it had been so with the 
Royal Hibernian Academy. Point was 
given to this view by the evidence of an 
English artist who kindly gave evidence 
before the Committee. Mr. George 
Clausen, A.R.A., said— 

** Tf you take away the school from it, it only 
becomes then the same as any other body of 





Uy 


se 


ou 
lo 
yu 
Vy 


ly 
of 





73 Supply 


exhibiting artists, and it has no raison d’etre as } 


an Academy.” 


Another important consideration arose 
on tha‘, viz., whether the State 
would be justified in acting on the 
majority Report and thereby depriving 
the Academy of its teaching functions. 
That would go to the root of the present 
State grant which it had received ever 
since it had existed. Since 1832 out 
of the grant from the State the Academy 
had devoted £250 to the life school, re- 
serving only £50 for the maintenance 
and upkeep of the buildings. It was 
true that the grant was not given con- 
ditionally on the teaching being upheld, 
but it seemed to him that if the teach- 
ing function was abolished the Treasury 
might come down and say, the teaching 
having been given up, there was no 
reason for a grant to keep up an institu- 
tion which served only as an exhibition for 
artists. It was for that reason,as well 
as many others that he took this strong 
point. The Art Union of Ireland, the 
Institute of Architects and the Royal 
Hibernian Academy itself had passed 
resolutions strongly protesting against the 
majority Report, and a petition had been 
presented against it. In that petition 
were the names of four governors of 
the National Gallery of Ireland, who 
were men experienced in the art life of the 
country, and, so far as he knew, there 
had been no public expression of opinion 
in favour of the majority Report. If 
anyone read the majority and minority 
teports they must come to the con- 
clusion that the minority were absolutely 
justified in their Report which would 
give the Royal Hibernian Academy a 
new building and a new site in order to 
carry on its work successfully. Of all 
the recommendations of the majority 
Report the most serious was that, when 
the teaching was taken away from the 
Academy one art school, the Dublin 
Metropolitan School of Art, alone should 
remain. During the last two years that 
school had been deprived of its head- 
master, as the vacancy had not been filled 
up, and the Treasury had gained in con- 
sequence. When the majority Report 
advised that only one such school should 
be maintained they suggested an ar- 


2ble. In the constitution of the outside 


committee three members were to be! 
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nominated by the Department, three 
by the Royal Hibernian Academy, two 
by the Lord-Lieutenant, and one director 
of the National Gallery—nine in all. 
Those in Ireland who were acquainted 
with advisory committees were of opinion 
that such a committee would break 
down in a very short time, and the whole 
management would be thrown into the 
hands of the Department. It was 
because he saw the impossibility of the 
scheme of the majority of the Committee 
being worked that he strongly opposed, 
as he believed did the public opinion of 
Ireland, the Report’s being adopted. It 
had struck him very much indeed, in 
reading the majority Report, to see that 
a certain amount of reliance for their 
opinion was placed upon the evidence 
given before the Committee by one or 
two artists. They relied on the evidence 
of Mr. William Orpen, an artist well- 
known, not only in Ireland, but in Eng- 
land, who was very insistent upon the 
point that it was impossible to expect that 
a body of artists should be controlled by 
He said it 
was absurd to have artists controlled 
by a Depar ment of Agriculture: le: the 
artists control themselves. Sir James 
Guthrie pointed out that the Scottish 
system was absolutely unworkable, and 
that the Scottish artists, under the Board 
of Manufactures, were absolutely con- 
trolled and unable to free themselves 
and work for themselves. The evidence 
given before the Committee was that if 
they wished to encourage fine art they 
must not tie down artists by putting 
them under a Government Department. 
If it happened in London that the Royal 
Academy could be thwarted and held 
in bondage by a Government Department, 
he was perfectly certain that its success 
would not be such as it was. Mr. Justice 
Madden and he, in presenting their 
Report, pointed out clearly that, with 
the exception of the official witnesses 
brought before the Committee, practically 
no support was given to the recommenda- 
tions now put forward in the majority 
Report. But Mr. Fletcher, one of the 
officials, was asked by the chairman the 


: | following question— 
rangement which was absolutely unwork- | 


‘*Ts there room in Dublin for some other 
school of teaching for professional artists, such, 
for instance, I will put it, as a strong Royal 
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Hibernian Academy School, side by side with | 
the Metropolitan School of Art.” 


Mr. Fletcher answered— 

“T think there is. The difficulty I see at the 
moment with regard to that is the paucity of 
properly prepared students, but I think there is 
ample room for that or for other effort of that 
character, strengthened as far as it is possible 
to strengthen it.” 


So even one of the official witnesses, 
on whom the majerity relied, when 
asked whether it was advisable to 
have a second school in Dublin, said 
undoubtedly it was, and that the institu- 
tion should be strengthened as far as 
it possibly could be. The majority of the 
Committee further relied on the evidence 
brought forward about the regrettable 
position of the Academy, and the fact 
that it was not in a flourishing condition, 
and that its teaching had not been up 
to the standard which should have been 
looked for. But, as two of the witnesses 
pointed out, it was not merely in excel- 
lence of teaching that they got success or 
skill; it was in the influence which 
clever and capable students exercised 
on one another that they had the real 
foundation of success and skill. If the 
remarks which the majority of the Com- 
mittee quoted in support of their findings 
were carefully examined, and especially 
the evidence of Mr. James Brenan, for 
many years a director of the Metropolitan 
School of Art, it would be seen that 
the highest teaching was not in itself 
so absolutely essential to the success of 
the school, because the influence which 
students had upon one another was of 
the greatest value in creating a good 
school of art. Mr. Brenan, for example, 
said— 

“One of the most important factors in the 
education of the students of an academy is the 
effect on them of the students with whom they 
are working. There is more to be learned from 
working with other clever students than people 
imagine—it is amazing what influence a clever 
student has in a school.” 


And Mr. Yeats, the well-known writer 
and an art student in his early days, 
said— 


“A student learns more from his fellow- 
students than he does from his teacher. If 
there is a good teacher, so much the better ; 
but the only teacher a student can learn from 
is a good creative artist, because there is no | 
teaching worth anything except the infection 
rom a creative mind.” 


Mr. Boland. 
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These two witnesses were strongly for 
the necessity ofa teaching academy. But 
there were other reasons why they in Irc- 
land had reason to object to the Report of 
the majority of the Committee, and to 
express their hope that the Government 
would not act upon the majority 
Report, but, after examining the evidence, 
put aside any prepossessions they might 
have for what he might call official views, 
and see if they could not possibly do somc- 
thing to put the Royal Hibernian Academy 
in a proper position. Their reasons were 
that if they centralised everything in 
London, if they made Irish artists in 
pursuit of their profession go to London 
or abroad for their teaching, they did 
awav absolutely with the hope ofa future 
Irish school of art; therefore steps should 
be taken to make the Roval Hiberian 
Academy in Dublin an academy as efficient 
and properly supported as it could possibly 
be. They were not concerned now 
merely with the existing conditions of 
Dublin, which from various causes was no 
longer like London, the capital of a 
country. Dublin had become merely the 
principal town of a province. But he 
had not the least doubt that in the future, 
when she had a University settlement, 
and in a self-governed country, Dublin 
would again become the centre of 
national life, and the Irish people 
would look to the city as the focus of the 
nation. There would be better con- 
ditions for a school of art, and the Royal 
Hibernian Academy would be able to 
flourish and to carry on its useful work. 
At present there were intellectual efforts 
being made which fifteen or twenty vears 
ago were non-existent. The great work 
of the Gaelic League in reviving the Irish 
tongue had also a_ great effect in 
quickening interest in art. It was shown 
already in very many ways, and notably 
at national and local feiseanna where, 
among the features, was a display of 
the works of Irish artists. These efforts 
had been going on for vears. If in a 
moment of aberration the Government, 
as he hoped they would not, were to 
crush out of existence the only academy of 
fine art in Ireland, they would give a 
terrible set back to those intellectual 
influences now at work in creating a 
regular school of Irish art. He begged 
them, therefore, to consider, not only 
what Ireland was entitled to, if England 
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and Scotland were taken into comparison, | ago that post became vacant, and it had 
’ 


but to bear in mind also that Ireland 
was making a claim, not merely for the 
present, but for the future of Irish art. 
He sincerely hoped that when the 


Secretary to the Treasury came to reply | 


he would say that a grant and a site 
would be provided in Dublin for a 
new building for the Royal Hibernian 
Academy and to enable that institution 
to fulfil the objects for which it was 
established three-quarters of a century 
ago. He formally moved to reduce the 
vote by £100. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘£21,410,000,’ and to insert 
§£21,409,900.’ "—(Mr. Boland.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘That ‘£21,410,000’ 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


Mr. GWYNN (Galway) said it was im- 
portant to consider the suitability or the 
unsuitability of the present site upon 
which the Royal Hibernian Academy 
was housed. The movement of the popu- 
lation of Dublin had left the present 
building stranded, and it was now on the 
wrong side of the river. In London, he 
thought the site of the Tate Gallerv had 
been against the fulfilment of the original 
purpose for which it was founded. The 
essential point at issue was not whether 
they should have a new site for the 
Academy or spend a great deal of money 
improving the present building, but 
whether they should preserve in Ireland 
a froe institution for the teaching of art. 
The Report of the Committee which 
inquired into the question advocated the 
abolition of the Royal Hibernian Aca- 
demy as a teaching body, and the 
Metropolitan School of Art was to take 
up the teaching functions which at 
present were discharged by the Hibernian 
Academy. It was interesting to consider 
how the Metropolitan School of Art was 
administered. It was under the charge 
of the Department of Argiculture and 
Technical Instruction, which at the 
present moment had so wide a range 
of duties that its attention could not be 
advantageously distributed over all the 
various departments of life which came 
within its scope. Provision had been 
made for a headmistress of art at the 
Metropolitan School of Art. Four years 


not been filled from that day to this. 
The salary had, of course, gone into the 
coffers of the Treasury and had been 
lost to Ireland. Two years ago the 
head teacher at the same institution died, 
and that post had not been filled up. 
There was no reason why temporary 
appointments should not have been 
made in those cases, because there were 
people in Dublin admirably suited for 
the positions. The school would then 
have been properly staffed and the 
money would not have been lost to 
Ireland. There was only about £5,000 
or £6,000 a year being spent on the 
teaching of art in Dublin, and out of that 
sum £700 or £800, so far as he could 
ascertain, had been lost annually to Ire- 
land through those vacant appointments 
not being filled up. The Hibernian 
Academy was not‘all that they wished it 
to be, but he thought it would be more 
watchful over interests of art in Ireland 
than the Department of Agriculture. 
He had read the evidence given before 
the Committee by men of letters and 
artists of note who evidently were not 
so conversant with business methods and 
did not tender their evidence so well as 
those who came forward with cut and 
dried schemes. They were, however, 
all agreed that the Academy should be 
preserved and managed by artists and 
not be given up to officials. Mr. Orpen, 
the well-known artist, spoke with con- 
tempt of handing over the teaching 
of art to the Department of Agriculture. 
There was an alternative proposal to 
delegate the functions of the Academy 
to a committee consisting of a few artists, 
but the bulk of the committee would 
be amateurs and red tape officials. They 
were advocating the continuance of the 
life of the Royal Hibernian Academy, 
which he agreed was now in low water 
in point of talent, but there was always 
the chance of some man of ability coming 
forward who would again make the 
teaching of art in Dublin a reality and a 
living thing. They all knew the late Mr. 
Walter Osborne, who was connected with 
the Academy three years ago. His 
death was most untimely, and he had 
left a great blank in art in Dublin, but 
there was always a chance of another 
man arising. He would therefore appeal 
to the Government not to leave the 
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teaching of art to the Department of 
Agriculture, but allow it to be carried 
on by an association of artists not bound 
by red tape. 


Supply 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Rvwncray, 
Dewsbury) said he had gone care- 
fully into the question of the Royal 
Hibernian Academy. It was founded 
about the year 1823, and since the year 
1832 it had received an annual grant of 
£300. He agreed that £300 a year was 
not a very large sum, but the Academy 
depended more upon the amount of 
money received from exhibitions held 
in its building. A special grant had 
been made upon one occasion, and he 
understood that there had been two or 
three small endowments. He thought 
they might take it that the amount of 
money at the disposal of the Academy 
had never been sufficient for them to 
do anything like establish an art school. 
The attendance at the annual exhibi- 
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tion had gone down from 28,000 people | 


in 1885 to about 9,700 in 1905. 
such conditions no art school could 
possibly flourish. The Committee ap 
pointed to inquire into the present state 
of the Royal Hibernian Academy inquired 
into the question with the sole idea of 
benefiting Irish art. It was certainly the 
wish of the Chief Secretary and himself 
to do all they could to develop Irish 
art in the best possible way. He did 
not know that the hon. Member for 
Kerry could draw a direct parallel either 
from England or Scotland in regard to 
the matter. The English Royal Aca- 
demy was more of a private institution 
and had maintained its independence 
and was altogether free from _ inter- 
ference by the State. He thought it 
was a very happy circumstance that it 
was not controlled by officials or poli- 
ticians. The Glasgow school, which 
was a better parallel, was altogether 
free from State interference, but there 
was no Academy in Glasgow, 


life school was conducted by the school 


Under | 


where the | 


authorities. It had been under the control | 
of the municipality with such assistance | established at the school, and that 
as the students and artists themselves by | there should be an outside committee 
their voluntary services chose to give. | to direct the work of the life school of 
The Board spent far more money for} painting and sculpture, and to select 


dairy farms and fisheries than it was ever | teachers. 
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He wished to know whether it was 
thought that it would not be possible 
to provide a sufficiently good life school. 
He only put that as a purely hypothetical 
question. The question they had to 
decide was whether it was possible in 
Dublin for two life schools to flourish 
side by side. Dublin was not very large, 
nor indeed was all Ireland very large, 
and the number of art students that 
could be trained in a life school must 
of necessity be small. A life school 
was an expensive institution, and he 
was inclined to doubt whether two life 
schools could prosper in the city of 
Dublin. The question was whether the 
Board of Agriculture and _ Fisheries 
should have the whole of its work 
in this drection handed over to the 
Royal Irish Academy or whether the 
reverse should take place. At the 
present time the life school of the Royal 
Hibernian Academy was by no means 
prosperous. He thought the numbers 
in the institution in the last term were 
fifteen women and one man. With such 
a number of students they were not likely 
to have prosperity. His kon. friends 
might consider the possibility of either 
amalgamating or giving up this part 
ofthe work. For his own part he would be 
very glad to see the Royal Hibernian 
Academy in a more prosperous con- 
dition. They had to consider ways 
and means. It was clear that they 
could not afford to keep up the life school 
of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
and that of the Royal Hibernian Academy 
as well. His hon. friend made no refer- 
ence to one of the recommendations, 
namely, to have a gallery of modern art. 
That was outside the Motion now 
before the House, and therefore he would 
not further refer to it. The recommenda- 
tions of the majority had been carefully 
considered. The points were that 
grants should be made out of the 
Votes to render the galleries suitable 
for exhibition; that there should be 
a reconstitution of the Academy in the 
way of amalgamating the life schools; 
that a professorship should _ be 


All he could say at the present 


likely to spend for painting and sculpture. | time was that he looked sympathetically 


Mir. Gwynn. 
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at the position of those behind the Royal { 
Hibernian Academy. But the recom- 
mendations were not such as he could 
accept. He felt that there was something 
more required than the majority seemed 
at realise. He hoped his hon. friends 
would rest satisfied with the assurance 
that he would do all that he could in the 
matter, and if they would be so good as to | 
forward to him and the Irish Government | 
details of such real business-like schemes | 
as they wished to put forward, they would 
receive sympathetic consideration. He | 
would like to point out in passing that 
his hon. friends must not assume that it 
was altogether an easy matter to get a/| 
suitable site in Dub‘in. He understood 
that Sir James Guthrie thought that it | 
would cost something between £15,000 
and £20,000. Might he point out that 
Sir James Guthrie was a Scotsman who, 
so far as he knew, did not know about 
land values in Ireland. He doubted 
whether that estimate would cover 
anything like what was required for both | 
site and building. If his hon. friend 
wished to follow the Scottish precedent, | 
he must remember that the Government 
had not provided a building in Scotland. 
All that they had done was to provide 
a site. He vould be glad if his hon. 
friend submitted a scheme which he 
thought would be approved by the Royal 
Hibernian Academicians and the large 
number of people in Ireland outside of 
the Academy who were interested in 
Irish painting and sculpture. 


Sik THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said he was very glad that they had | 
now an authorised statement that there 
Was no intention on the part of the 
(rovernment to support the majority 
Report of the Committee. He never 
ior a moment imagined that they would 
assent to it. Speaking for himself, he | 
would prefer that all artistic matters | 
should be in the hands of the Royal 
Hibernian Academy, his view being that 
the Board of Agriculture had more than 
enough to do in other directions. The 
idea that a number of well-meaning gentle- 
men should be entrusted with theextremely 
difficult and altogether peculiar work in | 
connection with sculpture and painting 
was quite beyond his comprehension. 
What was really wanted was the establish- 
ment of a national school of art, and he 


| 
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ido anything for 


| future. 
/and a Scottish school, why should there 


of the reduction. 
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thought that the discussion that day might: 
lead towards that end. If the Irish had 
a Government of their own, one of the 
first things they would do would be to. 
establish an Irish school of art, and endow 
it well and richly. Probably one of the 
first things they would do would be to 
break up the cumbersome administration 
of the Department of Agriculture and 
divide the work among separate depart- 
ments. At all events, «at would be 


‘entitled to a separate Department for 


itself. The Irish had produced good 
painters, and at the present moment there 
were several sculptors of merit in their 
midst. Those who took an interest in 
the intellectual development of Ireland 


/were anxious that the question should 


receive immediate and proper attention. 
They could not suppose that the miserable 
pittance of £300 a year was sufticient for 
the encouragement of art in Ireland. 
What they would like, pending the 


_ arrival of the time when they would be 


allowed to do things for themselves, 
would be to have a fairly generous endow- 
ment of art from the Imperial Parlia- 
ment. Everybody knew how much had 
been done for the promotion of art in 
Edinburgh, Glasgow, Manchester, and 
Liverpool. It was not wise to drive all 
art teaching into one centre. ‘The proper 
thing to do, even in one country, was to 
have various artistic centres. Dublin, as 
the capital of Ireland, should have a 
school of art of its own. Ireland was a 
poor country as compared with England, 


‘and it had not the wealthy and leisured 


class who were to be found on this side 
of the Channel—people who were either 


‘disposed or able in a large degree to 


artistic matters. 
Therefore, the State had special gand 
particular responsibilities in regard to 
Ireland. He thought that was a good 
opportunity for urging the claims of 
Ireland for the establishment of a national 
art gallery. Nothing would tend more 
to the encouragement of Irish art in 
If there was an English school, 


not be an Irish school also? He hoped 
that any proposals which might be-laid 


| before the Government would receive 
/ careful and favourable consideration. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he sup- 
ported the views expressed by the hon. 
Members who had just spoken in support 
The aspect of the case 
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that appealed most strongly to him 
was the absurdity that the school of art 
in Ireland should be under the control of 
the Department of Agriculture. There 
never was in the history of the muddle 
which had characterised English Govern- 
ment in Ireland a greater absurdity than 
that the Department of Agriculture 
should have control of art matters. Its 
functions were so multifarious that one 
was reminded of a character in Gilbert 
and Sullivan’s “ Mikado.” The Depart- 
ment had under its control for some 
years the only art school in Ireland, and 
amongst its other duties were those of 
attending to swine fever, the supplying of 
potatoes, the teaching of science, the super- 
intendence of the National Library and 
Museum, and an infinite variety of other 
matters. In fact no human being, no 
matter how great his acquirements might 
be, could possibly attend to one quarter 
of the matters under the jurisdiction of 
that extraordinary Department. What 
qualification they could be supposed to 
have for the conduct of art schools sur- 
passed his comprehension, unless it was 
that megalomania had taken possession 
of the Department in its desire to obtain 
control over all activities of Irish life. 
What qualification had its officials 
for the selection of masters in art ? 
As the hon. Member for Galway had 
stated, for the last two years the school 
of art in Dublin had been left without 
a head master, a most outrageous con- 
dition of things, entailing a return to the 
Treasury of a portion of the infinitesi- 
mally small amount devoted to the 
teaching of art. No proper excuse had 
ever been offered for the action of the 
Department in not appointing a teacher. 
Perhaps he could suggest the excuse that 
there was not a single man who had an 
atom of qualification for selecting a 
teacher of art. The real truth was that 
the Department was utterly over-burdened 
with work, and it was not managed in a 
way to qualify it to do one fourth or 
one fifth of the work imposed on it. 
Perhaps the failure to appoint a head 
master might turn out in the long run 
to be7a blessing in disguise; because it 
was possible they might ultimately get a 
teacher appointed by people qualified to 
select a proper teacher. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Galway was exceedingly sanguine 
in the matter, but he was not. The 


Mr. Dillon. 
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fate of Dublin was exceedingly sad. A 
century ago it was one of the art capitals 
of Europe, and could hold its own with 
many cities in Europe in its artistic 
achievements. If the art life of Dublin 
had been allowed to develop 
national lines there would have been no 
city in Europe with which it would have 
feared to compete. Dublin had been 
dragged down from its position as thie 
capital of a nation possessed of consider- 
able artistic gifts, and reduced to the 
position of a decaying town. The old 
houses in Dublin were a wonder and 
admiration to those who wandered 
amongst them; and hundreds of the 
best artists of Italy were attracted 
to Dublin a hundred years ago by its 
wealthy citizens to decorate their great 
palaces. Those houses were still a source 
of wonder, although they had fallen into 
decay, and many beautiful works of 
art had been pillaged and brought over to 
Enzland. The Government had gradually 
withdrawn all encouragement for artistic 
effort ; and yet so persistent was the art 
tradition in Dublin that even in spite 
of the discouragement, Irish artists, like 
Mr. Foley, had decorated the city with 
statues which were infinitely superior as 
works of art to those which were 
to be found in London. As 
rolled by, instead of making progress 


on 


vears 


in artistic work, Dublin, under — the 
blight of this extraordinary kind of 
government, had gradually decayed. The 


hon. Member for Kerry had said one oi 
the greatest merits of the Gaelic League 
had been that in the last stage of decay of 
Trish art a movement had arisen among 
the people, which, although in its infancy, 
carried with it the promise of great 
artistic development among the Irish 
people. It would be a most unfortunate 
and cruel thing if that promise were 
blighted by the teaching of art in Dublin 
being placed comple ely under the control 
of a Department wh ch had not the con- 
fidence of the Irish people. He entirely 
supporied the appeal of his hon. friends. 
though he did not profess to have so 
much knowledge of these matters as they 
had. He urgently appealed for sym- 
pathy for the new movement which was 
stirring so widely and so deeply among 
the people in their pathetic desires to 
recover their lost traditions, of which 
they were justifiably proud; and he 
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asked the Financial Secretary to the | 


Treasury, in settling the matter, to see 
that the whole control of art, whatever 
scheme might be adopted, was taken 
out of the hands of the Department 
of Agriculture and put under the control 
of men who knew something about it, 
who would be free from the trammels of 
the Treasury, and who would have a 
fair chance of contributing towards the 
recovery of that glorious element in the 
spiritual life of the nation. 

CORBETT (Down, N.) 


Me. Fo i: 


said he felt it to be a privilege to be, 


in entire agreement with hon. Members 
below the gangway in trying to do some- 
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*Mr. BOLAND said he was perfectly 
‘satisfied with the answer given by 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury, 
and he hoped that the attention which 
the hon. Gentleman would give to the 
claims of Ireland in this respect would 
'meet the case. He had not referred to 
the urgent claims for a modern art 
gallery, as he thought it might not have 
been in order on this Vote, but he trusted 
that the Secretary to the Treasury would 
not lose sight of those claims. He asked 
,leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


| WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 


*SIR 


thing on behalf of art in Ireland. He, University) said there were some points 


had pleasure in the last Parliament in 
supporting the hon. Member who moved 
the reduction, and he thought every 


Irishman owed him a great debt for | 


the earnest and eloquent and whole- 
hearted perseverance he had devoted 
to this cause. He and his colleagues 
entirely agreed in supporting the hon 
Member in what was a reasonable and 
practical proposal. Irishmen were by 
temperament a poetic and _ artistic 
people, and it was not owing to 


any fault or want of natural aptitude, | 


but owing to want of opportunity and 
want of training, that they had not pro- 
duced the large number of artists that 
one would naturally expect them to 
have. He was not sure 
in order in repeating the appeal he made 
unsuccessfully in the last Parliament 
for the circulation on loan of the great 
pictures which belonged to the nation 
as a whole,and which ought not to be 
hoarded up as they were. There were 
accumulations of pictures in all parts 
of Ireland, which, if exhibited, would do 
a great deal towards stimulating the 
growth of the artistic spirit. He only 
Wished the Chief Secretary had been 
present to listen to the appeals that had 
been made, because, although he could not 
trust the Chief Secretary in everything, 
he would trust the artistic side of his 
nature; and he felt sure that however 
hard of heart the Treasury might be, 
the Chief Secretary, with his artistic and 
literary temperament, would have been 
stirred by the appeals which had been | 
made. 


that he was | 


| world. 


to which he wished to draw attention 
before the Res>lution was agreed to. The 
first was as to the character of the teach- 
ing which was apparently allowed to be 
| given on Sundays by the London County 
Council in some schools belonging to 
them. The principle which he had 
always supposed to reign in regard to 
the use of elementary schools had 
been that those schools which were 
built and maintained by public money 
should not be used, except under the 
strictest limitations, for public political 
purposes; and certainly should not be 
used for a definite political propaganda. 
He had also understood that in accord- 
ing the use of those schools, as a local 
authority might well do on days when 
they were not required for secular teach- 
ing, equal treatment should be meted 
out to all forms of religious belief. There 
were, if he was correctly informed, cer- 
tain schools in London in which teach- 
ing of a distinctly Socialistic and secular 
character was given on Sundays. He 
had before him a list of five such schools, 
and he thought that the attention of the 
President of the Board of Education should 
be directed to what had occurred in them. 
He had read a description of such a 
school meeting, and what took place was 
this. The children were ranged in classes. 
The teacher called them comrades and 
said he met them as comrades. Then 
what was called the “roll of builders ” 
was called over, and the children were 
asked to answer to that as_ builders, 
because they were builders of a new 
He himself hoped they would 
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be builders of a new world, but not of 
such a world as was contemplated by 
that instruction. In one of the cases 
of which he read a description, the 
instruction was mainly given by a young 
working man, who was introduced as a con- 
vert. He confessed himself to have been 
a Liberal and to have entertained certain 
religious convictions, but he said he was 
no longer a Liberal but was a Socialist, 
and he informed the class also that he 
had dismissed all religious teaching 
as the rags of a useless superstition. That 
meant that on the religious side the 
teaching of these schools was distinctly 
secular. The hymns that were recited 
or chanted by the children called upon 
them to look for no help from any other 
source, except such as was to be found 
in this world, and entirely through 
themselves. In fact the whole tenour 
of the teaching appeared to be what a 
French Minister described as the object 
of the Secularist Party in France, to 
“tear the light out of Heaven and faith 
out of the heart.” Of course those 
who entertained those opinions and 
desired that teaching, were welcome to 
it, but not, he should imagine, in the 
public elementary schools of the country. 
And where the use of the schools on 
Sunday was granted by the local authority 
he ventured to say that not merely should 
equality be observed between all forms 
of religion, but preference should not 
be shown to a class of teaching which 
enjoined the advantages of having no 


religious belief. He had been in- 
formed of a case in which the vicar 
of a parish inquired of the Local 


Education Authority for London whether 
he could have the use of a school for 
Sunday School purposes, and he was 
informed that he could not have it on 
the Sunday he asked for as the managers 
did not meet for a fortnight ; but on that 
very Sunday the use of the school had 
been granted to this Socialistic Society. 
{An Hon. Memper: Probably leave 
was granted previously.] But he was 
told that the managers did not meet 
for a fortnight, and he naturally presumed 
the school was vacant. On the political 
side the teaching was particularly, 
definitely, and aggressively of a Socialistic 


character. He took two subjects 
which he had seen set forth in the 
catechism which the children went 


Sir William Anson. 
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through on these occasions. One related 
to the feeding of children, and the 
children were asked why the rich objected 
to the feeding of children by the nation; 
and one of the answers was that the rich 
objected because they said it would tend 
to pauperise the parents. Then they 
were asked what was a pauper; and the 
answer was that a pauper was a man 
who could work, but was unwilling to 
work, leading the children to believe 
that the rich were the real paupers 
because they, being able to work, did not 
work, but lived on the labour of others. 
Then the children were asked whether 
there was any other reason in the minds 
of the rich for refusing to support the 
feeding of the children by the nation 
other than the pauperising of the parents ; 
and the answer the children were taught 
to give was :—“ The rich think that if 
the children of the working class are 
better fed and become better educated 
they would become more independent 
and demand a higher wage.” That 
seemed to be an attempt to inculcate 
in the minds of the children the idea 
that those who were better of? than them- 
selves deliberately rejoiced in the starva- 
tion of the poor, because if they were 
better fed and brought up they would be 
able to demand a higher wage. The 
children were taught that everybody who 
was. better off, better educated, and 
seemed more comfortably circumstanced 
than themselves wasanenemy,. He held 
that teaching of that sort was most 
pernicious. There was one other little 
bit in one of these catechisms which he 
would like to commend to the notice 
of the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion: it turned upon wages. The ques- 
tion and answer ran :—“ If the masters 
had their way, to what level do you 
think they would reduce your father’s 
wages?” «To the level of the China- 
man’s.” ‘Has this been attempted ? ~ 
“Yes ; inSouth Africa, where they employ 
Chinamen instead of white men.” The 
comment which he had seen made upon 
that portion of the catechism was that 
this well-known piece of mendacity had 
never been more concisely put. He 
thought that teaching of tha’ kind should 
not be given in these schools on a Sunday 
afternoon to the children of the poor. 
He would like to ask with what authority 
was that teaching given to children, and 
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did their parents desire it? Of course, 
if they did, they were welcome to it 
elsevhere hain in he school; but he 
really doubted whether the parents knew 
of the character of the teaching given. 


All the parents knew probably was that | 
on a Sunday afternoon their children were | 


in a clean and comfortable place. He 

ould like also to ask if the ratepayers 
knew of the teaching, and did they 
approve of the use of the schools, 
built with their money, for the purpose 
of putting such ideas into the minds of | 
the children of London. 
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*Str WILLIAM ANSON urged that 


surely the Board of Education, as it 
| first of all allowed the building to be 
| erected at the public expense, had some 
| control over it; and if a local authority 
or the managers turned their schools 
during the time they were not being used 
/as public elementary schools into places 
used for political or other purposes unsatis- 
factory to the ratepayers, he thought the 
Board of Education might very properly 
intervene and ascertain whether it was 
the managers or the local authority 


| themselves who were at fault in the matter, 


'and intimate that the continuance of 


THe PRESIDENT or toe BOARD 
or EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- | 
mouthshire, N.): May I ask how the | 
hon. Baronet makes his remarks ger- 
mane to the Vote ? 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said he was | 
asking the President of the Board of | 
Education to pay some attention to | 
some matters within his Department, and 
he wished to know by what authority the | 
schools were lent for this purpose. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman could | 
inquire on what terms the use of the | 
schools was granted on a Sunday after- | 
noon without the sanction of the rate- | 
payers. They were public schools, and a 
public authority ought not to allow such | 
things to go on if they were not satis- 
factory to the ratepayer. They ought | 
not to allow to be taught in public | 
schools propaganda of that kind of which | 
he was sure the ratepayer would not | 
approve. If a school was improperly | 
used for that purpose he thought it was | 
the duty of the Board of Education to 
ascertain by whose authority it was 
done, and if they found that it was 
sanctioned by the local authority or the 
managers, the President might state that | 
if the policy was continued it might lead | 
to the withdrawal of the grant. | 


Mr. MCKENNA: Can the hon. Baronet 


tell me of any such power in the Board ¢ 


*Stir WILLIAM ANSON replied that 
the President of the Board of Education 
had great power in regard to reducing 
or withdrawing a grant. 





Mr. McKENNA: To a public elemen- 
tary school ? 


such conduct might lead to the with- 
drawal of the grant. 


Mr. MCKENNA: I am only asking 
for information from the hon. Baronet. 
Can he tell me of any powers which 
the Board have to do what he speaks of ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said his strong 
impression was that the President would 
find that he had such powers; but what 
he was doing was to invite his attention 
to what he conceived to be the public 
scandal of public elementary schools being 
used for the purpose he had de:cribed, and 


| he was asking the right hon. Gentleman 


to inquire into the matter to see if these 
things took place, under whose authority 


| they were done, and to use such powers as 


the Board of Education possessed to 
bring such a scandal to an end. He 
had not heard of the scandals occur- 
ring elsewhere than in London, and he 
hoped the education authority, as now 
constituted, would take care that such 
things did not take place elsewhere. 
The matter was one which was properly 
brought before the House, and he hoped 
the President would use such powers as 
he had to bring the scandal to an end, 
Another matter on which the House 
ought to have further information had 
reference to the newly-constituted Welsh 
Department. He wished to know why 
the Chief Inspector in Wales was to 
receive £1,200 a year, while the English 
chief inspectors got only £1,000. In 
addition he also desired to know what 
were the relations between the Chief 
Secretary of the Welsh Department and 
the Permanent Secretary at Whitehall. 
The practical interpretation of the Code, 
he pointed out, rested with those who 
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carried on the current business of the 
Department, and it was only in the 
cases when more difficult questions arose 
that they came before the President. 
He was anxious to be assured by the 
President of the Board of Education 
that there would be even and consistent 
administration of the law in England and 
in Wales. They were aware, he thought, 
that the Welsh Secretary,newly appointed, 
was not a special friend of the voluntary 
schools; and they also knew that some 
of the Welsh local authorities imposed a 
different standard of building and equip 
ment on voluntary schools and on council 
schools. They insisted peremptorily on 
sanitary improvements and the like being 
carried out in voluntary schools, while 
they were somewhat lax in carrying out, 
even at the instance of the Board of 
Education, similar improvements in their 
own schools. That was the case in 
Carnarvonshire. He was told that now 
the local authority for Anglesey was 
expressing a consciousness that their 
council schools were far from what they 
should be, and were suggesting that 
the necessary improvements should be 
extended over a series of years. He 
did not quarrel with that. So long as 
the schools were not unfit for the 
habitation of children, he did not wish 
that local authorities should have thrown 
upon them excessive burdens by insistence 
on improvements not urgent; but he 
asked that, as in England so in Wales, 
the requirements in the case of voluntary 
schools should march pari pussu with the 
requirements in council schools. It 
was not right that in voluntary schools 
sanitary improvements and the like should 
be insisted upon without delay while in 
the council schoolsso much latitude was 
given. He wished, in conclusion, to 
refer to the compulsion imposed on some 
local authorities as to the teaching of the 
Welsh langnage. That might produce 
considerable hardship in cases where the 
parents were not Welsh, and where, as 
the children did not hear Welsh spoken 
at home, they were practically taking an 
additional subject in the form of a foreign 
language. He asked that the complaints 
of parents cn that point should receive 
attention, and that freedom should be 
allowed in respect of that instruction. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) said he wished to criticise the 
action of the secondary schools branch 
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of the Board of Education, which had 
for many years been marked by an 
undemocratic spirit and by a want of 
sympathy with the desire to place higher 
education within the reach of all children 
who were qualified or anxious to receive 
it. That unsympathetic spirit of the 
secondary school management had cul- 
minated in the publication under peculiar 
circumstances of a Report of the Con- 
sultative Committee. The Board of 
Education had referred to that Committee 
certain specific questions relating to higher 
elementary schools; but the Committee 
had gone far beyond the terms of 
reference, and had seemed to lay down 
in their Report what they thought should 
be the educational future of the children 
of the poor. They seemed to suggest 
that secondary schools should be kept 
exclusive and select, and that very few, 
if any, of the children of the poor should 
be admitted to them. It appeared to be 
suggested to parents of those children 
and to sympatnetic local authorities who 
desired to erect secondary schools that 
their ambition should be limited to the 
higher elementary school. The Board of 
Education had adopted the extraordinary 
course of suppressing the names of 
witnesses and the text of the evidence 
they gave. The Board of Education took 
that action entirely on its own initiative ; 
nobody suggested it should be done. 
There were many statements in the 
Report which ought not to have been 
launched under the cover of anonymity, 
such as one attributed to “a witness 
of long experience whose opinion was 
entitled to weight,” that certain moral 
qualities were to-day far less commonly 
found among the working classes than 
they used to be thirty years ago. Equally 
weighty evidence could be adduced to 
the opposite effect. The constitution or 
reconstitution of that Committee, which 
was almost exclusively academic, and, 
although it had three women upon it, 
had no representative of working women, 
should receive immediate attention. 


Mr. MCKENNA was understood to 
say he was already attending to it. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL was extremely 
glad to hear that, and hoped care 
would be taken that extra representa- 
tion was given to labour, co-opera- 
tive and friendly societies, and organ- 
isations of that kind. He urged that 
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the policy of the Education Depart | 
ment should be to encourage as far as | 
possible the common education of all | 
classes in elementary schools, and to | 
secure that the secondary schools were | 
in direct relation with the elementary | 
schools. In that respect Wales was far | 
ahead of England. The number of | 
scholars in recognised schools in receipt 
of grants from the Board of Education 
in 1904-5 was 94,000, of whom more 
than 32,000 were in forms below those | 
taking the approved course. That meant 
that more than one-third of the children | 
ediicated in those subsidised schools were 
really in preparatory classes ; in other 
words, receiving elementary education 
under socially exclusive conditions. He 
might further point out that the 
policy of the Education Department 
i. that regard was imitated by local | 
elucation authorities throughout the 
country. In many cases grants in- 
tended to be devoted to secondary 
education were really applied to prepara- 
tory or elementary education, and had 
heen so, as he knew, in the case of the 
London County Council itself. 
made a grant of £10,000 to a secondary 
and that school immediately 
proceeded with the money to set up 
a kindergarten department. That 
sufficiently established his point, that 
the monev given for secondary education 
was really applied to a very different 
purpose, namely, preparatory and ele- 
mentary education. The effect of the 
Report, and also the policy of the 
Secondary Schools Branch of the Educa- 


S ‘hool, 


tion Department, had been to discourage | 


the creation of public secondary schools. 
When the local education authorities 
proposed to provide free secondary schools 
the Edueation Department insisted that 
at least £3 a year per scholar should be 
charged, and that only one school place 
in four should be free. It was said that 
it was not necessary that secondary 
schools should be free, because the 
scholarship system placed higher educa- 
tion within the reach of all who could 
profit by it. He thought the Education 
Department had not been well advised 
in discouraging the municipal author- 
from erecting secondary schools. 
He pointed out that the present 


ities 


They | 
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s-holarships scheme was of a very meagre | 


character. A few months ago they 
had a Parliamentary Return showing 
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the extent of the provision which the 
scholarship scheme; made throughout 
the country, and he found that in many 
places, at all events, the provision was 
utterly inadequate. For instance, Aston 
Manor had one scholarship for 12,858 
children; East Ham none for 19,191: 
none for 20,141; and 
26,871. More- 
over, in many places, the scholarships 
were subject to the condition that the 
holder should pledge himself to become 
a teacher. The imposition of such a 
condition seriously detracted from 
the value of a scholarship. Further, 
the children of the poor did not, to any 
appreciable extent, obtain scholarships 
secondary schools. Therefore 


ditions which at present attached to it, 
at all events did not effect what was 
sometimes contended for it, that it 
provided an opportunity for the higher 
education of all children of the poor 
who had real ability to make good use 
Another question to which he 
desired to call the right hon. Gentleman’s 
attention was the fact that some 
students, at all events, had been refused 
idmission to the schools and colleges 
on the ground of their social status. 
They had had a case only the other day 
of a pupil teacher who on the ground 
of social status was refused admission 
to the Training College at Cheltenham, 
which was subsidised from public funds. 


He did not think that would be 
denied. It seemed to him a monstrous 
|thing that an institution, subsidised 


with public money, should presume to 
exclude a student on such a ground. 


The right hon. Gentleman had _= said 
that under the existing rules there 
was no power to interfere, but he 


would verv shortly be preparing a new 
code of rules for secondary schools 
and he hoped he would take good care to 
secure that it should not be possible 
in any future case for such a gross 
scandal as that at Cheltenham to be 
repeated. He hoped his right hon. 
friend’s passing to his new office would 
have the effect of introducing a more 
lemocratie spirit into the Secondary 
Schools Branch of the Board of Education, 
and that they would see in future more 
sympathy exhibited by that branch to 


secondary schools. He thought it was 
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the desire both of the House and of the 
country that there should be ample 
provision made for the higher and the 
highest education of the children of the 
poor who were prepared to make good 
use of it. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) said 
that, sometimes, when he listened to 
debates in the House he thought what a 
great opening there might be for a Party 
who adopted as their watchword “ Eng- 
land for the English.” They were per- 
petually being told that none but Scots- 
men were to be employed in Scotland ; 
none but Welshmen in Wales, and none 
but Irishmen in Ireland. But he had 
never yet heard, and he was surprised 
that they should not hear it—he made 
no reference to the Treasury Bench— 
a similar declaration with regard to 
English appointments. Referring to 
the question of secondary education 
in Wales, whether this was an accurate 
statement, he understood that under 
the Intermediate Education Act Wales 
got for s-condary education a special 
grant, and in addition a _ share of 
the general grant given for education in 
Great Britain. English secondary edu- 
cation had been content as was usual 
with only a share of the second of 
these grants, and had had _ nothing 
analogous to the first grant. Yet he was 
told that the purposes for which Wales 
got a double set of grants were sub- 
stantially, if not altogether, similar to 
those for which the English authorities 
received only a single set of grants. If 
that were so, it was an injustice to 
England, which was at least equal to the 
injustices to other parts of the Kingdom 
of which they sometimes heard so 
much. For the first time they had to 
consider the creation of a special Welsh 
Department. The subject required careful 
attention from the House. It was 
certainly not going to be a cheap 
proceeding. There would be a Chief 
Inspector at £1,200 a year, though no 
other inspector had more than £1,000. 
It was true that the Welsh Chief Inspector 
had under his control a certain amount 
of secondary education. 


Mr. McKENNA: The whole of it. 


Lorp R. CECIL said that, on the other 
hand, he had an infinitely smaller number 
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of elementary schools—something like a 
tenth of the public elementary schools 
which a similar officer had to deal with 
in England. And the new Chief of the 
Welsh Department, not to be outdone 
by his colleague and compatriot, had 
also £1,200 a year, and was put over a 
separate district—for it was nothing 
more—of the education of Wales. An 
assistant secretary got only £900 a year 
for dealing with a similar district in 
England, whereas he would have £1,200 
for dealing with similar districts in 
Wales. He understood that these 
gentleman had been imported into the 
office, and the only excuse offered for 
their importation was that they were 
Welshmen. He was quite sure that the 
right hon. Gentleman would not say 
that there were not perfectly qualiied 
persons in the Education Department 
at that moment to discharge the duties 
of the Welsh Department. On the con- 
trary, these Welsh gentlemen, what- 
ever their qualifications might be, had 
had no experience whatever of the 
administration of the Education Depart- 
ment, and he heard that one of them 
had some difficulty in expzessing him- 
self in the Welsh language. He wished 
to know if a third official who was to 
be imported into the Education Depart- 
ment was also a Welshman, and if 
so, who he was, and what his duties and 
his salary would be. That was the 
financial side of the question; he wished 
to draw attention to a different aspect. 
The new Department would exercise in 
regard to Wales the duties which the 
present Education Department  exer- 
cisedin regard to England. It would act 
quite independently of the Permanent 
Secretary of the Education Department. 
It was to have all the ordinary juris- 
diction of the Department and was 
responsible alone to the right hon. Gentle- 
man. What were the duties of the 
Education Department material to the 
present discussion? They were multi- 
farious. One of the duties was to 


/act in a quasi-judicial capacity when- 


ever matters of complaint were brought 
forward by managers or others in- 
terested in public elementary education. 


_More particularly they had to decide 


between the managers and the local 
education authorities. That was a 
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power specifically given to the educa- | but he would like to remind the House 


tion authority by Section 7 of the Act 
of 1902. It was a power which was 
often invoked, and it was of the 
utmost importance that it should be 
discharged and administered impartially, 
and without any suspicion 
It was not enough that the decision 
should be given impartially; it must 
be given by men who commanded 
universal confidence. It was of the 
first importance in regard to this 
Welsh Department that they should 
select gentlemen who were known to 
be absolutely impartial, and who would 
enjoy the confidence of the managers of 
the non-provided schools, and those 
interested in that particular department 
of public elementary education. He 
wished to ask whether those conditions 
had been fulfilled or not. The Chief 
Inspector would not have those duties 


of bias. | 


so much thrust upon him, because he | 
would be more of an executive officer, 


but he was an ex-Radical candidate. 
[MINISTERIAL cries of “Oh, oh!”’] 


Mr. MCKENNA: He was a Member. 


Lorp ROBERT CECIL: Yes, he was 
a Radical Member, but no doubt he 
possessed other qualifications. The other 
gentleman who had been appointed was 
without doubt a man of great ability, 
but as a matter of fact he was a Radical 
representative and the Chairman of 
the Denbighshire County Council. He 
would remind the House that that was one 
of the county councils which joined with 
the right hon. Gentleman who now pre- 
sided over the Education Department 
and the President of the Board of Trade 
in what was known as the Welsh Revolt. 
He was, therefore, not surprised to read 
in the Manchester Guardian, which was 
regarded in the district as the organ 
of the Liberal Government, these words— 


| conspiracy to evade the law. 


what the situation really was. In the 
great majority of the county councils of 
Wales there was a strong majority 
elected because they were hostile to the 
Church of England schools in the Princi- 
pality. The function of the Edu- 
cation Department would be to hold the 
balance even between the voluntary 
schools and the local education author- 
ities, when the latter attempted to oppress 
the former. The House was probably 
familiar with what had been happening 
in Swansea, where the local authority 
had over and over again avowedly 
attempted to treat the Church of England 
and the Roman Catholic schools there 
with gross injustice, but had _ been 
restrained by the interference of the 
Education Department. What confi- 


dence could the managers of such 
schools have in a gentleman whose 
record was such as hehad indicated 


to the House? He did not know whether 
hon. Members were aware of what the 
Welsh Revolt amounted to. It was a 
I had three 
principal objects, but its avowed object 
was, if possible to squeeze the voluntary 


'schools out of existence, and it proposed 


to accomplish that by three different 
methods. In the first place, it resolved 


| that no rate should be levied in favour 


|} membered that that 


“The appointment of Mr. A. T. Davies as | 


Permanent Secretary is a guarantee that a 
policy of resolute administration will be pur- 
sued with respect to the elementary schools, 
and that the county councils may rely upon 
staunch support from Whitehall in their efforts 
to establish effective public control over every 
type of school with which they have to deal. 
Mr. Davies’ record as an active member of 
the Denbighshire 
gressive Welsh educationists.”’ 

{MinisteRIAL cheers.] Those cheers 
were not at all unexpected by him, 


VOL. CLXXI. [FourtH SErigs.] 


It would be re- 
course was con- 
sidered by an English county council, 
who went to the extent of obtaining lega! 
opinion on the subject. Of course they 
were told that it was illegal and the 
matter was dropped. There was a 
modification of the policy of that plan 
known as the Cardiff policy, which was 
adopted at a great meeting presided 
over by the President of the Board of 
Trade, and the President of the Board 
of Education was on the platform. 
It was proposed at that meeting that 
they should cease to maintain all schools 


of voluntary schools. 


if the Default Act was put into 
operation. The third method was to 
impose upon voluntary schools such 


heavy building requirements as they 
would not be able to fulfil and in conse- 


2 A : : quence of which they would cease to exist. 
Education Committee is | gree le wie webiste 
such as to inspire the confidence of all pro-| Hab Was tne Pouc! ? 


present President of the Board of Edu- 
tion and another Cabinet }Minister were 
identified, and now they had appointed as 


D 














99 Supply 


Secretary of the Welsh Department a third 
gentleman identified with the same policy. 
That was a great misuse of political 
power. [MinistertAL laughter.] He 
did not think hon. Members opposite 
would laugh if such a thing were done by 
a Conservative Government, and thev 
might search the records of Conser- 
vative Governments in vain for a similar 
state of affairs. [MINISTERIAL cries of 
“Oh, oh!”] He was sure it would 
be difficult to find two Cabinet Min- 
isters connected with a conspiracy to 





evade the law forming part of a Govern- | 


ment which appointed a_ permanent 
official who had also been connected with 
the same policy. It was impossible for 
voluntary schools to have any degree 
of confidence in the impartiality of such 


an official He strongly protested 
against the creation of this Depart- 


ment at a very considerable expense, 
and under the circumstances it would 
certainly be regarded by the country 
and by Wales as a_ mere 


rewarding the political associates of the | 


Government. 


*Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex, 
Brentford) called attention to the im- 
portance of including hygiene and temper- 
ance in the Education Code. 
necessity had been fully realised by 
the medical profession, and the heavy 
‘(leath-rate among children conclusively 
proved that something ought to be 
done in that direction. They felt that a 
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deal with the question on behalf of their 
profession. No less than 15,000 doctors 
had signed petitions asking Parliament 
to make the teaching of hygiene and 
temperance compulsory. 


am afraid the 
Member ig 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I 
matter to which the 
now referring is more a matter for legisla- 


hon. 


| tion. 


means of | 


| 


| 


| efficient manner. 
Its | 


large number of deaths occurred which | 


could be prevented and that a much larger 
number of children ought to be raised 
to health and maturity in this country. 
tT 5 P : 

They had had a report from a Depart- 
mental Committee upon physical deteri>r- 


ation, from which they learned that there | 


were three ereat factors 
degeneration and affecting 
tions of the community, viz. housing, 
the food of the people, and alcohol. 
¥rom every point of view he thought 
it was high time that the Board of 
Htucation should take steps to do 
what it could to remedy this unhappy 
and unsatisfactory state of affairs. Only 
vesterday they had had a Conference up- 
stairsat which they received a deputation 
c nsisting of some of the leading men in 
the medical profession upon this interest- 
ing subject, and they asked the House to 


Lord Robert Cecil. 


large sec- 


causing | 
| activities. 


*Dr. RUTHERFORD explained that 
what he desired was that the teaching 
of hygiene and temperance should be 
included in the Code under discussion. 


| Thev wanted a medical bureau established 


to guide and help the Board of Education 
not only in regard to this matter but in 


regard to other important subjects. 
There was a medical bureau attached to 
the Local Government Board, and _ he 


thought it was high time they should 
have one attached to the Board of 
Education. The teaching of hygiene and 
temperance was being done voluntarily 
in a portion of the country, but it was 
verv meagre for want of funds, and it 
was so small that they felt the subject 
ought to be tackled by the Board of 
Education in a more thorough and 
If hon. Members con- 
sidered what other countries were doing 
they would find that this country was a 
long way behind, and in fact was in the 
position of a third-rate Power in this 
respect. France and the United States, 
as well as the majority of our Colonies, 
already had compulsory teaching on 
these great subjects. If such a_ policy 
was adopted in this country it would 
be to the advantage of the teachers as 
well as the scholars. The children would 
be interested in the demonstrations and 
experiments which were calculated to 
enlighten and stimulate their mental 
The teachers had welcomed 
the subjects in every school in which 
they had been taught up to the present. 
Thev had been told that the Code was too 
big already, and that no further subjects 
could be added to it, but surely some 
of the subjects of less value to the 
children, to the parents and to the 
nation might be struck out in favour 
of hygiene and temperance. He hoped 
the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion would avail himself of _ this 
golden opportunity of making some 
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changes in the important direction which 
he had indicated. 


Mr. McKENNA: [am sorry to inter- 
vene between some of my hon. friends and 
the House, but as a great number of topics 
have been raised it is more convenient 
that I should reply to some of them at 
once. The hon. Baronet the Member for 
Oxford University opened the discus- 
sion by referring to the socialistic and 
secularist teaching in cer-ali council 
schools. If he had said council school 
buildings his statement would have been 
more exact, because the buildings are the 
property not of the Board of Education, 
but of the local education authority. I 
interrupted the hon. Baronet and asked 
him if he could inform me what powers I 
possessed to prevent the state of things 
of which he complained. I simply 
wanted to know from him with his 
long experience at the Board of Education 
any way of putting a stop to the evils 
of this teaching. These socialistic and 
secularist Sunday schools were opened 
during the time the hon. Baronet was 
himself at the Board. He holds very 
strong opinions on the subject. He be- 
lieves that the best way of suppressing 
these doctrines is by forbidding them 
to be taught. I am not sure that he is 
right. I am not sure that free speech 
even in these matters—— 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: The right 
hon. Gentleman is misrepresenting me. I 
only complained that these doctrines were 
being taught in schools built by the rate- 
payers, without the approval of the rate- 
pavers. I had no desire to suppress the 
expression of opinion on the subject. 

Mr. McKENNA: Then we are entirely 
at one on that point, and the only ques- 
tion is what are the powers of the Board 
for dealing with the matter. The 
application, according to the minutes of 
the London County Council, was laid 
before them on 14th June, 1904, while 
the hon. Baronet was at the Board of 
Education ; the application was acceded 
to by the London County Council, and 
the school building was let .on Sun- 
days for the purpose which he has 
described. 


{13 Marcu 1907} 


(Report). 102 


|power of dealing with the matter. I 
,have been there one month, and during 
my researches I have found no power to 
enable me to deal with the matter. I 
appeal to him to give me the benefit of 
his great experience, and to tell me what 
power I have to do what he asks. 
It is a question for the ratepayers of 
London as represented by the London 
County Council, and if he wishes to inter- 
fere, all that he has got to do is to apply 
to the Moderate majority of the County 
Council and get them to act. It is not a 
matter for the Education Department to 
consider at all. The hon. Baronet 
went on to refer to the Welsh Depart- 
ment, and was followed—I must say, 
with a certain amount of more bitter- 
ness—by the noble Lord the Member 
for East Marylebone. The noble Lord 
seemed to regard Welsh education as 
nothing but a subject of controversy. 
He considers that the appointments made 
to the chief Welsh Offices were made 
solely from that point of view. He is 
entirely mistaken. He gravely said that 
one of the qualifications of Mr. Owen 
Edwards was that he had once been a 
Radical candidate. 


Lorp R. CECIL: I never | said 
so. What I said was that Mr. Edwards 
was in fact a Radical candidate, but that 

no doubt he possessed other qualifications. 


Mr. McKENNA: As an Oxford man 
himself, the noble Lord must know as 
well as possibile of the services of Mr. 
Edwards. He knows that Mr. Edwards’s 
whole career has been apart from con- 
troversial topics, and that he has been de- 
voted to Welsh education because of 
his earnest desire to improve the educa- 
tional system of his country. It was 
for that reason he was appointed and 
for no other. As to Mr. Davies, he 
has been known to Members of the 
Government and to a large circle of 
people throughout Wales as a most 
capable administrator and lawyer. He 
ippeared to me the most suitable man 
the Board could appoint for the im- 
portant duties he has to perform. It 
is not easy to find any man_ outside 


/and take him into the Civil Service and 
There were eighteen months | expect him to get an immediate grasp 
during which he might have enlightened | of the 
himself whether the Board had any | service. 


whole of the business of that 
We believe that Mr. Davies 
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is a man of such great capacity, in- 
dustry, and integrity, that he will be a 
first-rate capable public servant. We 
do not think or anticipate that this 
unhappy controversial period in Wales 
is going to continue for very long. We 
believe, hope, and expect that the con- 
troversial stage of the educational ques- 
tion will be settled in a very few years. 
The Welsh Department has been de- 
vised for the purpose of organising 
Welsh education, not merely now, but 
for the future, in order to establish 
Welsh education upon a basis better 
fitted for the needs of the Welsh people. 
Those are the only grounds upon which 
the appointments have been made, and 
I assure the noble Lord that the ap- 
pointments have not been made for the 
ieasons he thinks. We have sought and, 
i believe, we have obtained the best and 
most suitable men for the posts. 


Supply 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) : 


Is this Mr. Davies a solicitor ? 
Mr. McKENNA: Yes, he isa solicitor. 


Sir F. BANBURY: What is the name 
of his firm ? 
Mr. McKENNA: I think he has no 


firm now. 


Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 


versity): Who are his London agents ? 


Mr. McKENNA: Does the hon. 
Gentleman by that mean to imply that 
the reason I appointed Mr. Davies was 
that his London agents are the firm with 
which the President of the Board of 
Trade was connected ? 


Mr. RAWLINSON: The right hon. 
Gentleman has referred all the way 
through to the fact that Mr. Davies was 
known to members of the Government. 
Why not tell us at once who he was ? 


Mr. MCKENNA: The hon. and learned 
Gentleman does not answer my question. 
I leave it to the House who heard the 
insinuation. I can only say that when I 
appointed Mr. Davies I did not know he 
had ever been associated with any mem- 
her of the Government in any firm of 
solicitors. I did not know who his Lon- 


Mr. McKenna. 
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don agents were. The hon. Member 
may accept that from me or not, but those 
are the facts. gj 


Mr.{RAWLINSON : I accept that at 
once from the right hon. Gentleman ; I 
thought he would have been aware of it. 


Mr. McKENNA: I was not aware ofit, 
but if I had been aware of it, it would 
have made not the least difference. [ 
have been asked why the chief in- 
spector in Wales is going to receive so 
large a salary as £1,200 per annum. Mr. 
Owen Edwards is the chief inspector in 
Wales, and will have duties quite different 
from those of the chief inspectors in 
England. The duties of the chief inspectors 
in England are confined respectively to 
the elementary, secondary, and technical 
grades. In Wales it will not be so. 
There will be one chief inspector of all 
the three grades together. Mr. Edwards 
will have duties which do not ordinarily 
fall to chief inspectors. He will be re- 
sponsible for duties, by reason of the 
cunstitution of the new department, 
which will entail upon him a knowledge 
and sacrifice of time which are not entailed 
upon ordinary inspectors. I think we 
ought to be very well satisfied with having 
secured Mr. Edwards’ services for the 
sum named. It is not an _ excessive 
salary. The noble Lord said that the 
only “excuse” he had heard for the 
appointment of these gentlemen was that 
they were Welshmen. That is not an 
“excuse,” it is a qualification. When 
I went to the Board I found that my pre- 
decessor had promised to establish a Welsh 
Department. Naturally my first question 
was, “ What Welshmen have we got in 
the service of the Board now ?” 


Lorp R. CECIL: Why ? 


Mr. MCKENNA: Because I conceived 
that when we were establishing a Welsh 
Department, we should put one or two 
Welshmen in it. That appears to me to 
be most reasonable. 


Lorp R. CECIL: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman think that anybody has been 
appointed to a post in the Education 
Department because he is an Englishman ! 


Mr. McKENNA: Will the noble Lord 
allow me to finish ? I asked what Welsh- 
men were already in the service of the 





104 


ember 
those 


1at at 
un; I 
of it. 


2 of it, 
would 
ce, I 
f in- 
ve so 

Mr. 
tor in 
ferent 
yrs in 
ectors 
sly to 
hnical 
Be S0. 
of all 
wards 
narily 
be Te- 
f the 
ment, 
‘ledge 
tailed 
ik we 
aving 
r the 
essive 
it’ the 
r the 
s that 
ot an 
When 
y pre- 
Welsh 
estion 
zot in 


eived 
Welsh 
r two 
me to 


t hon. 
; been 
cation 
man ! 


. Lord 


V elsh- 
of the 





105 Supply 
Board, and I was told that there were 
none. So little had Wales absorbed the 
services of the English Department 
covering the services of both England 
and Wales that there was no Welshman 
there at all. They were all Englishmen. 
The noble Lord asks: Why should 
Welshmen be appointed! The sole 
ground of instituting a separate Welsh 
Department is to have in control of 
Welsh education persons who have some 
knowledge of Wales. After all, if it 
were true that Wales was merely a 
collection of English counties, there 
would be no reason for appointing a 
separate Welsh Department at all. If 
the noble Lord had heard the interesting 
speech of my hon. friend the Member 
for Bethnal Green, he would have heard 
fizures quoted which go to the root of 
the differences between England and 


Wales. In England there is a very large 
and, comparatively speaking, wealthy 


middle class, and very large educational 
endowments, and the English system of 
education has been more or less adapted, 
be it good or bad, to the existing social 
orades. But in Wales the conditions are 
quite different ; there the middle class is 
comparatively very small, and on the 
whole not rich, and there have been very 
few endowments. But the mass of the 
Welsh people have an ardour for 
education which is not shared by their 
fellow-countrymen in England ; although 
poor and although they have not the 
same large leaven of the middle classes 
as in England, the artisans are 
willing to make sacrifices for educa- 
tion, with the result that a much larger 
proportion of the people in Wales are 
willing to maintain their children at 
school till they are fifteen or sixteen 
than is the case in England. Con- 
sequently we have to provide secondary 
schools for the Welsh people of a type 
which is not required, and cannot be filled, 
in England. As these fundamental 
differences exist, the types of school in 
the two countries have to be funda- 
mentally different, and it is because 
of this that my predecessor, whose 
policy in that respect I venture 
heartily to commend, proposed to 
set up a different Education Depart- 
ment for Wales. As to the expendi- 
ture on this Department, it amounts to 
very little. We have appointed three 
new officers, two at a salary of £1,200 a 
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vear and a junior examiner at £209 or 
£250. But on the expiration of the term 
of office the post of one of the chief in- 
spectors will lapse, and we hope to effect 
the reduction of another inspector. So 
that, on balance, the whole of this fuss 
is made about one new appointment. 
We hope when the scheme is in full work- 
ing order it will be found on balance to 
impose no additional cost, but in any 
circumstances the cost will not be more 
than a few hundreds a year. Mr. Davies 
has a knowledge of Welsh, but, as he will 
be retained in London, Welsh is not 
required there. It is of course neces- 
sary that the inspectors in Wales should 
speak Welsh. We have nothing to con- 
ceal in this matter. Mr. T. G. Roberts 
has been on the Board of Education list 
for appointment fora number of vears, 
and I hope that hereafter when a vacancy 
occurs we shall appoint a new English 
examiner. The Board has declined to 
sanction the proposal of Cardiff to make 
Welsh a compulsory subject, and as at 
present advised we do not propose to alter 
that decision. Turning tothe Consulta- 
tive Committee, that body is an advisory 
committee, whose reports are not neces- 
sarily adopted by the Board although 
they are published by the Board. Taking 
advantage of the incidental occurrence of 
several vacancies on that committee, and 
looking to its present constitution, I wish 
to seek power to enlarge its numbers. I 
hope to add two more elementary teachers, 
one being a woman, and two representa- 
tives of the parents of children who attend 
elementary schools. Iam quite sure that 
when the names are given to the House 
they will prove satisfactory to hon. Mem- 
bers and to the country. We regret 
extremely that the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee, Sir W. Hart Dyke, who has 
rendered most admirable service, has 
been compelled, partly owing to age, as 
he stated, and partly to outside work, 
to withdraw from the Committee. As to 
the policy of the Board in encouraging 
children to go from primary to secondary 
schools, I admit at once that our system 
has not been as satisfactory as most of us 
could wish. I do not suppose that there 
is a single hon. Gentleman in the House 
who at one time or another in public 
meetings has not referred with eulogy to 
the educational ladder, by means of 


which children of the humblest parentage 
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may be enabled to attain the highest 
positions in the educational world. We 
have all said that at one time or another. 
[Opposition cries of “ No.”] Well, most 
of us, and I am sure that any effort 
genuinely to carry out that policy will 
have the support of the majority of hon. 
Members of the House. But it must be 
a genuine ladder. If you are to enable 
the children of working men to reach a 
University education you must have good 
schools for such children as show ability 
to go to. But the question of good 
schools immediately impinges on the sub- 
ject of fees, because you cannot get good 
schools without paying for them, and 
neither endowments nor Government 
grants are sufficient to maintain good 
secondary schools. I hope to see good 
secondary schools maintained, whether by 
the assistance of feesor not. In the alloca- 
tion to such schools of any new grants 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has enabled me this vear to promise, I 
hope to make it a condition that a suffi- 
cient number of places shall be reserved 
for children from the public elementary 
schools who show sufficient capacity to 
avail themselves of the advantage of a 
good secondary education. We do not 
necessarily want to abolish fees gua fees, 
because if we did, since in most cases 
neither the endowments nor the grants 
suffice for maintenance, we should only 
be establishing inferior secondary schools. 
By the provision of a sufficient number of 
free places for public elementary scholars 
we hope to place within the grasp of poor 
children of ability as good an education 
as is open to the children of the richest. 


CotonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): Will they be scholarships ? 


Mr. McKENNA: It will certainly be 
a free education, whether the name 
scholarship is used or not, and the 
children will qualify by examination. 
The question of any maintenance allow- 
ance will be one for the local education 
authority. In answer to a question on 
the subject of children being refused 
admission to subsidised schools on social 
grounds, Ihave stated our views on that 
matter. It came upon the Board en- 
tirely as a surprise, and I shall certainly 
see that in the regulations in future 
such acts ofjoppression_as that are pro- 


Mr. McKenna. 
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vided against. In conclusion I have only 
to reply to the observations of my hon. 
friend the Member for the Brentford 
Division of Middlesex on the subject of 
the compulsory teaching of hygiene and 
temperance in every school in the country. 
If you are going to teach hygiene and 
temperance you must have teachers who 
are properly fitted to teach them. 
At present these subjects are optional, 
but I can assure the hon. Member 
that I am giving my most earnest 
attention to the matter, and that every- 
thing is being done to qualify teachers 
who will be able to give instruction in 
these branches of knowledge. Beyond 
that it is impossible for me at present to 
sav anything. I thank the House for 
the attention with which they have 
listened to me. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said the President of the Board 
of Education had ignored an extremely 
important and notable part of the speech 
of the noble Lord the Meml-er for East 
Marylebone, and he could not believe that 
the right hon. Gentleman had ignored it 
because he was not conscious of its 
gravity. The House ought to watch 
with great jealousy the creation of all 
new appointments, especially when it 
was intended to make them permanent. 
What the noble Lord said was that one of 
the gentlemen appointed had taken a 
prominent part in a conspiracy to evade 
the law. The right hon. Gentleman had 
not controverted that. They, therefore, 
had as a permanent addition to the Civil 
Service, not a gentleman brought up and 
trained in that Service, but a gentleman 
who could not be expected to administer 
with an impartial hand the controversial 
matters with which he would have to 
deal. 


Mr. McKENNA, interposing, said he 
had omitted to mention the fact that 
the noble Lord was mistaken in supposing 
that Mr. Davies was chairman of the 
Denbighshire County Council. 


Mr. CARLILE (St. Albans) :, He was 
a prominent member of that Council. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY said it was 
not denied that Mr. Davies was a pro- 
minent member in the Welsh agitation, and 
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the technical point of whether he was or 
was not the chairman of the County Coun- 
cil was hardly worthy of an interruption. 
This was a new appointment for which 
were required qualities which might be 
fairly described as almost judicial in their 
character, for the new secretary would 
have to hold the scales evenly between the 
two contending parties. If the Govern- 
ment had taken the gentleman in 
question and placed him on_ the 
Treasury Bench it would have been a 
different thing, for then he could have 
been tackled and removed if the 
House were dissatisfied with him. But if 
they wished the Civil Service to be 
what it had always been—removed alto- 
gether from Partvy—such an appointment 
ought not to have been made. The 
right hon. Gentleman wished — the 
new department to command _ public 
confidence, and to be permanent in 
itscharacter. Did he suppose, however, if 
he made appointments of this kind that 
he would not lay himself open to reprisals ¢ 
Did he suppose the manner in which 
the powers of the new office were 
exercised would not be very closely 
watched with a view to the termination 
of the appointmen wher the time and 
opportunity came? He regretted that 
the right hon. Gentleynan had ignored 
thatipart of the attack upon his policy. 


Sir G. KEKEWICH (Exeter) — said 
he had some knowledge of the forma- 
tion of the Board of Education in Scot- 
land, and the question which had been 
raised in regard to the establishment of 
the Welsh Department carried his 
mind back to that period. It was 
many years ago, but a_ precisely 
similar objection was raised in tha 
case to that now urged in regard 
to the Welsh Board. So far as he re- 
membered, no Englishman was appointed 
on the Board in the case of Scotland 
—they were all Scotsmen—and he 
asked why the heads of the Welsh 
Department should not be all Welsh- 
men? The head of that Scottish De- 
partment was now the hon. Member for 
Glasgow and Aberdeen Universities, and 
the result of the establishment of the 
department in Scotland had un- 
doubtediy been good. He thought 
the result of there being only one de- 
partment dealing with educational 
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matters in England, Scotland and 
Wales had been to sterilise the work. 
There was nothing so vigorous, in his 
opinion, as asmall new department, and 
he therefore rejoiced from the educa- 
tional point of view that the new Welsh 
Department had been established. The 
agitation had been going on for over 
twenty years, and personally he was glad 
to see theWelsh work separated from that 


ofthe English Department. With regard 
to scholarships for children coming 


from elementary schools, they would 
be of very little use if they merely ex- 
tende | to the remission of fees. What was 
really wanted was that they should 
enable the clever child to climb to that 
position in education for which he was 
most fitted and which would enable him 
to arrive at that position in society 
in which he might be of the greatest 
benefit to the State. 


Str ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) expressed his delight at the 
important statement which the right 
hon. Gentleman had made, and _ said 
the Welsh Members were all very 
pleased that a Welsh Education 
Department should be set up. They 
were far from believing that the 
two gentlemen appointed were not 
exactly the gentlemen to fill their posi- 
tions. The step was one of the results 
of the great agitation which had been 
going on in Wales for many vears past, 
and although he himself had taken part 
in that agitation and in the revolt against 
the Education Bill of the last Govern- 
ment. he never heard of Mr. Davies taking 
any part whatever in the movement 
as an advocate. He looked forward 
with great expectations to the formation 
of the Welsh Department and what it 
would mean for education in Wales. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) 
said that though the hon. Baronst the 
Member for Oxford University had des- 
cribed as a public scandal the use of ele- 
mentary school houses on Sundays for 
the teaching of Socialist ideas, the grant 
of the schools for that particular pur- 
pose was made while the Unionist 
Government was in power. It was well 
known that Church schools were used 
for Primrose League meetings. 
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Str WILLIAM ANSON: Not on Davies by the hon. Member for East 
Sundays. Glamorganshire and he only hoped 
it was justified by the right hon. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL said it was im- Gentleman’s knowledge and acquain- 
material to the point whether they were tance with him. He did not, how- 
so used on a Sunday or on any other day ever, feel satisfied with all that had 


of the week. He repeated that the 
voluntary schools had been used and 
were being used for political purposes, 
and he did not see any distinction 
between using them on Sundays and on 
any other day. The schools were not 
in use at the particular time they were 
wanted; they were paid for by the 
people and were the property of the 
ratepayers. He hoped therefore the 
right hon. Gentleman would not interfere 
with any education authority in the 
country in regard to the use of a school 
for any purpose, political or otherwise, so 
long as it did not interfere with the 
use of the school in school hours. He 
was afraid ‘hat when the speech of the 
hon. Member for Oxford University was 
summed up it would be found that it 
was not altogether a question of whether 
it was right to use a school for teaching 
any particular code. The hon. Baronet 
had described it asa perfect scandal. Did 
he know that a committee of experts had 
drawn up the code to be taught at those 


schools and that a better moral code 
could not be found? He defied the 
hon. Baronet to find a_ better 


moral code than that taught in the 
City of London by the Socialist body. 
He looked forward to the time when the 
education authorities throughout the 
country would grant the use of the 
schools, when they were not being used 
for school purposes, not only to political 
parties, but to trade, friendly, and other 
societies. There were to-day a number 
of trade and friendly societies which were 
compelled to hold their meetings on 
licensed property though the schools 
were empty. He hoped the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education 
would not accept the advice that 
had been given to him to interfere 
with the liberty of any local education 
authority in regard to granting the 
use of schools so long as what was 
taught was of a high moral character. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, 
Oswestry) said he was glad to hear the 
character which had been given to Mr. 


been said by the right hon. Gentleman 
as to the selection of Mr. Davies. The 
right hon. Gentleman had = said that 
he was the most © suitable’ man 
he could find for the appointment. 
What steps had been taken to ascertain 
that fact? The present action had 
no parallel with what was done upon the 
separation of the Scottish Department, 
because that was done by statute in 
1885, and the head of that Department 
was appointed from the Education 
Department, taken from inside and 
not from outside at all. He = did 
not know Mr. Davies, and _ that 
gentleman might have better quali- 
fications than the right hon. Gentleman 
was able to attribute to him, but one of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s points was 


that he had a_ knowledge of the 
administration of education from the 
Welsh point of view. He did not 


know that it could be said that he re- 
presented the Welsh point of view, because 
the seat he occupied on the county 
council was captured at the last election 
by a person of opposite opinions. The 
right hon. Gentleman then said there 
was no Welshman in the Education 
Department, but he did not say there was 
no man in that Department, not Welsh, 
who was good enough for the position. 
After all, the Education Department 
was practically open to all, and 
Welshmen had an equal chance to 
compete with Englishmen for places 
in it. One would have thought that 
the one qualification for a Welshman 
filling the post in question would have 
been that he could speak Welsh. That 
Mr. Davies did not seem to be able to do. 
The right hon. Gentleman had given 
very little proof of sufficient trouble 
having been taken to ascertain how many 
men were capable of filling the post, 
and he (Mr. Bridgeman) thought it had 


been filled up in a_ hurry’ and 
without proper consideration. He was 
not quite satisfied either with the 


answers of the right hon. Gentleman in 
regard to scholarships. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said he was making a lot of 
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free places in the higher and secondary 
schools. That was not quite enough, 
because it would not give a fair chance 
to those children who were really poor. 
Children of poor parents had something 
else to consider besides free education. 
What would help them would be some- 
thing that represented part if not all 
that the students would be earning if 
they were not at school. He did not 
believe so much in multiplying the 
number of free scholarships as_ in 
making the scholarships really worth 
having. Furthermore it was ridiculous 
to expect the rural child to compete with 
the town child in that matter, and it was 
important to have teachers in rural schools 
who knew something about rural life 
and who had come from the rural schools 
themselves. Some scholarships should 
be allotted for such children. He 
also thought the right hon. Gentleman had 
made a poor defence with regard to the 
grants for secondary education in 
Wales when he said it was right to en- 
courage the Welsh because they were 
very keen about education. Was_ it 
wrong to encourage anybody else? If it 
was wrong there was no excuse for 
spending money on education in any place 
where the right hon. Gentleman thought 
people were not keen. To encourage edu- 
cation equal opportunities ought to be 
viven in those places where it might be 
upposed that the aspirations of the 
people were not so high. If it was the 
fact that very little inducement was 
required in Wales to make children go 
to secondary schools, then it was right 
to give equal opportunity in England. 
The Board of Education had never given 
the same opportunities to the English 
children as had been given in Wales. 
He did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
inan had in the least answered the ques- 
tions put to him, and it seemed to him 
that the educational ladder that the 
right hon. Gentleman proposed to make 
so effective was only to be made effective 
in Wales. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham,W.) said he 
had listened with admiration and 
pleasure to the President of the 
Board of Education in his _ first 
speech on the Education Estimates. 
But there was one point on which he 
dissented from him whe. he said that 
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the working classes of this country were 
not so likely to send their children to 
the secondary or higher schools as were 
the working classes of Wales. That 
was an assertion which could be not 
made with exactitude or fairness until 
a test had been applied. The complaint 
against the administration of the secon- 
dary schools branch of the Education 
Department was that since the Board 
had had to do with secondary education 
and administering the grants, they 
had done exactly the opposite of making 
it easier for working class parents to 
send their children to secondary schools 
and had done all they could to dissuade 
them from doing so. They had put 
obstacles in the way of children going 
from the elementary to the secondary 
schools. His right hon. friend had, on 
the whole, very ably justified his ap- 
pointments to the Welsh Department of 
the Board of Education ; he had said that 
he wanted to have somebody there who 
knew something about the schools and 
ibout the Welsh spirit of education. He 
would ask him to look at the Secondary 
Schools Branch of the Board of Education 
from that point of view. Nobody 
there had practical experience of the 
spirit of mo‘lern secondary education. 
He had well-meaning officials there, 
whose experience had been entirely con- 
fined to public schools and the older 
type of secondary education. When 
secondary education was mentioned to 
them, they thought of the Eton, Rugby, 
and Harrow type of education. When 
they were asked to give money to a 
secondary school they made regulations 
suited to some old grammar school, some 
little Eton, Rugby or Harrow school, and 
those regulations were wholly unsuited 
to the children of working class parents. 
What was wanted was two ladders—one 
leading from the gutter to the wall of the 
University, a ladder by which the child of 
the poorest workman, born with capacity, 
could ascend to the University, and after- 
wards enter one of the learned professions. 
Such a child mjght be a born commen- 
tator, preacher, teacher, or writer, and 
the ladder from the gutter to the Uni- 
versity should be there for him. They 
also wanted a ladder leading from the 
University to some place where techni- 
cological knowledge could be obtained 
—a Charlottenburg or a Leipsic. The 
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Association of Education Committees 


had adopted regulations for their| the masters of schools on the other.” 
local schools that would lead in the | They were to appoint governors for no 
| other reason except that these gentlemen 


direction he had pointed out, but they 
had been again and again met by the 
refusal of the Secondary Schools Branch 
of the Board of Education, the refusal 
being based on the old Eton and 
Rugby idea of secondary education, 
which was entirely useless and repugnant 
to the present needs of the country 
as a whole. His complaint was that 
the Secondary Schools Branch of the 
Department was out of touch, out of 
harmony and sympathy with the times, 
and he would suggest to his right hon. 
friend that he should revise that 
branch of his Department on the same 
principle as he had applied to the 


Welsh branch. It was not only a ques- | 


tion of the maintenance of scholarships, 
but they had narrowed and confined pupil- 


teacher centres and training colleges, | 


because they were to produce the teachers 
for an inferior type of school. Speaking 
from a complete knowledge of these 
matters he would guarantee to bring 
before the right hon. Gentleman a 
deputation of the highest authorities 
interested in pupil-teacher centres, train- 
ing colleges, and secondary schools 
throvghout the country, who would 
tell him that things had been mis- 
managed from top to bottom by an 
unsympathetic Secondary Schools Branch 
of the Board of Education, manned by 
the wrong kind of people, not wrong 
because they had not ability, but wrong 
because they had no experience as mem- 


bers of town councils or county councils | 
wrote to the school at Chippenham on 


or education committees, and no know- 
ledge or experience whatever as to the 
administration or teaching of modern 
secondary schools. When they were 
asked to permit a certain number of free 
places to be made in the secondary 
schools, the Secondary Schools Branch of 
the Department said that they could 
not allow more than 25 per cent. of the 
places to be free, and when it was pointed 
out that freedom for more than 25 per 
cent. was wanted, the Department said, 
“You shall not do it ; if you do we will 
withdraw our Grant.” When it was 
said, “ We want to manage the secondary 
schools by a Committee of ourselves,” the 


Board replied, “ No, you must appoint a | 
| Manchester Guardian of February 12th. 


board of governors ; we must put a buffer 
Mr. Yorall. ) 


a 
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-always been the way for old endowed 


-modern schools, paid for out of the rates, 


_penham, had excited a good deal of 


‘the Board of Education seemed to 


bring severe pressure to bear on non- 


between you on the one hand and 


had always been accustomed to schools 
with governors, and, because that had 


schools, it must also be the way for 


and catering for another class of child- 
ren than those who went tothe endowed 
schools. He could assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that he would never get a 
proper condition of the secondary schools 
branch of the Board of Education until 
he had somebody there who knew Eng- 
land and its modern wants, exactly as 
the Welsh Department knew what was 
wanted in Wales. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley) asked whether the right hon. 
Gentleman cou'd give some general 
indication of the policy which his Depart- 
ment had determined to adopt on the 
question of school buildings. The case 
of National ‘chool No. 66, at Chip- 


attention. Very properly the authorities 
said the school must be repaired, and 


have taken a rather severe line in 
the matter. When the Education Bill 
was being discussed last year, and it 
was not known whether it would 
be passed or not, the Board of Edu- 
cation found it almost impossible to 


provided schools. The Bill having failed 
to become law, however, the Board 


December 16th last year, and told them 
that unless the necessary repairs were 
promptly made, the school would be 
closed on December 31st. He sub- 
mitted that as the Board while the Bill 
was before Parliament had rightly agreed 
to hold their hand, it was rather hard 
to come down upon this particular 
school at Chippenham on December 
16th and say that the school would be 
closed on December 31st if they did not 
do the repairs. What he wanted to 
know from the Parliamentary Secretary 
was whether equality of treatment would 
be meted out all round; and to illustrate 
that he would quote a letter from the 
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The education authority of Anglesey had , 
had the same difficulty as Chippenham | 
in respect of its schools. The Board of 
Education had pressed the committee 
in Anglesey to put their schools in a 
state of repair, but, in contrast with the 
treatment of Chippenham, permission 
had been given to the Anglesey authori- | 
ties to spread the work over seven years. | 
It was alleged that the people in Anglesey 
were not perfectly sincere and genuine 
in their desire to put the schools right, 
but he thought they were as keen on 
education in Anglesey as in central or 
syuthern Wales. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman give some assurance that 
whilst allowing Welsh schools seven 
vears to effect repairs he would also 
allow similar treatment to non-provided 
schools in England? If the President 
of the Board of Education would treat 
non-provided schools in England as his 
Board was now treating them in Wales 
he would remove much controversy and 
allay a good deal of anxiety. He also 
asked what was the reason for increasing 
the Vote for training colleges from £15,000 
to £150,000. He congratulated the 
right hon. Gentleman upon having been 
able to persuade the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to increase that Vote 
1,000 per cent., but he would like to have 
some explanation of the large in- 
crease. When the revision of the terms 
took place under which the local authori- 
ties managed their own training centres 
he remembered that hopes were ex- 
pressed that further assistance would be 
forthcoming from the Treasury. He 
did not, however, see where the claim 
for the £150,000 came in, because it 
was not for buildings, but for the or- 
dinary maintenance grant, and on the 
face of it the amount appeared to 
he excessive. The other charge was 
of a highly contentious character. There 
was a new charge of £100,000 for the 
special provision of new schools. In 
reply to a Question they had been told 
that that provision was made in order 
to contribute to a solution of the single 
school area difficulty, and he under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman to say 
that the money would be granted where 
there was an effective or overwhelming 
demand from the parents to have the 
single school area difficulty removed. 


He did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
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man was going to assist himself or his 
friends by this grant. Who was to have 
school areas 
were there in England and Wales, 
and what was the scheme by which the 


/money would be allotted ? He ventured 
_to say that in any parish where there 


was single schools, but where there 
was none the less no single school griev- 
ance, it would not be difficult to get all 
the parents to sign a petition to the Board 
of Education in favour of the erection 
of a brand new up-to-date school 
in their midst. What did that £100,000 
represent ? At the very outside it did 
not mean accommodation for more than 
10,000 children, and that was only allow- 
ing £10 for each child accommodated. 
He did not know much about the cost of 
school accommodation in the West of 
ingland or the Midlands, but in the 
North of England the cost was £13, £14, 
or £15 per head, and he had no doubt 
that there were many other districts 
where £10 per head would not be suffi- 
cient. Did the right hon. Gentleman 
seriously tell the House of Commons 
that with a view to solving the single 
school area difficulty he was going to 
provide alternative accommodation in 
the whole of England and Wales by 
making provision for about 7,500 
children ? Perhaps the proposal meant 
that there were only 7,500 children whose 
parents were aggrieved in the matter, 
and it was thought that the proposed sum 
was sufficient to remove the grievance. 
The effect of it would be as follows: 
There was no county in England he 
supposed which had a greater grievance 
on paper in regard to the single school 
area question than Lancashire. The 
difficulty only existed on paper, because 
in actual working there was no difficulty 
whatever. Several hon. Members who 
supported the Government were members 
of the elementary education committee 
in his county, and he was sure they 
would be ready to bear him out 
when he said that it would be im- 
possible for Conservatives, Liberals, ad- 
vanced Socialists, and reactionary Tories 
to sit together as they now did upon that 
committee and administer any Act of 
Parliament with more harmony than was 
actually the case in Lancashire to-day. 
As far as the amount of the grant was 
concerned, they could comfortably spend 
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£100,000 in providing new schools in 
Lancashire alone. He was confident 
that Lancashire would get its share of 
the grant, but instead of removing the 
difficulty it would only accentuate it, 
and in many cases create it, in Lanca- 
shire. One parish would get a new school 
out of Imperial funds whilst the next 
parish would be told that the fund was 
exhausted. That would occur all over the 
country. It would be sure to create local 
jealousy and friction, and unless the 
£100,000 was the first instalment of a 
gigantic sum of £3,000,000 or £4,000,000 
he could not help thinking that the right 
hon. Gentleman would fail to remove 
the difficulty. No doubt they would 
have further opportunities of obtaining 
fuller information as to the distribution 
of the money, but his chief anxiety at 


Supply 


that moment was to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if in the matter of 
repairs, maintenance, and so on, he 


would treat the voluntary non-provided 
schools of England in the same way as he 
treated the Welsh schools. 


*Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS (Lincoln) 


said he wished to revert to the 
subject of the teaching of hygiene 
and temperance in the schools. He 


desired to thank the right hon. Gentie- 
man for his sympathetic reply, because 
there was a feeling that in the past the 
Board of Education had not been wholly 
sympathetic in regard to the question 
and had not given much encouragement 
to that kind of teaching. He could men- 
tion instances in proof of his statement 
if necessarv. He did not know whether, 
after all, the sympathetic reply of the 
right hon. Gentleman carried them 
much further. They had been told that 
they must wait until the teachers were 
qualified in those subjects, and that might 
be a very long time indeed. He could 
assure the President of the Board of 
Education that there was a strong feeling 
amongst a considerable section of hon. 
Members that there should be no 
further delay in the matter, and it was 
important that it should be dealt with at 
once. Whilst visiting the United States 
a short time ago he inquired into the 
question and asked how it was that they 
were able to get teachers qualified in those 
two special subjects. The 
Lord Balearres. 
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received was that as soon as the sub- 
jects were placed in the curriculum the 


‘teachers qualified themselves, and that 


was what he believed would happen in 
this country. They had training centres 
for teachers already established in the 
subjects, and he had in his possession 
a syllabus specially prepared for the 
training of teachers by the committee of 
the medical profession of which Sir William 
Broadbent was the chairman, and which 
had the assistance of other eminent 
doctors, and represented the 14,000 
doctors who presented the memorial ‘o 
the Education Departmeit. He thought 
he was right in saying that the 
local education authorities had 
to pay without fear of surcharge for the 
training of their teachers in those centres. 
He hoped that was so. He believed that 
if the President of the Board of Education 
would put the matter into the Code there 
would be no difficulty, and the teachers 
would qualify themselves rapidly. He 
wished to emphasise one point. They 
did not wish, so far as temperance ‘eaching 
was concerned, to advocate the preaching 
of any partisan views, or the teaching of 
views which were not supported by the 
best medical opinion. He thought the 
President of the Board of Education 
mght be safe in feeling that nothing 
overstated would be taught, and that 
the instruction would be _ imparted 
withou. bias in a scientific spiiit. The 
matter could be dealt with by means 
of legislation. He hoped that that would 
not be necessary, but there might be 
opportunities in the course of the coming 
session to deal with it by means of 
legislation in connection with other Bill 
now before the House. He hoped that 
in view of the strong medical opinion 
as to the necessity of impressing the rising 
generation with some elementary know- 
ledge of the laws of health, the President 
of the Board of Education would do all 
that was desired by a stroke of his own 
pen and not leave it to be dealt by 
special legislative measures. 


power 


Mr. FLETCHER (Hampstead) appealed 
to the President of the Board of Education 
with respect to a limited but very deserv- 
ing class of servants who, he thought, 
had been subjected to injustice. He 
referred to the temporary copyists whose 
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case was dealt with many years ago and 
who, he was told, were now being per- 
manently retired from their duties. They 
were not entitled to pensions, nor did 
he plead for any pensions for them. 
According to the arrangement made 
fourteen years ago they were to be 
entitled to a gratuity of £100. A 
number of men whose average age was 
seventy-four years, and whose average 
service had been thirty-four years, 
were to be retired. He asked whether 
it would not be consistent with fair 
dealing that those who had served over 
twenty years should be granted a larger 
eratuity. He thought if the right hon. 
(tentleman could make it £200 he would 
remove the sore feeling at present 
entertained by the copyists that they had 
not been fairly treated. 


*Mr. ADKINS (Lancashire, Middleton) 
said there was no matter of more im- 
portance than the organisation of second- 
ary education, because, among other 
reasons, the legislation of 1902 and 
certain Minutes of the Board of Edu- 
cation in 1900 had really had the effect 
of limiting in more ways than one the 
scope of elementary education. It 
was a melancholy fact that some English 
county councils had been willing to spend 
their grants in aid of the rates rather 
than in the development of technical 
and secondary education. In England 
there was not the public spirit behind 
the councils to the same extent as in 
Wales, and the problem of secondary 
education would hardly be advanced 
until that public spirit wasaroused. The 
policy of the Board of Education had, 
in too many instances, tended to retard 
and discourage the development of that 
public spirit, because through some of the 
regulations there ran the idea that a small 
amount of elementary education was suffi- 
cient for most people, and that those 
who were to have higher education were 
to be picked boys and girls, not in large 
numbers, for whom a system of scholar- 
ships was all that could be provided. 
There was widespread public discontent in 
the matter which prevented an uprising 
of the public interest in secondary educa- 
tion such as there was in Wales, where, too, 
that interest Lad been further stimulated 
by the system of intermediate educa- 
tion. He hoped his right hon. friend 
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would see that the rungs of the educa- 
tional ladder were not too far apart, 
because it was important that others 
besides the picked boys and girls should be 
able to climb. He hoped the Bodrd of 
Education would not be dominated too 
much by the notion that secondary 
education was only for a limited number 
of picked children, but that they would 
rather aim at raising the standard of edu- 
cation generally throughout the country. 
The system by which comparatively a 
handful of picked children got scholar- 
ships and went into the secondary schools 
tended also to foster rather than to 
hinder class distinctions, which were 
already so great a hindrance to our educa- 
tional progress. In Scotland, there was 
not the same acuteness of class distinction 
founded on extreme differences of educa- 
tional training, and he hoped that the 
Board of Education would do all that it 
could to hinder, and not to foster, that 
unfortunate tradition in English educa- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman did not 
wonder that strong opposition was felt 
at much that was in the Report of the 
Advisory Committee. In regard to the 
suggestions in the Report that secondary 
education was almost entirely a prepara- 
tion for some particular walk of life, 
he hoped that what the Board of Educa- 
tion would increasingly try to effect was 
that, whether they were designing schools 
for boys leaving at fourteen or fifteen to 
earn their livelihood or schools intended for 
those who stayed longer, they would have 
regard not only to the training appro- 
priate to particular occupations in life, 
but also to those sides of study 
important to all citizens, women as well 
as men. They must recognise that 
national education as given in the ele- 
mentary schools, although given very 
carefully by most devoted teachers, was to 
the overwhelming body of the public an 
education which stopped short before 
the gates of knowledge were fully opened. 
He urged the Minister for Education not 
to lose sight of that aspect of secondary 
education which might not be translated 
so readily into terms of higher wages, 
greater salaries, or accumulated capital, 
but was every bit as necessary for the 
culture and happiness of human life. 
Although he fully recognised how com- 
plicated and difficult the question was, 
he was sure the right hon. Gentleman 
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would try to make education more 
democratic and to give it wider and more 
varied scope. The House would look 
forward with some anxiety and great 
hope to the rules he had promised to 
bring forward. 


Supply 


HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) wished to call 
the attention of the House to a ques- 
tion closely connected with that which 
they had been discussing, but which 


¥*SIR 


related more particularly to Scotland. | 


He referred to Vote 7 in Class IV. He 
was glad the Prime Minister was present, 
because he might be successful in ap- 
pealing to the pity of the right hon. 
Gentleman in regard to a matter upon 
which unjust treatment had been ac- 
corded to Scotland. Of the £201,000 
voted for the universities and colleges 
of Great Britain and for intermediate 
education in Wales, the Scottish uni- 
versities received £42,000. That sum 
was secured to the Scottish universities 
under the Act of 1889. He was’ sure 
that the Prime Minister would agree 
with him that that Act did not give a 
gracious grant, but simply repaid to the 
Scottish universities funds which be- 
longed to them and which had_ been 
transmitted to them from the seventeenth 
century for certain properties transferred 
to the Crown, the Crown taking over 
certain burdens in exchange. The words 
of the Act of 1889 were that that sum 
of £42,000 was to be granted, not in 
satisfaction of future claims, but simply 
to meet past and existing claims of the 
Scottish universities. That £42,000 was 
no concession; no grant by favour: 
and he was certain that the Scottish 
Members would agree with him in 
thinking that only represented what 
was the property of the Scottish 
universities. He turned to the rest 
of the £210,000, which consisted of 
£100,000 granted to colleges in Great 
Britain, £12,000 to the university and 
colleges in Wales, and £25,000 for in- 
termediate education: and of the whole 
of that sum how much went to Scot- 
land? He understood that grudgingly 
£1,009 had hitherto been paid to the uni- 
versity college in Dundee, but that that 
was to be withdrawn—not on the ground 
that Scotland had not an equal claim 
to a share of the £109,999, but on the 


Mr. Adkins. 
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ground that the whole £109,000 was 


required for the university colleges in 
fngland. They had equal needs in 
Scotland, but they got no grant for 
secondary and intermediate education, 
which were as dear to the heart of Scot- 
land as to Wales. The only ground for 
refusing a proportion of the grant to 


Scotland was that Scotland was supplied 
under the Acts of 1890 and 1892. But 
that was not money granted by the 


House of Commons, but assigned as Scot- 
land’s equivalent share of the whiskey 
| duty, and Scotland had chosen to devote 
part of it to university and secondary 
education. The Vote only 
few vears ago, when it stood at £15,000, 
but it had risen within less than fifteen 
| vears to £100,000, and he thought that 
| Scotland had suffered a wrong in having 
| only a one per cent. share of it. He trusted 
that the Prime Minister and the Secre- 
tarv for Scotland would take the sub- 
ject into consideration and press on the 
Treasury the claims of Scotland for a 
proper share of the grant of £100,000. 


began a 








| 

| 

| Mr. ROGERS (Wiltshire, Devizes) 
said that the hon. Gentleman opposite 
| had stated that the voluntary school 
'at Chippenham had been closed hastily. 
| He happened to be the Vice-chairman 
| of the Education Committee in the county 
|of Wiltshire and had full acquaintance 
| with the facts; and the best answer he 
could give to the hon. Gentleman’s 
statement was that the school referred 
to had been condemned by the Board 
of Education years ago. The school 
was built in a corner of the churchyard : 
it was antiquated and _ insanitary, 
and really could not be used for the 
purpose of the education of children in 
these days. The Education Committee 
of the County Council met the managers 
of the non-provided schools in the town 
and practically asked them to make 
good, proper accommodation in .#the 
voluntary school, but the answer was 
that they could not afford to do it. The 
result was that the Education Committee 
proceeded to provide a properly equipped 
and sanitary council school. He ventured 
to say that the criticisms of the hon. 
| Gentleman on the Board of Education 
in regard to the case would fall very 
lightly on those most concerned. The 
decision of the Education Committee 
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had been supported in the town, and it 
was recognised that their action had 
been dictated not by sectarian feeling, 
but by the interests of sanitation and 
the health of the children. 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) 
said he had listened with astonishment 
to the defence of the appointment made 
to the staff of the Board of Education. 
He was bound to say that, coming to 
the question with an open mind, he 
thought the action of the Government 
amounted to a very serious imputation 
on the officials of the Board. The 


right hon. Gentleman had said that it | 
was necessary to have an official who had | 


a special knowledge of Welsh schools. 
But who was the gentleman who had 
hitherto had the oversight and manage- 
ment of those schools? Somebody at 
the Board of Education must have had 
that knowledge. It seemed to him 
extraordinary to pass over a gentleman 
on the staff who had knowledge of Welsh 
schools, and to appoint a gentleman 
from the outside who, no matter what 
his qualifications might be, was known 
to have opinions which would prevent 
him from dealing with the question 
with impartiality. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that when he came 
to the Board of Education he found not 
a single Welshman on the staff, and that 
he wanted to remedy that. He had a 
sreat respect for Welshmen; but Mr. 


Davies had apparently been appointed | 


on the sole ground that he came from 
that country. As he listened to the 
panegvric of the right hon. Gentleman 
on Welshmen, an old, familiar rhyme 
rose to his mind, which, slightly varied, 
seemed accurately to describe the appoint- 
ment which the right hon. Gentleman 
had made— 
‘* Davies was a Welshinan—on which slender 
grounds, 


§ | 
Davies came to our House and took twelve | 


hundred pounds.” 


Those grounds seemed to him to be 
entirely inadequate. Turning to the 
financial aspect of the whole Vote, he 
conceded that the Government were 
entitled to come down to the House and 
ask for a Vote on account, to carry them 
on for a few weeks. But here they were 
asking for an advance sufficient to carry 
them on for no less than five months. 


{13 Marcu 1907} 
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That was far too long a period to ask 
the House to provide for in a Vote on 
Account ; and the demand amounted to 
a serious infraction of the financial 
control of Parliament. 


Mr. WALSH (Lancashire, Ince) said 
he wished to draw attention to the fact 
that a serious injustice was inflicted on 
many young people who wished to 
engage in the educational profession by 
the theological tests which were imposed 
on those who desired to enter the training 
colleges. That could only result in the 
ultimate lowering of the standard of 
education. 


Resolution agreed to. 
WAYS AND MEANS [l2TH Marcu] 
REPORT. 
“That towards making good the 
Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 3lst 


| day of March, 1907, the sum of £71,715 


be granted out of the Consolidated Fund 
of the United Kingdom.” 


“That, towards making good the 
Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1908, the sum of £38,114,700, 
be granted out of the Consolidated Fund 
of the United Kingdom.” 


First Resolution read a second time, 
and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
Runciman. 

Second Resolution to be considered 
to-morrow. 


CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) ACT. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, N.) rose to 
eall attention to the Criminal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act; and to move, 
‘That, in the opinion of this House, the 
presence of the Criminal Law and Proce- 
dure (Ireland) Act on the Statute Book 
is a gross violation of the Constitution, 
without parallel in any other portion of 
His Majesty’s dominions, and that the 
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Act should be immediately repealed.” 
He said that the Motion was one 
of very great 


land. It had been the subject of 


frequent ballots by all the Nationalist | 
Members, and he brought it forward on | 


behalf of the entire Irish Party, as the 
whim of the ballot had this time placed it 
in his unworthy hands, and upon it he 


now ventured to address the House for , 


the first time, feeling sure that it would 
extend to him the indulgence usual on 
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importance to Ite- | 
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| was no such law in existence in this 
/country. It was contrary to the Con- 
stitution of Great Britain. Not even in 
the Crown Colonies was there anything 
like it. At present the Act was not in 
operation, but that was no argument 
against its repeal. It was in force a short 
time ago. It could be enforced at any 
/moment at the discretion of the Chief 
Secretary. By an exercise of the will of 
one man who might know nothing of the 
conditions of the country the whole Consti- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


such occasions. Ever since the Act of | tution under which the land was governed 
Union, in 1800, their country had lived | might be completely altered. That was 
under coercive laws. The Act to which | not asafe nora satisfactory state of things. 
his Motion referred was passed in the year | It was a permanent and a standing 
1887, and up to that period the number | menace to the liberty of the people. They 
of Coercion Acts equalled the number of called on the House to declare that 
years which had elapsed since the de- | that Act should be repealed and thus to 
struction of the Irish Parliament. In| stamp it with a verdict of disapproval. 
that year there was rushed through |In his own case, although he lived only 
Parliament by the use of the closure and | across the street from the police station, 
in face of the feeling worked up in this | the police allowed him to go at large for 
country by the infamous, but then un- | some time, and although they could have 
exposed, Times forgeries, a permanent | arrested him at any moment they waited 
Coercion Act which still remained on the | till he was in bed, and then in the dead of 





Statute book. By that Act trials for 
criminal offences were taken away from 
the protection of juries. In addition, 
new offences were created. In fact, it 
was applied almost entirely against 
political opponents of the ascendency 
class in Ireland. The tribunal was 
neither independent nor impartial. It 
consisted of two hirelings of the Govern- 
ment who, at the whim of a Minister, 
might be summarily dismissed. It was 
not the members of the criminal class 
who were brought before those officials. 
Without exception they belonged to a 
political party, and their alleged offences 
were of a political character. It was 
the general belief in Ireland that their 
sentences were prepared by their prose- 
cutors, and the trial was a mere mockery. 
Hundreds of the most respected and 
influential men in Ireland had been im- 
prisoned under that Act. Their treat- 
ment in prison was barbarous. ‘There 
was no distinction made between them 
and common criminals, unless indeed to 
make their treatment worse than that of 
those who offended against the ordinary 
law. He spoke on the subject with feeling 
and from bitter experience, as he was one 
of the victims of the Act only five years 


ago, and he knew that the treatment 
given was perfectly inhuman. There 


Mr. Hogan. 


night came and took him away from his 
wife and four children. He was taken 
| by night seven miles and pat in a cell, 
jand the Removable did not come to 
| hear his case till three o’clock the follow- 
‘ing day. All he could say was that if 
the Chief Secretary had made in Ireland 
the speech which he heard him make the 
other night he would have been locked 
up in a like manner. It was no use 
to attempt by hirelings of that class 
to coerce the Irish people, who miglit 
be led with a silk rope but could not 
be driven with a pitchfork. For him- 
self he welcomed the suffering he had 
undergone, as he would die for his country. 
He begged to move— 





Mr. NOLAN (Louth, S.). in second:ng 
the Motion, said that it was a question 
of immense importance to the people of 
Ireland. The Crimes Act placed the 
liberties, fortunes, and lives of millions of 
the people at the discretion of an irre- 
sponsible Court, or at least a Court which 
was not responsible to the Irish people 
themselves. It was also a question of 
paramount importance to British states- 
men, and was one which ought to give 
His Majesty’s Government cause for 
reflection. It was the object of British 
statesmen to bring the United States and 
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Great Britain into closer contact; but | allowed the outrage to be perpetrated, 
only the other day he read that the|and that where men and women had 
Irish in America had joined hands with | gone up to give evidence against criminals 
the Germans in order to prevent that | in this country their lives had been made 
aim being carried out and the land of/a hell to them by the people of the 
their adoption being mixed up with! locality. Irishmen had a right to say 
foreign politics. The feeling of the/ that if their country was without crime 
Irish in the United States had been | there was no justification for the Crimes 
largely affected by the exceptional treat- | Act’s remaining on the Statute-book, and 
ment which Ireland had received. He; that if there was any justification 
knew that the overwhelming majority | for its existence there was more 
of Ministerialists were supporters of | necessity for it in England than in 
the National view, and that in speaking| Ireland. He knew the arguments 
to the Opposition on the subject they | which would be adduced in favour of 
were talking to deaf ears; but still it) the Act by hon. Members above the 
was necessary to discuss the subject.| Gangway. They would say that while 
He availed himself with pleasure of the|freland was crimeless now, on some 
present opportunity because of the condi- ‘future occasion the Act might be 
tions which had arisen since the general | necessary. He challenged hon. Mem- 
election. In th:* House there were some-| bers to tell the House what condi- 
thing like 300 new members who had | tions would necessitate the Act’s 
never had an opportunity of hearing that | being put into operation, and, if hon. 
important question discussed within those | Members could not tell them that, he 
walls. Apart from that, there was also | asked them fairly and frankly to say 
the fact that bevond those walls was the | why this Act should not be wiped off 
vast electorate of Great Britain, who were | the Statute-book. One of the argu- 
taking an increasing interest in what | ments which would be advanced by 
took place in Parliament. It was of the | hon. Members was that a similar Act 
highest importance that they should | was passed by a Liberal Government. 
know for themselves the way in which) But many things had happened since 
Ireland was treated under English rule.| then. A reform Act was passed and 
Tha* was no new opinion. It was the| then came the general election 4of 
opinion held by many distinguished | 1885, after which election English 
Irishmen in the past, among others by | Liberal statesmen who believed in their 
the great Daniel O'Connell, who said that principles could be blind no longer to 
if the English people only knew the wav | the fact that a new state of affairs had 
in which Ireland was treated they would | arisen. When the general election of 
rise up in revolt against it; that if Ire- | 1885 resulted in eighty-five of the 101 
land in the past had been treated with popularly elected Members for Ireland 
exceptional harshness it was not due to being returned to oppose coercion Mr. 
the masses of the English people, but Gladstone declared that a new state of 
rather to their rulers. The first thing | affairs had arisen; that the justification 
he would ask new Members of the House | for coercive measures had passed away, 
and the English electors outside to do| and that Ireland should be governed ac- 
was to recognise the fact that Ireland was | cording to the will of the Irish people. It 
almost a crimeless country. They heard | might be said that Liberal Governments 
of outrages against God and man in| had been in power since then, and yet had 
almost every country in the world. In| not wiped the Act off the Statute-book. 
Ireland there was an almost entire ab- | But the Liberal Government went one 
sence of serious crime. He would) better. During the Parliament of 1892 it 
venture to say that in many of the great | passed through the House of Commons in 
centres of industry in this country English | the teeth of great opposition, and in the 
officers of the law were being brutally | face of great difficulty,a measure which 
beaten that night, and that in a dayor | would have given the Irish people the 
two hon. Members would read in the management of their own affairs. He 
newspapers of policemen giving evidence failed to see how Liberal statesmen 
that while they were being severely could take any other view of the matter 
beaten the crowd stood idly by and than that advanced by Irish Members 
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that night, because, according to all Liberal 
principles, if people were governed with- 
out their consent that government was 
tyranny, however benevolent it might 
be. Hon. Members above the gangway 
would argue that the law did no harm 
except to law-breakers; that the 
Irishman who went about his busi- 
ness, and did not meddle with politics 
or public affairs, was absolutely free; 
that he need have no fear of being 
brought before a couple of removable 


magistrates to be sent to prison 
to herd with the vilest criminals in 
the world. Those were the argu- 


ments of tyrants all over the world. 
Representatives of the Russian Govern- 
ment and men who knew Russia made use 
of the same argument, and said that in 
despotic Russia a man who minded his 
own business and did not meddle with 
affairs of State, was as free as he would be 
in the City of London. That was not 
the question. So long as Ireland occupied 
her present position, so long were Irishmen 
entitled to equal treatment with English- 
men; an Irishman in Ireland ought to re- 
ceive the same treatment that he would 
receive in England or Scotland, or in 
any of the British Colonies. The Irish- 
man who went to Canada, New Zea- 
land, Australia, or South Africa, or who 
travelled up and down Great Britain, 
could, if he was charged with an offence, 
claim to be and would be treated in 
exactly the same way as if he had 
been born in England; but the moment 
he set foot upon his native soil 


he lived under exceptional laws. Some 
Sergeant Sheridan or some Sergeant 


O’Haloran, or some other base represen- 
tative of an unjust system, could make a 
charge against him, all the more readily 
because he had been away from home, 
and might be supposed to have come 
back with the revoluntionary idea of 
equal justice and equal treatment be- 
tween man and man, and could have 
him hauled before a couple of re- 
movables, and sent to prison to be 
treated as a common criminal. _Irish- 
men had a right to resent that kind 
of treatment, and to demand that 
a change should be made in the law. 
As he had said, a new condition of affairs 
which appealed to English Liberal states- 
men arose in the election of 1885. In that 
new state of affairs, Mr. Gladstone 


Mr. Nolan. 
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decided upon giving to the Irish people 
the management of their own affairs. 
Unfortunately, both for Ireland, and, 
as he believed, for England as well, Mr. 
Gladstone failed, owing to the abandon- 
ment of their principles by a number of 
so-called Liberals at the time. The 
election of 1885 was followed by another 
in 1886, and at that election a very large 
majority were against them. Since then 
the Irish people had maintained an 
attitude which was the same now as 
in 1885. In 1887, the Leader of 
the Opposition came into power, and 
what .did he do? He _ recognised, 
as Liberal statesmen had done, that 
a change had taken place. He saw 
that it would no longer be possible, in a 
light-hearted, easy way, to pass a Coer- 
cion Bill for Ireland. He had an in- 
spiration. He said, “I will take advan- 
tage of my present majority to pass a 
Coercion Act which shall be perpetual.” 
Up to then the Union was eighty-six 
years old, and every year that it had lasted 
there had been coercion in some form 
or other—the Whiteboy Act, the Arms 
Act, the Crimes Act, a suspension of the 
Habeas Corpus Act. The majority of 
Irish representatives had always been re- 
solutely opposed to the passing of excep- 
tional laws of that kind, and saw that 
Liberal statesmen and their followers 
would have to be reckoned with.  Irish- 
men saw that the light was beginning to 
dawn upon the people of England as a 
whole. They recognised that a_ large 
portion of the English Press was sub- 
mitting the actual state of things in 
Ireland to the English people, and that 
on hundreds of platforms, in districts 
where, perhaps, an Irishman had never 
been seen before, Irish Members of 
Parliament were pleading the cause 
of their country with effect. The Leader 
of the Opposition recognised that it was 
a case with him of now or never placing 
the Irish people under a perpetual politi- 
cal disabilities Act. A Bill was passed 
notwithstanding the strongest opposi- 
tion of the majority of Irish Members, and 
also of the majority of Members of the 
Liberal Party. He did not know exactly 
what was going to be the upshot of the 
debate that night. They felt that if it 
rested with the Chief Secretary, or even 
with his Government, that offensive 


statute would be wiped out without 
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further delay. But the right hon. 
Gentleman would do either of two things 
—he would either call their attention to 
the fact that though there was a Liberal 
Government nominally in power it was not 
really in power, and that it was impotent 
to carry out its own will or the will of 
the people—that any measure passed 
triumphantly by an enormous majority 
in that House might be bowled over 
at the other end of the lobby, that it 
would be a waste of time to try to repeal 
this offensive Act. Or he might say 
something that would be received with 
great satisfaction by Irish Members 
and by the Irish people—that in 
the near future His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would introduce a measure of 
such a scope as would give the Irish 
people the management of their own 
affairs and put an end to the old and 
bad system which was the root of so | 
much evil in Ireland, and which also 
had inflicted such damage to the reputa- | 
tion of England not only abroad but | 
in many other ways. Some of the most | 
disastrous defeats which England had | 
sustained abroad had been administered | 
by Irish soldiers who had been driven | 
from their country by coercive laws. | 

| 

| 

| 

| 


Bie. 
{13 





An English monarch when he suffered 
a reverse on the Continent, used these 
memorable words :—‘“ Cursed be the 
laws which deprive me of such soldiers.” 
It was those coercive laws which drove 
Irish soldiers abroad—laws which were 
now still in force in Ireland. He asked 
the House to recognise the wisdom and 
the justice of wiping this Act from the 
Statute-book of England to which it was 
a disgrace. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That, in the opinion of this House, the 
presence of the Criminal Law and Pro- 
cedure (Ireland) Act on the Statute-book 
is a gross violation of the Constitution, 
without parallel in any other portion of 
His Majesty’s dominions, and that the 
Act should be immediately repealed.” — 
(Mr. Hogan.) 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) said 
it had been pointed out by the mover 
of the Resolution that new Members of 
the House could hardly be expected to 
know much about the provisions of the 
Act, but neither he nor the seconder had 
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given any very clear indication of what 
the provisions were or to what class of 
case they applied. In regard to ordinary 
crime Ireland no doubt compared most 
favourably with any other part of the 
Kingdom. As one who claimed to be 
as much an Irishman as those who held 
different political views he was proud 
of that fact, but at the same time he 
thought he was right in saying that all 
Irishmen, whatever might be their 
political views, ought to see that the 
best possible efforts were made to get 
rid of another class of crime, and to free 
their country from the stigma which 
attached to it. He had heard it stated 
that the arguments of the Unionist 
representatives would be in regard to 
this Act that no man unless he was a 
law-breaker would suffer under it. The 
answer was, that they were all subject to 
the law, that the law did not coerce those 
who observed it, but did coerce those 
who broke it. Law-breakers might say 
that such a law was tyrannous. But 
that was all they could say about it; 
if there were crimes to punish and a law 
was passed which was adequate and 
necessary for that purpose, it was ‘idle 
to speak of it as tyranny. He lived in 
Ireland, and those who did so only knew 
of the existence of such an Act of Parlia- 
ment from speeches of those who held 
certain political views and who spoke from 
a certain standpoint, and also from articles 
which appeared in newspapers which 
advocated certain political views. Those 
who were law-abiding did not know that 
such an Act was in existence. To that 
part of Ireland which Unionist Members 
represented the law applied just as to any 
other part of the country, but it had 
never become necessary to put it in force. 
It had never been necessary in his part 
of Ireland to put this law into force. He 
said that deliberately. Their idea was 
that the existence of such a law judging 


from the past, was necessary. They 
believed that at present there were 
matters going on which, even with 


all the desire of the Chief Secretary 
to refrain from using it, would probably 
drive him to use it in the end. The 
Act could only be brought into 
operation by the Lord-Lieutenant and 
the members of the Privy Council. Its 
operation could be caused to cease if 
either House of Parliament presented a 
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petition desiring the repeal of the Pro- 
clamation. It was an Act of Parliament 
which the present Prime Minister at one 
period, speaking on the subject, said he 
considered it would be a wise thing to 
have permanent. That was in 1886. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal. W.): But 
this is 1907. 


Mr. GORDON said he was well aware 
of that fact. But if the Act were now 
applied in England not a single law- 
abiding citizen would know of its exist- 
ence. If applied over the whole of the 
United Kingdom it would injure no one. 
No injustice would be done. The first 
section of the Act dealt with the inquiry 
which might become necessary were 
crime and outrage prevalent in a particu- 
lar district, and stated the manner in 
which it could be brought into force by 
Proclamation. Under the second part. 
if a fair and impartial trial could 
not be obtained the venue might be 
changed on the application of the 
Attorney-General, and the party to be 
tried could apply to be tried in some 
other place. The Court had power to 
deal with that and to give witnesses ex- 
penses and the costs of counsel in- 
structed. So much about the venue. 
The case had to be tried by Irishmen 
in Ireland and in the Irish Courts. The 
other part of the Act dealt with summary 
jurisdiction. What was that after all? 
In Dublin it could be exercised in pre- 
cisely the way that ordinary summary 
jurisdiction was exercised. It was under 
the same Act. In the rest of Ireland 
when the Act under consideration was 
put into operation by Proclamation it 


was to be exercised by two resident 
magistrates. one of whom must have 


sufficient legal knowledge to satisfy 
either the Chief Secretary for Ireland or 
the Lord Chancellor—he forgot which at 
the moment. Those resident magistrates 
were appointed wholly apart from the 
discharge of these particular duties. 
They could give no more in the 
way of punishment ihan was given 
by the Justices at the ordinary 
petty sessions. They were limited to 
six months imprisonment, which was 
the ordinary petty sessions jurisdiction. 
There was the right of appeal to the 
quarter sessions, where the County Court 
Judge sat to hear the cases on appeal. | 


Mr. Gordon. 
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What enormous hardship was there in 
that? Every word of the Act was 
directed against criminals, and it was 
only to be put in force when the Lord- 
Lieutenant and the Privy Council thought 
it necessary for the prevention, detec- 


tion or punishment of crime or out- 
rage, and not for anything else. Under 


those circumstances what reason was 
there to complain of the Act’s being put 
into force? Hon. Members below the 
gangway might laugh, bit he would like 
to hear an answer to that argument. A 
mere sentimental answer would not do. 
He did not think that even Nationalist 
Members would disagree with him when 
he said that they wanted to have outrage 
and crime stamped out in Ireland. As 
for the other parts of the Act, they were 
merely machinery. He had told the 
House what were the substantial parts 
of the Act. In the North of Ireland 
they did not regard it as a menace 
to their liberties at ail. Even when 
administered by a Chief Secretary 
opposed to them in politics they were 
perfectly satisfied that it. would not 
injure any law-abiding citizens. They 
had in the North of Ireland their Irish 
sentiments just as much as_ the 
people of the south and west. and 
vet they did not ask that the 
Act should be taken off the Statute- 
book. They wished it to remain, be- 
cause cases had arisen in which it had 
been useful and necessary; the pre- 
decessors in office of the present Govern- 
ment knew the necessity of it, and thes 
never attempted to repeal it. What 
was there at the present time to render 
the repeal of the Act necessary? It 
was passed to meet a special class o! 
crime, which was a danger to the credit 
of the country. That class of crime had 
now diminished, but could anyone say 
that intimidation, boycotting, or the 
writing of threatening letters had dis- 
appeared ? On the 2ist of last month 
the Chief Secretary in replying to a 
question about boycotting in Ireland 
said that there were ten serious cases 0! 
boycotting in Ireland and _ thirty-eigh 
minor cases. [NATIONALIST cries of * Oh, 
oh!”] What did that mean? It meant 
that a man living within the law. who 


had not broken the law of Ireland or 


a 


England, was to be placed in such 4 
position that his neighbour dare not 
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sell him a loaf of bread or a suit of 
clothes, or shoe his horses, and that 
men dare not work on his’ farm, 
although his crops were rotting away. 
That was what boycotting meant. 
Some people thought that boycotting 
meant that if persons were dissatisfied 
with one another they could say, * I will 
not deal with you, but with some body 
else.’ That was not boycotting. W hat | 
had the right hon. Gentleman said earlier 
in the day in reply to a Question 
about the Bradys, who had been deprived 
of the food which was being carried 
for them some twenty or thirtv miles / 
They could not get lodgings inthe assize 
town except at the police barracks. 


THe SECRETARY ror IRELAND | 


Mr. BrrRELL, Bristol, N.): Did the 


Crimes Act stop boveotting ? 


Mr. GORDON said it did to a very 
large extent. Without it the state of 
things would have been much worse. 
He wanted to point out that they could 
not expect the case would be fairly tried 
in the venue in which the people actually 
lived, where the crime had been com- 
mitted, where the people were not 
lowed lodging except in the police 
barracks, and where they could not get 
food excep‘ it was sen* to them from 
the court house. Did they as English- 
man expect that the jurv in such a 
place was going to deal with the case 
fairly and impartially? Ought not 
such crimes to be stopped? Did | 
they not think that if a fair trial could | 
not be had in one part the case should 
be transferred to another where a fair 
trial could be had and where justice 
could be administered? That was a 
state of affairs which the Chief Secretary 
had had to admit that day in the 
House. The right hon. Gentleman 
had had to admit that in another 
case where seven people were fired at 
and one individual was seriously injured, 
no person had been brought to justice. 
He had had to admit on various occasions 
what was the state of crime and outrage 
in Ireland. He would ask the right hon. 
(rentleman if he thought boycotting a 
trifle. 

Mr. BIRRELL: No, I have never said 
anything of the kind. 

Mr. GORDON said he did not want 


to.go beyond fair argument. He asked | 


| the right hon. Gentleman to consider the 

question from the point of view of one 

boycotted man, even if there were only 
one. The Judge at the last Leitrim 

Assizes said that any increase in crime 

was due to that odious form of crime 
carried on by intimidating and threaten- 
| ing letters. An isolated man living in 

& hostile neighbourhood received a 
threatening letter with the emblems of 
death upon it. It was no wonder that 
the Judge described that as an odious 
crime. [An Hon. MEMBER: Who was the 
Judge ?] He declined to be cross- 
examined. The Judge stated that the 
county inspector had informed him that 
a certain district in the county was in a 
| very lawless condition; that three families 





| representing twelve people were wholly 
| boycotted and under police protection ; 
| that other three families received partial 
police protection; and that one family 
existed in such a state of continual danger 
that three policemen were quartered in 
the house. [NATIONALIST  laughter.] 
Hon. Members might laugh at that, but it 
was a serious thing for those concerned. 
The Chief Secretary, even with his short 
| acquaintance with Ireland, must know 
|that in the West there were districts 
| where everyone had to be a member 
| of the United Irish League or it was the 
| worse forhim. Meetings were held, cases 
were brought forward, their pros and 
| cons discussed, and resolutions arrived at, 
|and the reports of those proceedings 
| appeared in the newspapers just as much 
as if they were the reports of proceedings 
in an ordinary Court of Justice. The 
views of that organisation were not 
merely expressed at the meetings in 
reference to individuals, but published 
in the newspapers, and did anybody dare 
to tell the House that the jurors drawn 
from that class who had shown what their 
bacon were in reference to these very 
crimes would act fairly and impartially ? 
The Crimes Act enabled places to be 
selected where cases could be tried. 
The Attorney-General knew there were 
places away from the disturbed districts 
where a fair trial might be obtained. The 
learned Judge to whom he had referred 
justified his statement by quoting what 
| his predecessor at the last Connaught 
| Winter Assize said— 








‘Everyone knows that when the chain of 
terrorism is complete no witness will give evi- 
dence and no jury will convict.” | 
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There was the case of a horse dealer in | 
Monaghan who took the grazing of a farm | 
from which some previous tenant had 
been evicted. That poor man’s whole 
property was destroyed; his fences 
and outhouses were pulled down and 
fourteen horses and six cows burnt. 
When the case came before the county 
court compensation to the extent of 
£1,150 was awarded, but he did not know 
whether that fully compensated the man. 
A case recently came before Judge Adams 
in Limerick County Court, in which the 
occupier of a grazing farm who had 
annoyed some people claimed compensa- 
tion for the malicious burning of two 
ricks of hay. Judge Adams said— 

“This was a most disgraceful business. The 

farmers of Ireland had received from the legis- 
lature most important benefits, and if anyone 
was to tell them thirty years ago that such 
benefits would come he would be put down as 
a madman. They must now, farmers and 
labourers, and all other subjects of the King 
in this country, remember that grievances 
having been removed law and order must 
prevail, and he could see no reason whatever, 
even according to the popular code, for the 
persecution to which this humble man was 
subjected. A piece of land formerly held by 
a tenant of the Count de Salis had become 
vacant, and the farmers were looking for 
portions of it to round their own takes—a very 
innocent and proper proceeding, but this did 
not suit the tribunal that sat in the neighbour- 
ing public-houses, and accordingly this man’s 
life was made a burthen of. He was abused 
on the road, and his sisters had to be guarded 
by a force of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
coming to and from their work of milking 
cows. It was a very bad case of popular 
hostility. No doubt can be entertained that 
the fire was malicious, because, although it 
occurred at eight o’clock at night and the police 
barrack but two miles off, no intimation was 
conveyed to the Constabulary, who did not 
discover the occurrence until the morning 
after. He awarded £60 compensation. 
Those were things which could not be 
gainsaid, and there were many similar 
cases as was known to everyone in 
Ireland who did not keep his head quite 
covered up. A receiver the other day 
brought before a Judge the case of a man 
named Burns who had taken a piece 
of land for grazing. Here was the letter 
which was written to him— 

“To Mr. H. Burns.—The caste to which you 
belong has too long stood between the people 
and their inheritance. We are determined that 
no such barriers shall intervene between the 
people and what is rightly theirs ; so, in justice 
to you as well as to ourselves, we hereby give 
you notice that you shall not be permitted 
to occupy your farm of Addergoole one moment 
beyond Ist April, 1907. Rest assured that if 


Mr. Gordon, 
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you refuse to comply with this mandate of the 
people of Mullagh we will ourselves carry it 
into execution in broad daylight, and in the 
most public manner.” 

Of course they would do nothing of the 
kind; but under the present régime no 
attempt was made to have the public 
law enforced in that locality. 

““The time has passed when your prayers 
for mercy would have been listened to. Justice, 
not mercy, is all that we shall give you, or 
receive.” 

That letter was signed by eighteen 
people and was written in reference to a 
case pending in the High Court of Justice. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Were they ~ real 
signatures, or were they all in the same 
handwriting ? : : 


Mr. GORDON said he did not know ; 
but the Judge said that if it could be 
proved that they were genuine signatures 
he would take measures to deal with them. 
He only knew that the matter came before 


‘the Court and no suggestion was made 


that they were not real signatures. That 
was only a part of the chain of terrorism 
that was exercised. The people who 
could prove these signatures would not 
come forward and the jury would not 
convict. But the terror of the man who 
received that letter was just the same. 
What steps had the Attorney-General 
for Ireland taken in the matter ? 


*THeE ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, 


Exchange) said the letter had not yet 
come before him; it was before Mr. 
Justice Ross. If it did come before him 
he would deal with it. 

Mr. GORDON said that if such @ 
matter, which was before the Court 
three weeks ago, and was ai crime 
dealing with property under the con- 
trol of the Court, although publicly 
brought forward by the police who were 
the executive officers, was not reported 
to the Attorney-General or to the Chief 
Secretary, the fact was significant. It 
the officials and the police thought it 
was no use, or that it would? not be 
thought a good thing to report it 
to the proper authorities, it: would 
add to the present state of disturbance 
in the West of Ireland. If the’ Chief 
Secretary allowed matters to go on as 
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they were going, he would be driven to 
put the Coercion Act in force; and he 


would bitterly regret that he had acceded | 


to this Motion. 


*Mr. CHERRY said that before he | 


dealt with the Resolution moved by the 
ion. Member for Tipperary, North, he 
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stituted for the trial of offences of a 
political nature, and consisting of two 
magistrates nominated by Government, 
who were the prosecutors in the case ? 
| His hon. and learned friend had made a 
most serious charge against the Irish 
| police when he said that they neglected 
| to report breaches of the law. 
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wished to congratulate him on his able | 


and eloquent speech. He was sure that 
the House would always hear the hon. 
Member in future with pleasure. The 
hon. and learned Member who had just 
sat down seemed to be enamoured of the 
Coercion Act. 
provision, why did it not apply in 
England or Scotland ? 


Sik E. CARSON (Dublin University) 
stid that one important provision, viz., 
that of change of 
to Scotland. 


*Mr. CHERRY said he was speaking 
of the Crimes Act generally, of which that 
was only one small provision. But even 
the change of venue under the Crimes Act 
was a most one-sided measure. The 
Attorney-General for Ireland was entitled 
to walk into Court and name the venue, 
and the Court was compelled to change 
it at his direction. Another provision 
of the Crimes Act gave power to the Lord- 
Lieutenant to declare a certain associa- 
tion dangerous, and the proclamation to 


that effect made it a criminal offence to | 


summon or attend a meeting of such 
association. 
irequently in force that under it twenty- 
three of the Irish Members of the House 


had been sent to gaol with hard labour | 
Would | 


by two stipendiary magistrates. 
the English people stand any such law 
as that ? 


declaring that a particular trade union, 
say, in Birmingham, was dangerous, and 
sending down two magistrates 


them to six months imprisonment with 
hard labour. Another section of the 
Crimes Act provided that where a crime 
was committed a secret inquiry might 


be held and witnesses be compelled to | 
appear before it for examination without | 


the presence of Judge, jury, or counsel. 
Would the English people tolerate that ? 
Would they stand a special Court con- 


If it was such an excellent 


venue, did apply | 


That provision was put so | 


He would like to see a Home | 
Secretary getting a Proclamation issued | 


from | 
London to try the members and sentence | 


Mr. GORDON : What I said was that 
if the police did not report that particular 
icase it was a strange commentary on 

the way such reports were made. 


*Mr. CHERRY said that during the 
| year he and his hon. and learned friend 
the Solicitor-General had been in office 
the police had reported to them even the 
most trivial violations of the law in all 
parts of Ireland, and in no single instance 
in which a crime had been committed had 
they declined to direct a prosecution. 
| On becoming Law Officers of the Crown 
the first duty he and his colleague had 
to discharge was to determine on behalf 
of the Government whether or not they 
should make use of the provisions of 
the Crimes Act. A more responsible 
duty it would be difficult to conceive. 
They were responsible for the preserva- 
tion of law and order in the country. 
They knew that some hot-headed spirits 
conceived that, as there was a change 
of Government, they could do what 
they liked. They fully appreciated 
the risk, but after the most careful 
consideration they came unhesitatingly 
to the conclusion that it was better 
and safer to adhere to the ordinary law, 
fairly administered as between man and 
man, than to resort to the provisions of 
an Act which thev believed to be unfair 
and unjust. The aim of every Govern- 
ment in Ireland ought to be to con- 
vince the masses of the people that 
the law was their friend and not their 
enemy, and he had no hesitation in saying 
that so long as the Crimes Act was 
made use of in prosecutions for crimes 
of any kind in Ireland, it would be 
impossible to get the majority of the 
people of Ireland to believe that 
the law was fairly administered. 
Soon after they came into office all the 
Proclamations under the Crimes Act 
were withdrawn afid that Act was not 
now in force in any part of Ireland. 
| They did something more than that; they 
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resolved that as far as they could they 
would put an end to any unfairness in 
empanelling juries, and for that purpose 
they summoned the Crown solicitors 
of greatest experience to a conference, 
discussed the possibility of allowing 
jurors to be challenged equally on the 
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prisoners, or the Liberal Party, at the 
conclusion of the Assizes in Limerick, 
stated that there was not a single verdict 


‘they had brought in with which he 


part of the Crown and on the part of the | 


prisoner, and arranged that as far as 
possible that should be done. They 
believed that if they showed the juries 
throughout the country that they were 
to be trusted, and that they were really 
made responsible to preserve law and 
order, they would respond to that appeal 
and do their duty. They believed that 
the reason for miscarriages of justice was 
that the jurors in the box felt they were 
not trusted. They would be told, of 
course, that that was a most dangerous 
experiment. For the purpose of seeing 
how it would work, he sent out before 
the March Assizes of last vear a circular 
to all the Crown solicitors, asking for a 
return of the number of persons they 
felt it their duty, acting under the rules 
in force (which if observed were excellent), 
to set aside, the number of jurors chal- 
lenged by the prisoners, the nature of the 
charge and the result of the trial. The 
Crown solicitors acted on the instructions 
given them, and they found that through- 
out Ireland the number of jurors chal- 
lenged by the prisoners exceeded the 
number ordered to stand aside by the 
Crown, and there was not a complaint 
in all Ireland from north to south to his 
knowledge of the verdicts returned. 


Mr. MOORE : You cannot say that this 
year. 


*Mr. CHERRY said if the hon. Member 
would allow him to proceed he would 
deal with this year. At the March 
Assizes last year he endeavoured to 
put the ordinary law in motion fairly 
with most excellent results. The same 
thing happened at the July Assizes. 
The results at the winter Assizes were 
still more remarkable. The most impor- 
tant was that for the Province of Munster. 
There they had not only the ordinary 
crime but two agrarian offences of a 
political character, one being of a most 
serious nature. The Judge, Mr. Justice 
Wright, who was not to be suspected 
of any undue partiality for jurors, 

Mr. Cherry. 


disagreed. And in both the political 
cases mentioned, one a very serious 
charge of attempt to murder, the juries 
convicted and the prisoners were sen- 
tenced. Not only did the Judge approve 
of the verdicts, but what was more 
remarkable in Ireland, the leading 
Nationalist paper of the South of Ireland 
published a strong leading article approv- 
ing of the whole of the verdicts. He 
thought that a great triumph for the 
cause of law and order, for it was his 
object to make the masses of the people 
feel by fair and just administration that 
the law was their friend and not theii 
enemy. It was his firm belief 
and that of his colleagues, that by 
pursuing that course they would really 
put an end to intimidation and _boy- 
cotting far more effectually than by 
putting into force any provision of the 
Crimes Act. They remembered the time, 
ten or fifteen years ago, when those 
provisions were in force in different 
parts of the country, when the gaols 
were filled with Members of Parliament, 
and yet boycotting and _ intimidation 
was far more rife than at present. It 
might possibly be said that in having 
resort to the ordinary law they had 
allowed crime to go unpunished. That 
was the general statement, and it was 
contended by the leading Unionist news- 


papers that Ireland was in a terrible 


state, and that crime was increasing 
dav by day. Yet in 1905, under the 
late Government the number of agrarian 
crimes reported by the constabulary was 
278, and the total in 1906 was 234, 
which was a_ distinct improvement. 
To take the details: offences against 
the person were sixteen in 1905 and 
seven in 1906; offences against property 
were sixty-four in 1905 and seventy-one 
in 1906, a slight increase; offences 
against public peace were 193 in 1905 
and 156 last vear. Other offences were five 
in 1905 and none in 1906. Those figures 
showed that resort to the ordinary law had 
not increased crime, but had diminished 
it, and he believed a continuation of that 


‘ policy would put an end to agrarian crime 


altogether. He did not think Members 
were aware of the enormous decrease in 
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agrarian offences in Ireland during the 
last twenty years. In 1886 there were 


1,056 agrarian offences reported. In 1896 | 


In 1905 they were 
Judges in Ireland 


they had fallen to 257. 
278 and last vear 234. 


had a great fancy for the returns of con- | 


stabulary inspectors, and they had been 
quoted in the debate. 
however, they should be looked at as a 


whole, and not those picked out which | 
favoured a particular conclusion, and the | 


others ignored. He had a summary of 


the reports of all the county inspectors | 


in Ireland for 1906. There were only 
thirty-two counties in Ireland, but the 


reports numbered thirty-six, the cities and | 


the ridings of counties making up that 
total. Of those thirty-six districts all but 
one were reported to be in a peaceful and 
satisfactory condition, and it was im- 
portant to note that the exception was 
the Kast Riding of Galway where the 
Clanricarde property was situated. It 


was fair to mention that certain districts 


were reported as being disturbed, but even 
in those cases in almost every instance the 
police were able to notify improvement 
in the last twelve months. In no case 
had they reported any increase of law- 
lessness. He would refer to three or four 
of the counties which were not entirely 
satisfactory. In regard to Leitrim the 
report was that the country was in a 


satisfactory state except in certain sub- | 


districts, that there were disputes on 
certain estates, but that towards the close 
of the year there were some signs of im- 
provement. The men who attacked 
Brady had been prosecuted, but as the 
matter was sub judice he did not think it 
right to refer further to the matter. The 
prosecution had been instituted by 
the present law officers. There had 
heen two abortive trials, but the case 
would be tried again at the next assizes, 
and he hoped sincerely the jury would 
come to a conclusion one way or the 
other. But even if they did not that 
would not alter his opinion one jot. He 
believed that it was far better that one 
or two guilty individuals should be 
acquitted than that the whole fountain 
of justice should be polluted. They 
heard a great deal about what a 
terrible thing boycotting and intimida- 
tion were. 
But it was not a thing of to-day or 
vesterdav. It had been going on in 
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He thought, | 


Of course it was an evil. | 
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| spite of the Crimes Act, and as far as 
| he could see, that Act had done abso- 
lutely nothing to stop it. He again 
turned to the reports of the county 
inspectors. Thirty-six counties, dis- 
tricts, and cities were reported upon in 
December last. In twenty-three of 
them the report was that there was 
no boycotting or intimidation whatso- 
ever. In thirteen, some boycotting pre- 
vailed, but most of the cases were of a 
trifling character. Cavan was men- 
tioned. “County peaceful,’ was the 
report. No intimidation, two cases ot 
minor boycotting. Clare was said to 
be a terrible county. [Mr. W. Rep- 
MoND: No, no!] The _ inspector’s 
report on Clare was that the county 
was in a peaceful state, save in two 
sub-districts. No boycotting, two cases 
of intimidation. The county of Cork had 
been referred to. Two cases of partial 
boycotting and four cases of intimida- 
tion was the report for the whole county 
of Cork. In Fermanagh there had been 
one case of partial boycotting and one 
case of complete boycotting. Then there 
was Galway and the East Riding. It 
was reported that there was no im- 
provement in the condition of the Riding, 
which continued in a lawless and un- 
settled state, except in certain districts. 
Eight persons were under constant pro- 
tection. The United Irish League was 
still a paramount power in the Riding. 
There were several cases of partial 
boycotting. Intimidation was very 
prevalent. That was the only report 
whch he could really say was un- 
satisfactory; on the whole he thought 
the position was very satisfactory. He 
sincerely believed that if they adhered 
to the course which they had taken, 
they would next year have Ireland in 
an even more peaceful condition than 
last year, but if they adopted the course 
which hon. Gentlemen opposite sug- 
gested, they would have a state of law- 
lessness, intimidation, and violence pre- 
vailing from north to south of the 
country. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
said the first thing of which he had to com- 
plain in the speech of the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman was that he had made 
voluminous references to the reports 
‘on agrarian crime in Ireland, and yet 








147 Criminal Law and 
when hon. Members sitting on the 
Unionist Benches last session were con- 
stantly asking for the production of those 
Returns they were refused. 


Mr. CHERRY : I beg the hon. Gentle- 
man’s pardon, they were published in 
the Criminal Statistics of last year. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said he could 
only say that when the Returns were 
asked for they were refused, as the 
right hon. Gentleman said he did not 
think any useful purpose could be served 
by any further publication. The right 
hon. and learned Gentleman relied for 
the success of his new experiment mainly 
on two cases in county Cork. They were 
really county Cork cases, but owing to 
the Winter Assizes the venue was changed. 
But that change of venue formed a 
considerable part of the Act the House 
was now asked to repeal. He asked the 
House to say whether the results were 
to be considered satisfactory. He thought 
he could convict the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman out of his own 
mouth. The Attorney-General had shown 
that many districts of Ireland were 
in a very unsettled state, and vet 
the question before the House was 
whether the Crimes Act should be 
repealed. He respectfully asked the 
House to pause before they said that | 
it should be. As had already been 
stated, the Act was at present harmless, 
and there was not a person in Ireland 
who was affected by its remaining on the 
Statute-book. The Act in one part 
dealt with dangerous associations. That | 
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February 4th of this year, in his own 
county, the hon. Member said that 
unfortunately there had been lately in 
certain parts of Ireland a mysterious 
outbreak of crime. Men had been fired 
at and large quantities of hay had been 
destroyed. 


Mr. W. REDMOND (Clare, E.) said 
he wished to explain what the hon. 
Member had read. When he made that 
speech the whole district of Clare was in 
such a peaceful condition that when two or 
three outrages did take place they caused 
universal regret and surprise, and it was 
with reference to those two or three 
cases he made the speech referred to. 
When a short time previously some 
very bad outrages occurred it was proved 
that they were committed by policemen 
who were allowed to leave and go to 
America. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said he was not 
sure that the House would be very much 
edified by the hon. Member’s explana- 
Still he laid great stress on what the 


tion. 
hon. Member said in that speech. He 
had before now observed that hon. 


Members said one thing in Ireland and 
another thing in that House. 


Mr. W. REDMOND : [I repudiate that. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
lis in possession. 

Mr. W. REDMOND: May I as a 
point of order 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I will call on the 


was the point to which the right hon. and | | hon. Member next. 
p 


learned Gentleman said he personally 
objected to more than to any other. He 
would tell the House what class of 
associations came under the purview of 
the Act as dangerous associations. If 
in association was found by the Lord- 
Lieutenant to be formed for the com- 
mission of crime, or to encourage or aid 
persons to commit crime or to promote or 
incite to acts of violence or intimidation 
or to interfere with law and order, such 
associations should be proclaimed. The 
Attorney-General would have the House 


heheve that the country was in a 

peaceful state, but he could refute 

that allegation. He would _ begin 

by quoting some words of the hon. 

Member for East Clare. Speaking on 
Mr. Charles Craig. 





| 


| 








Mr. W. REDMOND: I do not wish 
to speak. It is a matter of order. 


*Mr.SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not entitled to intervene. If he wishes 
to make a personal explanation he can 
do so at the conclusion of the speech of 
the hon. Member. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said the, hon. 
Member had just given a somewhat 
long explanation of the remarkable speech 
to which he had referred, and said 
that his own county ofgClare was in a 
very law-abiding condition; but the 
hon. Gentleman must have forgotten 
the Answer given by the Chief Secretary 
to a Question on that day, that there 
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had been reported cases of the use of 
firearms for the purpose of outrage in| 
the county of Clare since January last. 
Although the number was not certainly 
stated, there had been four more or | 
less serious cases. A shot was fired 
outside a man’s house for the purpose 
of intimidating him; in the second case 
two men working together were fired at 
by one man and were injured; and 
another man was fired at and injured. 
That was a strange commentary on 
the action of the House last year in 
refusing to allow the Peace Preservation 
Act to remain on the Statute Book. 
The question was whether the state of 
crime in the country, the number of | 
arrests, and the number of acquittals 
which were against the weight of the 
evidence, justified the House in repealing 
the Act at the present time. In his 
opinion they emphatically did not. He 
would have referred, if the matter had 
not been dealt with by his hon. friend 
the Member for South Derry, to the 
charges of the Judges at three assizes 
recently held in Ireland. The other 
day the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
in reference to the charge of one of the 
Judges to the Grand Jury delivered 
in the ordinary course, asked whether | 
it was the custom for Judges in England 
to make political speeches from the 
Bench. He was very much surprised | 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Chief | 
Secretary had not the courage, he 
would almost say the common decency, 
|“ Oh!”] ves, to stand up in his place, 
und defend one of His Majesty’s Judges 
in Ireland, as anv English Minister, he , 
guaranteed, would have defended one 
of His Majesty’s Judges in England. 
Whatever his idea of the Member for 
Mavo’s remark might be, it was almost | 
an unheard of thing that His Majesty’s 
Minister should allow that accusation 
to go uncontradicted. He proposed to | 
read to the House a list of malicious | 
injury cases which had taken place 
within the last two or three months, 
which in his opinion formed as good 
an index to the condition of the country | 
as anything could be. It had been said | 
from time to time that the absence of 
charges of intimidation was the best | 
index. To a certain extent that was 
true, but in many places the absence of 
intimidation and outrage was due to! 
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the fact that the people were so much 


| under the heel of the United Irish League 


that they dare not do anything. With 


/one or two exceptions such was the 


state of things that the people of Gal- 
way, Leitrim, Roscommon, and other 
counties in Ireland, were absolutely 


under the heel of the United Irish League 


and therefore the League did not think 
it necessary to employ outrage and 
intimidation to get the people to do 
what they wished. The people were 
in such fear, and owing to the deliberate 
refusal of protection from the Govern- 
ment, they dare not resist, and conse- 
quently the Returns showed in some 
cases a decrease in the amount of 
crime. Most of the cases of malicious 
injury were of a bad class, namely, that 
of burning hay and straw. On 4th 
January, 1907, for the burning of a 
stack of hay, £12 damages were allowed. 
Another case occurred at the Roscommon 
Quarter Sessions, where £51 15s. was 
allowed as damages for the malicious 
burning of 28 tons of hay. At the Dun- 
gannon Quarter Sessions, £65 damages 
were allowed on 24th October last for the 
malicious burning of a barn and dairy. 
The hon. Member was proceeding to give 
details of other cases of malicious injury, 
when 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL rose and 
asked the hon. Member for his authority. 
The hon. Member was making a serious 
statement, but he was not stating his 


, authority. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point 
of order. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I have 


‘never known it done before. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said in that 
case the hon. Member will hear some- 
thing new that night. He could give 
the hon. Member the authority for 
the cases, but it was a long list, and 
time was short. There was enough to 
show that the state of the country was 
not satisfactory, and did not correspond 
with the rosy statement that had been 
the Attorney-General. He 
would like to read an extract which’ was 
typical of what went on in places,like 
County Wexford. At a national demon- 
stration called by the executive of the 








151 Criminal Law and 
South Wexford branch of the United 
Irish League, at which addresses were 
delivered by two Members of Parliament, 
Mr. Dennis Johnston said— 

The way to settle the evicted tenants’ question 
was, to put it in plain language, to boycott the 
grabbers. I do not know,” he continued, 
** whether our rev. chairman agrees with this line 
of action, but it is the line of action that has 
been adopted with marked advantage in every 
other district throughout the country and, 
therefore, what has been found useful in 
other districts must be found useful in the 
county of Wexford. If you want to get rid of 
the planters who are in occupation of evicted 





farms, you will have to adopt stringent 
measures : 

“Mr. Edward Neville: ‘I'd hang them! 
By God I would. I'd be the hangman to- 
morrow.’ ” 


He need not read the remainder of Mr. 
Johnston’s remarks, but he would read 
the concluding remarks of the rev. 
chairman— 

“The rev. chairman in declaring the reso- 
lution carried, said they all knew as Catholics 
that boycotting was condemned by the head 
of their Church, and therefore, he could not 
be a party to advising anybody to boycott 
another, but this he would tell them to do, they 
could watch these parties and see what they did. 
These parties never dealt with them, never 
went into their shops, or dealt with them in 
any way, and they could follow the example 
thus given to them.” 

That was sailing, very close to the}wind. 
The question simply resolved itself into 
this. When the Act was originally 
passed in 1887 by hon. Members opposite, 
or their predecessors, they believed that 
the state of things in Ireland was such 
that an exceptional mode of dealing 
with it was absolutely necessary. The 
Act was not doing the smallest harm at 
the present moment to anybody. The 
people in the north of Ireland lived under 
it without feeling it in any shape or form, 
and the same remark was true in regard 
to most of the people in the south. It 
was always possible—he hoped it was 
not going to happen—that a recurrence 
of the state of affairs which existed some 
vears ago might take place. But even 
if [that was not the case, he contended 
that he and his friends had shown that 
the state of Ireland at the present time 
was not such that they could safely 
throw away a method of dealing with 
an abnormal state of lawlessness in the 
country. It was very easy to repeal 
the Act, but it would be a very different 
matter to re-enact it if the circumstances 


Mr. Charles Craig. 
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were such as to require that to be done. 
In his opinion the country unfortunately 
was not ripe for the repeal of the measure, 
and he hoped that hon. Members. whose 
predecessors passed it many years ago, 
would not now consider that the time had 
come for its removal from the Statute- 
book. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND J said 
he wanted to take the opportunity 
of making a personal explanation in 
reference to the statement of the hon, 
Member for South Antrim. The hon. Mem- 
ber had read out a number of fragmentary 
quotations, but anybody who would 
compare them with the official state- 
ments of the Attorney-General would 
agree that the speech of the hon. Gentle- 
man hardly needed an answer. The 
hon. Member had said that he was in 
the habit of saying one thing in the 
House and another thing outside. 
He begged in the clearest and most 
explicit manner to repudiate that asser- 
tion. There was no foundation what- 
ever for it. He had been in the House 
many years longer than the hon. Gentle- 
man, and he did not believe there 
was a Member on either side who 
would believe he was capable for any 
reason whatever of making statements 


in Ireland or elsewhere, that he was 
either afraid or ashamed to make in 


his place in the House. He repudiated 


the statement as one of the most 
cowardly description. 
Mr. BIRRELL: [I cannot but feel 


genuine sorrow for the hon. Gentlemen 
who come from Ulster for the course 
they have felt obliged to take in this 


debate. They are Irishmen. They love 
their country. Anything that injures 


it injures them, and anything that 
benefits it includes them in that benefit. 
And yet they have felt it necessary, 
despite the reports which we receive 
from the police, who subject the whole 
of Ireland to a miscroscopic examination 
to which certainly no other part of the 
United Kingdom is subjected, and who 
tell us of the improvement which they 
note year after year in the various coun- 
ties of Ireland, and despite the fact that 
the Attorney-General, who is, in a great 
way, responsible for the administration 
of the law in Ireland, has been able in 
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his most remarkable, clear, and con- 
vincing speech to put before the House 
and the country a state of facts which I 
should have thought would have caused 
hou. Gentlemen opposite to rejoice— 
notwithstanding all this they have felt 
it their duty to maintain that Ireland is 
still not only disfigured with crime, but 
that that crime is increasing in such a 
manner as to render it absolutely neces- 
sary. if law and order is to be secured and 
maintained, that this Criminal Law 
Procedure (Ireland) Act, of 1887, should 
remain part of the Statute law of the land. 
i think that was a melancholy obligation 
imposed upon them. Iam sure I condole 
with them that they should find it 
necessary, almost alone, to bring accusa- 
tions of that sort against a country the 
evidence of whose improvement has been 
so clearly and so well established by the 
reports of the police and by the speech of 
the Attorney-General. There can be no 
sort of difference of opinion as to the 
course to be pursued by His Majesty’s 


Ministers with regard to the Motion. We 


have no doubt or hesitation as to what we 
ought to do. I do not believe there is a 
single individual member of the Adminis- 
tration, and there can be but few of the 
Party who support that Administration 
who are not already fully pledged, both 
by their voices and on several occasions 
by their votes, to avail themselves 
of every reasonable opportunity that 
is afforded them of removing this 
Criminal Law Procedure (Ireland) Act, 
which is really a code of tyrannical laws, 
from the Statute-book. We have had 
some ingenious defences of the Act. We 
have been told that no innocent man need 
mind it. But all arguments of that kind 
proceed on the assumption that anybody 
who is accused under that Act is guilty. 
That is a queer notion of the criminal law. 
Why it has taken centuries to evolve 
protection for men who are accused 
of crime in order that they should 
not bear the penalty of it until they had 
received justice at the hands of their 
fellow-countrymen and been tried by 
experienced and competent Judges! If 


vou are to say that no man need worry ! 


about the criminal law unless he is 
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view which His Majesty’s Ministers take. 
Ever since the present Administration 
came in it has relied upon the ordinary 
law, and with most satisfactory results. 
Serious boycotting is, I quite agree, a 
most cruel and oppressive thing, but 
what we differ from hon. Gentlemen 
opposite in is that they believe that you 
will find in the Criminal Law and Proce- 
dure Act, 1887, the means of putting 
boycotting down in Ireland. We believe 
honestly that we have discovered a better 
way, and we are at all events justified by 
the experience of time in believing that 





| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| have the experience behind us since we 


our best chance of making Ireland as free 
| from this kind of offence as happily it is 
| from what is called ordinary crime is to 
| endeavour to make the people of Ireland 
| have confidence in the law and not regard 
lit as something manufactured by their 
enemies. That, at all events, is the 
desire we have, and I say without hesita- 
tion that His Majesty’s Ministers support 
this Motion. It is only in accordance 
with our pledges. Happily we have not 
merely pledges made when we were in 
opposition to support our position, but we 


came into office of the righteous adminis- 
tration of the law, which has been attended 
with the most satisfactory results. With 
reference to the time when we should 
give effect to that Resolution, that is 
very much a matter for ourselves and for 
Gentlemen from Ireland. We have this 
session made many promises. We 
propose after Easter to introduce a 
measure which is intended to associate 
the people of Ireland more closely with 
the administration of the law, and we hope 
that we shall thereby remove from the 
administration of the law that black and 
ugly cloud of suspicion that now hangs 
over almost evervthing that an Irish 
administration does. I hope also to ! 





ve 
able to introduce a measure which will 
effect the restoration of the evicted 
tenants. Wealso indicate] in the King’s 
Speech that we intend to introduce a 
measure for the higher education of the 
people of Ireland. These will necessarily 
occupy a great deal of time, and I do not 
think it would be wise for the Irish people 


| at this time to enter into the conflict with 


disposed to be a criminal himself we | 


might try a man for murder without a 
jury because, if he is a quiet, reasonable 
individual, he never is likely to be accused 


of crime. That, at all events, is not the 


another Chamber which would possibiv 
arise in attempting to repeal this Statute. 
But let it be understood that to-night, at 
all events, we shall express our fixed 
determination so to do when the earlies: 
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opportunity affords itself, and it is only 
because I believe that we can devote 
the time of this session to better and 
more effective purposes that we adopt 
this attitude. As long as the present 
Administration remains in power this Act 
is, to all intents and purposes, dead and 
buried, and so far as this Resolution is 
concerned, His Majesty’s Ministers not 
only offer it no opposition, but certainly 
wish it well and give it their support. 
'*Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8.) : It 
was quite unnecessarv for the Chief Secre- 
tary to drag in a reference to another 
place, for the programme of Irish legisla- 
tion which the right hon. Gentleman has 
disclosed is likely to occupy a longer 
period of Parliamentary time than the 
Government will be able to give to Irish 
business this session. We, on this side 
of the House, were not surprised at the 
declaration which the Chief Secretary 
has made. It accords with the view of 
Ministers when they sat on the Opposi- 
tion benches and voted in favour of the 
repeal of this Act. Therefore their 
action is consistent. None the less, it is 
profoundly to be regretted. It is remark- 
able that the Attorney-General for Ire- 
land adopted the line taken by the Chief 
Secretary and has told us that as Attorney- 
General he could not be trusted fairly 
to administer an Act of Parliament. I 
am reluctant to follow the Attorney- 
General for Ireland on a point of law, but 
I am informed that on two points in 
reference to criminal law procedure the 
Attorney-General for Ireland is quite 
wrong. He said it was an unfair Act 
because it gave the Crown or theAttorney- 
General, when an order for change of 
venue was made, the right to select the 
place of trial. That is inaccurate. 


Mr. CHERRY: What I explained was 
that I thought it an unfair thing in the 
administration of the law for the Crown 
or the Attorney-General to have the 
absolute right of change of venue. The law 
ought to be equal, and the same privilege 
given to the prisoner as to the Crown. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I will not 
argue the point. My right hon. and 
learned friend near me, who is as 
good an authority on law as_ the 


learned Attorney-General, holds that the 
prisoner has power to apply to vary or 
alter the order, and such an applicant 


Mr. Birrell. 
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is covered in regard to his costs. It is 
obvious that, if the opinion of my right 
hon. and learned friend is accurate, the 
Attorney-General’s declaration is in- 
accurate. Then the Attorney-General 
said the Act ought to apply to the 
country at large, and added, “ Fancy 
applying it to all the trade unions!” 
But he forgot that there was a section 
which expressly provided that it should 
not apply to trade unions. But it is 
with the latter part of the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman’s speech that we feel 
the greatest dissatisfaction. My hon. 
and learned friend the Member for South 
Derry has gone carefully and exhaustively 
into the evidence afforded by the charges 
of certain Judges, including the Lord 
Chief Justice of Ireland, and he has 
referred specifically to cases which showed 
the kind of boycotting which is in exist- 
ence in Ireland. The Attorney-General 
passed over all those references, and 
dealt with them by producing evidence 
ofadifferent kind. We ought to have had 
from the Irish Government some more 
complete answer to these charges than 
eloquent declarations by the Chief Secre- 
tary and the Attorney-General that they 
are as much opposed to boycotting as we 
on this side. The Attorney-General has 
assured us that we do not differ in aims, 
only in methods. The Chief Secretary 
unfairly, unjustly, and unnecessarily 
attacked my hon. friends behind me for 
the part they have taken in the debate. 
The right hon. Gentleman said it is 
regrettable that they should have made 
the case they have made. Why? Are 
their statements incorrect ? Can they be 
disproved ? If so, I will admit that the 
censure is justified; but, if not, my hon. 
friends have done no more than their 
duty, not only to their constituents, but 
to thousands of men and women in Ire- 
land who take a very different view of 
the extent to which boycotting prevails, 
and regard it as not only cruel and 
tyrannical, but as something which the 
Government can if they choose lessen, 
if not get rid of. The Attorney-General 
has told us that when he took office he 
made up his mind to depart from the 
practice he found in existence and to 
conduct what he himself described as an 
experiment; but when the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman claimed that it 


has already proved to be a success, he did 





156 
t is 
ght 
the 
in- 
eral 
the 
ney 
"ku 
‘ion 
uld 

is 
and 
fee] 
On. 
uth 
‘ely 
ase 
ord 
has 
ved 
ist- 
ral 
ind 
nee 
rad 
ore 


1an 


che 


ral 
he 
he 
to 
an 
yn. 


lid 





157 Criminal Law and {13 Marc 


not think it necessary to deal with the 
remarkable charges of the Judges, or 
with the specific cases which have been 
quoted. Of these cases the Government 
must have cognisance, and they cannot 
be disposed of by the sentimental de- 
clarations of a disapproval of boycotting. 
The matter has been dismissed to-night 
in a few sentences. The House has been 
told that boycotting throughout Ireland 
is diminishing. The Opposition has never 
said it existed over the whole of Ireland. 
Their caseis that in parts of Ireland boy- 
cotting is deplorably rife, and that the 
Government ought not to deprive them- 
selves of any powers by which it may be 
got rid of. The Chief Secretary and the 
Attorney-General are too sanguine as to 
the results of their policy. The Oppo- 
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sition take no delight in narrating these 
cases of intimidation and boycotting ; 
they have no wish to make Party capital 
or to blacken the character of Irishmen. 
We have simply acted in the discharge of 
a duty to our constituents. We have 
spoken in the name of a number of people 
who are suffering bitterly, and who feel 
that the Government does not at present 
appreciate the gravity of their case, and 
who have charged hon. Members to see 
that before any rash or ill-judged action 
is arrived at a statement of their case 
shall be put before the House and the 
country. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Aves, 252: 
83. (Division List No. rie 


Noes, 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 

Abraham, William (Rhondda) 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 

Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. | Dewar, Arthur ( 
3alfour, Robert (Lanark) Dewar, John A. 

Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | Dickinson, W.H. 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) | Dillon, John 

Barnes, G. N. 

3arran, Rowland Hirst 

Jarry, E. (Cork, S.) 

3arry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 

Beauchamp, EF. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, W.(T’w’r H’mlets,S.Geo. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

3ertram, Julius 

Bethell,Sir J.H.(Essex, R’mf’d 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 

Boland, John 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Bright, J. A. 


Cremer, William 


Cullinan, J. 





Elibank, Master 


Flavin, Michael 


Fuller, John Mic 
Brunner, J.F.L. (Lanes., Leigh | Fullerton, Hugh 
Bryce, J. Annan a ha Col. Al: 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. Gill, 2 

Burke, E. Haviland- Gets L 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
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161 Baines’ 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 14th March, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

THE LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Par- 
liaments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificates from the Examiners thit the 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have not been complied with: 
sarnley Corporation, Collooney, Ballina, 
and Belmullet Railways and Piers. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


you 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, that the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 
Boston Spa Gas Bill, and the South 
Eastern, and London, Chatham and 
Dover Railways Bill, ought to be dis- 


~ pensed with. 


X That the Standing Orders not com- 
_ plied with in respect of the Petition for 
~ a Bill by the Simon-Carves Bye-Product 
‘Coke Oven Construction and Working 
‘ompany, Limited, ought to be dispensed 
with, and leave given to introduce the 
= Bill. 


i, pi 


envnt of 


"OVTILO TU 


That the Standing Orders not com- 
~ plied with in respect of the Alexandra 
(Newport and South Wales) Docks and 
Kuilway (General Powers) Bill, ought to 
~ he dispensed with, subject to Clause 18 
~ being modified, so as to apply only to the 
« intended railways and to those companies 
> concerned whose shareholders approve 
> thereof, and to Clause 20 being struck 


’ out. 


5 


S 
x 
~ 


And that the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the London 
County Council (Tramways and Im- 
provements) Bill ought to be dispensed 
with, subject to the powers to construct 
Tramways Nos. 1, 2, 2A, 2B, 4, 5, 6, 7, 
8, 9, and 9A, being struck out of the 
Bill. 


Read and agreed to. 


Middlesbrough, Stockton-on-Tees, and | 
Thornaby Tramways Bill [H.1.]. Read | 
2, and committed: The Committee to! 
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| Bill is a peculiar one. 
‘noble and learned Lord seemed to infer, 
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be proposed by the Committee of Selec- 
tion. 


West Riding Tramways Bill [H.t.}. 
Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


Barnsley, Wombwell, and Wath Tram- 
ways Bill [t.u.] Burnley Corporation 
Bill, Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet 
Railways and Piers Bill. Examiners’ 
Certificates of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders referrel to the Stand- 
ing Orders Committee on Wednesday 
next. 


Manchester Corporation Tramways 
Bill [H.L.] Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not pro- 
ceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
the opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn: read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 25th 
and 28th of February last discharged, and 
Bill committed for Tuesday next. 


Tyne Improvement bill [H.1. |. Report 
from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. The 
orders made on the 25th and 28th of 
February last discharged, and Bill com- 
initted for Tuesday next. 


BAINES’ NAME BILL [u.1.]. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The EARL oF ONsLow): My Lords, 
with the permission of your Lordships, | 
should like to say a word with reference 
to a Bill which is not before the House 
to-night, but which was before us last 
night, and upon which a question was 
put to me by my noble and learned friend 


Lord Ashbourne—I refer to Baines’ 
Name Bill. As I had received no 


notice of the intention of the noble and 
learned Lord to call attention to it, I 


| was not in a position at the moment to 


The 
It is not, as the 


explain exactly what the Bill was. 


a Bill to change a man’s surname—that 
undoubtedly could be done without an 
Act of Parliament—but it is a Bill to 
change a Christian name. It so hap- 
pened that the testator in this case 


F 








163 Companies 


left the property to this man on condi- 
tion that he took certain names to the 
exclusion of all others—that is to say, 
to inherit the property he was obliged 
to drop his Christian names. As the 
noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack 
observed, if by Act of Parliament you 
take property away from A and give it 
to B, you obviously do something which 
the general law of the land did not 
intend. But in this case, although 
there were remainders over from the 
first legatee the same condition was 
imposed, and therefore everyone would 
have had either to relinquish the 
property or ask Parliament to pass a 
Bill. I must say that this seems to me 
an unreasonable clause for a man to put 
into his will. At the same time I do 
not think there was any way of settling 
the matter except by asking Parliament 
to sanction a Bill, and it was for that 
reason that this Bill was introduced. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ARMY (ARMY RESERVE). 

Statement showing: Actuarial caleula- 
tion of the normal strength of the Ist 
Class Army Reserve ; and 

Explanation of the difference between 
the actual strength on the Ist October, 
1899, and the normal. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACTS, 
1854-1894. 
Eighteenth Annual Report of the Rail- 
way and Canal Commission; with Ap- 
pendix. 


TEACHERS’ PENSION FUND 
(LRELAND). 
Reports on the valuation of the 
Teachers’ Pension Fund (Ireland) on 31st 
December, 1905. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
General Report by the Chief Inspector 
of the Northern Division of Scotland, 
for the year 1906. 


MISCELLANEOUS. No. 1. 
Translation of the alien law of the 


Republic of Honduras, &th February, 
1906. 


(1907). 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie upon the Table. 


The Evrl of Onslow. 
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SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (COUNTY OF 
LANCASTER). 
made by the council of 
the county of Lancaster, and con- 
firmed by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, fixing the 
hours of closing for certain classes 
of shops within the urban districts 
of Royton, Failsworth, Crompton, Lees, 
Littleborough, and Milnrow. Laid he- 
fore the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


Order 


COMPANIES BILL [u.1, }. 
[SECOND READING, | 


Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


THE EARL or GRANARD: My Lords, 
the Bill to which I have the honour to 
call your Lordships’ attention to-day is 
based on the Report of the Departmental 
Committee called together by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour in the year 1905, and I do not 
think it would be out of place if I were 
here to mention the composition of the 
Committee in order to show..your Lord- 
ships what a very representative body 
it was. It included names which 
stand foremost in this country in 
the departments of law, of commerce, 
and of finance. The Chairman of the 
Committee was the present Lord Chan- 
cellor, and on his being translated to 
this House his place was taken by Mr. 
Warmington. Among the other mem- 
bers were Mr, Hichens (Chairman of the 
Stock Exchange), Sir W. Holland (Chair- 


man of the Associated Chambers of 
Commerce), Lord Faber, Sir Felix 
Schuster, and Sir Edgar Speyer. These 


gentlemen were all busy men, and [ 
think that they deserve a word of thanks 
from the Government for giving up so 
much of their valuable time unreservedly 
to the purposes of the inquiry, which 
was conducted with so much ability, and 
which has enabled the Government to 
bring in the present Bill. 

I should like to bring to your Lord- 
ships’ notice the great importance to 
trade of the limited liability system, and 
the very great interests involved. Since 
this system was first inaugurated, in 
1862, it has made the most wonderful 
progress ; in fact it has increased by 
leaps and bounds until a very large pro- 
portion of the trade of this country is 
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carried on by corporate bodies formed 
under the Companies Act of 1862. It. 
may interest your Lordships to know | 
that the number of companies now carry- 
ing on business under the Acts is 40,000, 
and the capital embarked in them reaches 
the huge total of £2,000,000,000 sterling. 
Your Lordships will fully understand 
with what a deep sense of responsibility 
the Government have approached any 
amendment of the Companies Acts, and, 
in order that no change should be pro- 
posed which could in any way be con- 
sidered ill-advised or unnecessary, they 
have sought the advice and assistance of 
the Committee I have already mentioned. 


The reference to the Committee was 
framed in wide terms—namely, to inquire 
into what amendments were necessary 
in the Acts relating to Joint Stock 
Companies ; and afterwards the Board 

Trade expressed a hope to the Com- 
mittee that they would consider generally 
by what means Joint Stock Companies 
could best be fostered and encouraged, 
as well as the means to be taken by 
which illegitimate or fraudulent practices 
might be put an end to. I may now 
tell your Lordships that the policy of the 
Bill, so far as it deals with fraud, is by 
insisting on publicity, and it is hoped 
that by making information accessible to 
all who may seek it the best protection 
to investor and creditor may be created. 
This policy was included in the 1900 
Bill, but is carried? a good deal further 
in the present measure. 


Now, as regards the Act of 1900, one 
of the requirements was that certain in- 
formation should be given in every pro- 
spectus issued by a company ; but, like 
most Acts of Parliament, this provision 
was immediately got round, and com- 
panies, in order to avoid complying with 
this requirement, simply did not issue a 
prospectus at all, but put the shares on 
the Stock Exchange and sold them there, 
instead of issuing them by means of a 
prospectus. Consequently the buyer had 
no knowledge of the circumstances of 
the company, and had no redress what- 
ever, no matter how fraudulent the 
circumstances of the formation of the 
company might have been. 


In the present Bill, my Lords, by the 
first Clause, it is hoped to stop this state 
of affairs by compelling every public com- 
pany which does not issue a prospectus 
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to deposit with the Registrar of Joint 
Stock Companies a statement containing 
the same information as would have been 
contained in a prospectus had one been 
issued, It is only proposed to apply 
this section so far as public companies 
are concerned, and in this respect it is 
important to note that a distinction is 
made for the first time between public 
and private companies. The definition 
in the Bill of a private company is—a 
company which limits the number of its 
members to thirty and restricts the right 
to transfer its shares, and is prohibited 
by its regulations from issuing any invi- 
tation to the public to subscribe for its 
shares or debentures. All such companies 
are not to be required to file a statement 
in lieu of prospectus. Although the 
distinction between public and private 
companies is introduced for the first time, 
the Act of 1900 divided companies into 
two classes, those which issued a_pro- 
spectus and those which did not; and 
this provision, your Lordships will not 
be surprised to hear, has proved quite 
useless, for a large number of companies 
have been launched on the Stock Exchange 
and shares sold to the public without 
any information being available to the 

purehi sers of the shares as to the enter- 

prises in which they had become partners. 
Surely, my Lords, this is a most unsatis- 
factory state of affairs. 


I will now turn to Clauses 7, 8, and 10, 
which deal with the questions of issuing 
new capital at a discount and of the 
payment of interest out of capital during 
construction. As the law at present 
stands, companies formed under a special 
Act of Parliament usually have power to 
issue new capital at a discount and some- 
times to pay interest during construction, 
hut this does not apply to companies 
established under the Companies Acts. It 
is proposed by the Bill before your 
Lordships to remove these disabilities, 
subject to certain restrictions. Your 
Lordships will probably agree that 
it would be dangerous to give companies 
unrestricted power in these respects, and 
the Bill proposes, therefore, to limit the 
power of issuing new capital at a dis- 
count to companies which have carried on 
business continuously for more than two 
vears ; and, further, to insist that full 
information as to any capital issued at a 
discount shall be filed with the Registrar 
of Joint Stock Companies, and that the 
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amount of the discount shall be stated in 
any balance-sheet of the company until 
the whole amount has been written off. 
In the same way, no payment of intcrest 
out of capital can be made unless the pay- 
ment has been authorised by the regula- 
tions of the company and has received 
the sanction of the Board of Trade. 


The Bill proposes, in Clause 11, to 
extend the particulars of mortgages and 
charges affecting a company’s property 
which it is now necessary to register. 
This is a very important provision, and 
carries out what I think is the main 
principle of the Bill—namely, the afford- 
ing of effective information regarding 
companies to those who have business 
dealings with them. We all know that 
the Legislature cannot make a man pru- 
dent or wise. But this Bill, in my 
opinion, certainly safeguards the fool from 
the knave as much as is possible; and 
tis is, I think, best arrived at by giving 
ready facilities by which the public can 
inform themselves with regard to any 
material facts affecting the company 
which may be in question. 


Another step in the same direction is 
the provision that every company is 
required to forward to the Registrar a 
statement of its assets and liabilities in 
the form of a balance-sheet. This change 
has long been demanded by a large 
section of the mercantile world, but has 
been opposed by a minority for fear that 
the giving of such information would 
disclose trade secrets. In order to meet 
this point the clause provides that the 
balance-sheet filed need not include a 
statement of profit and loss. It may 
interest your Lordships to know that 
halance-sheets have been required to be 
filed by the Law of India since 1882, and 
by the Law of Victoria since 1896. 


Clauses 15, 16, and 17 deal with the same 
matter as was raised by my noble friend 
Lord Avebury in his Bill. These clauses 
are of great importance to bankers, and 
Clause 17 restores what had been be- 
lieved to be the law for many years 
until a recent decision of the Court 
declared the contrary. Stated very 
briefly, the intention of Clause 17 is to 
enable companies to re-issue debentures 
which have been paid off, and care has 
been taken to insert in the clause words 
which it is hoped will effectually safe- 


The Earl of Granard. 
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guard the rights of third parties. As the 
law stands at present, since the recent 
decision of the Court, to which [| 
have just referred your Lordships, a 
debenture once paid off is dead and 
cannot be re-issued. An _ important 
result of this decision of the 
Court is that it is now impossible effectu- 
ally to secure a current account by 
deposit of debentures, for directly the 
balance of the account is in credit the 
debentures are thereby in law repaid and 
the security is destroyed. Your Lord 
ships will at once anpreciate of what 
great importance this matter is to the 
commercial commuuity, and that the 
present state of the law has a tendency 
to operate in restraint of trade. 


I will now pass on. The next clause 
to which I think it necessary to draw 
your Lordships’ attention is Clause 25. 
Under the Act of 1862 it was provided 
that every company should call a meeting 
once in every year, but, unfortunately, 
no penalty was imposed in case of a 
company not acting in accordance with 
the law The result has been that in the 
case of some companies, whose directors, 
perhaps, were not anxious to meet the 
shareholders, no meeting has been called 
sometimes for many years in succession. 
We propose to remedy this deficiency 
and to provide for a penalty. We pro- 
pose also to afford the shareholder an 
additional resource by giving the Court 
power at any time to order a meeting to 
be called on due cause shown. The next 
clause to which I would call attention is 
Clause 33. As your Lordships are 
aware, the present law acts in some Ways 
very harshly on directors, and by Clause 
33 the Court is given power to relieve 
directors and promoters when the Court 
is satisfied that they have acted honestly 
and reasonably. 


There is now, my Lords, only one 
more clause which requires a few words, 
and that is Clause 36, which deals with 
companies registered outside the United 
Kingdom. It is proposed to require 
from every such company a certified copy 
of the Memorandum and Articles of 
Association, a list of the directors of the 
company, and the name and address of 
one or more persons resident in this 
country authorised to accept service of 
any notices required to be served on the 
company. Companies registered outside 
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the United Kingdom will be further 
required to conform to the same require- 


ments as regards filing of annual state- | 
ments of assets and liabilities as are) 


required from companies registered in 
this country. 


every prospectus and at every place of 
business the country in which the 
company was registered. 


In the event of your Lerdships giving 
favourable consideration to this Bill, it is 
proposed to introduce a Consolidation 
Bill with the object of consolidating into 
one Statute all the Companies Acts, which 
at present number seventeen. I have, 
my Lords, now outlined, I fear at some 
length, the main provisions of the Bill, 
and [ should like to be allowed to say 
before [ sit down that the Bill is in no 
way a Party one, and that the Govern- 
ment will welcome any suggestion which 
noble Lords may consider will strengthen 
the Bill on any point. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2°" —(The Earl of Granerd.) 

Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, the 
noble Earl who has just sat down spoke 
in high terms, but not in too high terms, 
of the Departmental Committee of the 
Board of Trade whose recommendations 
it is proposed to adopt in this Bill, and I 
am sure that not only the Government, 
but the commercial community also, are 
indebted to that very able Committee for 
the careful consideration they gave to this 
important subject. We are also indebted 
to His Majesty's Government for intro- 
ducing a Bill which will, I think, on the 
whole give general satisfaction. 


Not only bankers but the companies 
themselves who issue debentures are very 
anxious that the provisions removing 
doubts as to the validity of perpetual de- 
bentures and debenture stock should 
become law. There is a third class of 
persons who are also very much interested 
in the matter—namely, the general 
public. Misapprehension as to the real 
state of the law has led companies 
in perfect good faith to re-issue a 
number of debentures which, under the 
law as it at present stands, must be 
regarded as cancelled. That has intro- 
duced considerable doubt as to the 
stitus of debentures, and investors gener- 


Further, any company) 
using the word “ Limited” must state in- 
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‘ally are very much interested in seeing 


the matter put on a sound footing. 


There will, I think, be general agree- 
ment in regard to the main provisions of 
the Bill; but it is not quite easy, at the 
first glance, to see what the full effect of 
the detailed provisions will be, and accor- 
ingly I am sure my noble friend will not 
think I am asking anything unreasonable 
in venturing to express the hope that he 
will allow a fair time to elapse before he 
asks the House to take the Committee 
stage, so that lawyers and those affected 
by the Bill may have time to consider, 
not merely the general provisions, but 
the exact wording in which they are em- 
bodied. Many persons will be glad to 
hear that His Majesty’s Government pro- 
pose to introduce a Bill with the object of 
consolidating into one Statute all the 
Companies Acts. At present the law 
relating to companies is to be found 
in a variety of Acts, and it will 
be of great convenience to have 
the law combined in one single measure. 
[ beg to thank my noble friend for the 
introduction of this Bill, and for the very 
clear statement he has made in regard 
to 16. 


*Lorp FABER: My Lords, I should 
like, if I may, to congratulate the noble 
Karl upon the speech in which he moved 
the Second Reading of this Bill, and I do 
so because I happen to know from my 
own experience that this is a very 
difficult and complicated question. I had 
the advantage of sitting on the Depart- 
mental Committee which was appointed 
in 1905 to consider the Companies Acts. 
There were several experts on that 
Committee. We sat very frequently, 
and gave long and careful consideration 
to this difficult matter We also had the 
great advantage of sitting under the 
Chairmanship of the Lord Chancellor, 
whose clear guidance was of incalculable 
value to us. This Bill embodies the 
conclusions arrived at by the Depart- 
mental Committee. Its chief objects are 
to protect shareholders in limited 
companies and those traders who trade 
with limited companies. 


The Bill proposes to enlarge the 
requirements of the Companies Act, 
1900, so as to provide that no material 
fact which would be calculated to 
influence the minds of intending investors 
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should be omitted from the prospectus. | company can ascertain how it stands. I 


We on the Committee thought that a 
man who was applying for shares in a 
limited company should know everything 
that it was material for him to know, 
otherwise he would be unable to form a 
true and accurate judgment of the 
company and its standing. That pro- 
vision is for the protection of shareholders. 
The next provision in the bill is ta 
render necessary the registration with the 
Registrar of Joint Stock Companies of all 
mortgages and charges, including those 
relating to landed property and book 
debts. We thought—and I think rightly 
thought —that mortgages were very often 
danger signals, and that if a limited 
company created a mortgage it should 
be registered so that any shareholder 
in the company or any one dealing 
with the company should know of its 
existence. 

This Bill removes doubts as to the 
validity of perpetual debentures and 
debenture stock, and enables a company 
to keep alive and re-issue debentures 
which have been redeemed. It has been 
lately held that debentures re-issued in the 
manner explained by the noble Earl in 
charge of the Bill are no better than waste 
paper, and the provision in theBill is there- 
fore for the protection of the public at 
large. The next provision requires every 
company to file annually with the 
Registrar a statement of its affairs in the 
form of a balance-sheet and containing a 
summary of its capital, liabilities, and 
assets. 


When [ first had to do with business 
what obtained was this. If you traded 
with a man who ealled himself John 
Smith and anything happened to him, 
you knew that all John Smith possessed 
was liable for his debts. Time went on 
and John Smith turned himself into John 
Smith, Limited, and the man who traded 
with him then was in a very different 
position. A certain amount of capital 
was put into John Smith, Limited, and 
when the concern did badly and the 
sapital vanished John Smith walked out 
of the concern. He had _ no liability 
whatever, and the poor creditor had to do 
the best he could. A limited company 
shelters itself behind its limit, and if a 
man turns his business into a limited 
company he should be called upon to file 
a balance-sheet every year at Somerset 
House, so that persons trading with the 


Lord Faber. 


| 





|should a private limited 





cannot think for a moment that there is 
any hardship in this. It is asked, Why 
company be 
obliged to file a balance-sheet ! Simply 
for the reason that it has become a limited 
company. If a private company places 
itself within the category of limited com- 
panies, then we believe it is for the good 
of trade generally that a balance-sheet 
should be published. 


Another important provision in the 
Bill is to give power to the Court to grant 
relief to directors in cases where a breach 
of duty has been caused by honest over- 
sight, inadvertence, or error of judg- 
ment. If a director commits himself in 
this way at the present time the penalty 
is far too severe for the offence. Clause 
33 of the Bill will give absolution to 
directors who have acted honestly and in 
good faith. The point is that if you 
punish directors too severely for this 
kind of error you will. not get directors 
of the sort you desire. Good men will le 
driven away and their places will be 
taken by directors of an inferior class. 


The Committee felt that the question 
of foreign companies was one that should 
be dealt with, and I am glad to note that 
by this Bill every foreign company which, 
after the commencement of the Act, 
establishes a place of business within the 
United Kingdom, will be required to file 
with the Registrar a copy of its charter or 
statutes and a list of the directors of the 
company, together with the names and 
addresses of some one or more persons 
resident in the United Kingdom author- 
ised to accept on behalf of the company 
service of any notices required to be 
served on the company, and to file annu- 
ally with the Registrar such a statement 
of its affairs in the form of a balance 
sheet as is required of companies 
established in the United Kingdom. 
These are particulars to which we think 
we are entitled, and they are the sort 
required in foreign countries from 
English companies trading there. We 
thing it is a fair demand to make and 
that general advantage will result. 
opportunities will occur for discussing the 
details of the Bill; but I desire to say 
that, having sat for eighteen months on 
the Departmental Committee which 
inquired thoroughly into the whole ques- 
tion, I think the Bill is, on the whole, a 
very good one, and I hope your Lordships 
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will see no objection to giving ita Second 
Reading. 


Lorp GLENTAWE: My Lords, I 
congratulate the noble Earl in charge of 
the Bill on the able way in which ho has 
put this important measure before your 
Lordships. Although the Bill may not 
be perfect in all its clauses and may 
possibly need amendment as we have 
experience of its working, I think that 
on the whole the Bill meets present 
requirements so far as we can under- 
stand them. I quite agree with what 
was said by my noble friend Lord 
Avebury with regard to the question of 
debentures. The necessity for legislative 
action on that matter has been felt in 
commercial circles, especially by bankers, 
for a long time. Generally speaking, I 
think the Bill fairly meets the necessities 
of the day, and I congratulate His 
Majesty’s Government on having brought 
it forward. 


Lord ASHBOURNE: My Lords, the 
noble Earl who has presented this Bill 
to the House has done so with singular 
clearness, and I think there were very few 
of your Lordships who do not realise the 
great importance of the measure and the 
complexity and interest of the topics with 
which it deals. It affects very large 
interests, and is obviously a Bill which 
must attract a great deal of attention. 
The principle underlying its main pro- 
visions is that as wide a publicity should 
he given as every person interested in 
companies has a right to expect. That 
is the keynote of the measure. It will 
be necessary at a later stage to consider 
whether the machinery could be improved, 
but I think an honest effort has been 
made to secure by adequate penalties that 
the provisions of the Dill shall be carried 
out. It will be necessary in Committee 
to see whether that has been done uni- 
formly, and whether all the clauses have 
adequate penalties to secure the publicity 
that is needed. 


The noble Earl mentioned one clause 
which it is obvious will attract a good 
deal of attention both in the later 
stages of the Bill here and also else- 
where—the clause requiring an annual 
statement to be filed and the fullest 
information given. It is obvious that 
that is a clause of the very highest 
importance, but I do not find any 
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adequate penalties annexed to it. I have 
no doubt that the clause is put down in 
perfect good faith and with the earnest 
desire that it should be efficacious, but it 
is obvious that there should be some 
penalty. It is obvious likewise that the 
clause relating to foreign companies will 
require some consideration from the 
same point of view. <A point to be con- 
sidered is how you are to make a foreign 
company liable in the event of its not 
carrying out the provisions of the Bill, 
and how you are to get at its ofticers, 
who may be living abroad and not 
amenable to our legislation, for the 
purpose of enforcing the penalties to 
which they are in theory liable. I merely 
indicate that as a point to which we shall 
have to direct some attention when the 
Bill reaches a further stage. 


The provision in regard to private 
companies is one of the very highest 
importance. That clause must neces- 
sarily be approached from a different 
standpoint, and great care will need to 
he taken to ensure that it leaves this 
House in a form capable of being carried 
out in a useful and effective way. I am 
extremely glad to hear from the noble 
Earl that a Consolidation Bill is intended. 
The noble Earl was quite right in 
emphasising the fact that it would be 
a strictly consolidating Bill, because I 
know from my experience of another place 
that if any attempt is made in a Con- 
solidation Bill to introduce anything by 
way of an amendment of the law you 
have the philosophers in the House— 
sometimes a numerous but not always an 
agreeable class— getting up and saying 
that as you are amending one matter 
why not amend another; and, in the 
end, your Consolidation Bill becomes 
almost hopeless of passing. I have no 
doubt your Lordships will readily accord 
a Second Reading to the measure now 
before you. 


Lorp COURTNEY or PENWITH: 
My Lords, I do not wish to prolong 
the debate on this measure, which 
is eminently one of detail and will 
have to be considered in Committee. 
But I rise to make this practical 
suggestion, that it might be useful, with 
the view of economising labour in Com- 
mittee, if the Report of the Departmental 
Committee and possibly the Minutes of 
Evidence on which that Report was 
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founded could be again circulated for the 
information of your Lordships. 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
LorEBURN) : My Lords, the substance and 
purport of this Bill were so clearly stated 
by my noble friend who moved the Second 
Reading that it is quite unnecessary 
for me to elaborate his statement. 
As to the proposed Consolidation Bill, 
I agree that it ought to be purely 
consolidating. It is very desirable 
that what we did last year for marine 
insurance we should do this year 
for the company law, and in future 
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to be allowed for private study of the 
Bill before it is considered in Committee. 
I would point out that a similar appeal 
| was made by Lord Avebury, who is a 
| great authority on this subject. 





*THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): We 
/are in the hands of the House in this 
|matter. There is a desire to get the 
| Bill down to the other House as soon as 
| possible, but, as the noble Marquess has 
| made this appeal to us, we will not pro- 
'ceed with the Committee stage until 
_ after Easter. 


years for other branches of the law. If | 


the consolidated law on a_ particular 
subject is put down plainly in black and 
white in an Act of Parliament, then 
people know how to act. 


The Colonies | 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 
| mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
| House. 


and Dependencies of the Crown have | 


often wished to have a code of our 
Criminal Law in order that they might 
make use of it as the foundation of their 
own lezislation, but unfortunately no 
such code was available, and they have 
been obliged to have recourse to the 
Indian penal code. With regard to 
Clause 22, to which the noble and 
kcarned Lord referred, [ would all 
attention to the fact that Section 26 of 
the Companies Act of 1862 does provide 
under penalties for a certain summary to 
be forwarded to the Registrar of Com- 
panies. Section 22 of this Bill merely 
has the effect of adding further duties to 
those already created by the Act of 1862. 
If in the course of considering this Bill, 
which, like all human producticns, may 
be capable of improvement, any Lord 
thinks further provisions ought to be 


inserted we shall raise no objection, but, | 
on the contrary, shall be very grateful | 


for any suggestion. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
Perhaps the noble Earl will tell us when 
he proposes to take the Committee stage. 


I suppose it will not be taken until after 


Easter. 


THe EArt or GRANARD: The 
Government had thought of taking the 
Committee stage on Wednesday, if there 
is no objection to that course. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
Considering that the measure is very 
complicated and intricate and affects a 
great many interests, I think time ought 


Lord Courtney of Penwith. 


COUNTY COURTS BILL [H.1.]. 
[SEcoND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for Second Reading 
read. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
| Lords, this Bill I can confidently state 
| contains nothing except what has already 
been assented to by your Lordshiys in 
| other Bills. I will only refer to three 
|points. The Bill provides that the 
| duties of certain selected registrars in 
| hearing cases may be extended. ‘They 
are to be allowed to hear more small 
cases in order to relieve any con- 
gestion which may be produced by the 
new duties imposed on County Court 
Judges. Power is also given in the 
Bill to make rules for the purpose of 
providing for summary judgment against 
a defendant when there is really no 
|defence. There is already a_ practice 
of that kind in the High Court of 
Justice. It is desired with proper sate- 
guards to extend it to County Courts. It 
is also proposed to allow pensions to be 
given to Judges in certain circumstances, 
and to provide in the case of their having 
to find deputies that the ecst should be 
borne by the Treasury. It is very hard 
that a County Court Judge, whose income 
is only £1,500 a year, should be compelled 
to pay a deputy out of his own pocket 
when he is ill and has all the attendant 
expenses of his illness to defray. 

I wish to refer to the absence of one 
proposal from the measure. I would 
have liked to make some provision with 
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regard to the imprisonment under the 
Debtors Act of persons who are not able 
to pay and are now put in prison in 
increasing numbers. I am afraid that in 
some County Courts—though I do not 
impugn the good faith of the Judges—the 
administration of this law has led to great 
hardship. [ regret that I cannot deal 
with the matter in this omnibus Bill. 
Perhaps I have laid myself open to the 
charge of irrelevancy in referring to the 
subject, but [ believe many of your Lord- 
ships will sympathise with me in the 
irregularity. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2° —(The Lord Chancellor.) 


LorD ASHBOURNE: My Lords, this 
Bill deals with a great many very im- 
portant subjects, and the matter to which 
the noble and learned Lord referred at 
the close of his observations has excited 
the deepest possible interest in the 
country. There is a very strong feeling 
that the way in which the provisions 
in the Debtors Act relating to im- 
prisonment for debt are sometimes 
administered might well be examined 
into with a view to considering whether 
a better and improved system could not 
be adopted in its place. 


There are one or two points affecting 
this Bill which I hope my noble and 
learned friend will consider. There is 
under the Bill a power given of making 
rules. When solicitors are so much 
concerned in the administration of the 
County Courts I think it is right that they 
should have some voice in this matter. 
I have been repeatedly pressed on that 
subject in Ireland, and in Bills that I 
introduced I gave a stutus to the Presi- 
dent of the Incorporated Society in 
Ireland to be consulted in the making of 
the rules. I would suggest that the 
President of the Incorporated Law 
Society here should have some voice in 
this direction. That is a matter which 
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glad the Bill proposes to provide pensions 
for Judges. We have in Ireland, where 
it is well sometimes to look for sound 
systems, a system under which County 
Court Judges can get two-third pensions ; 
that system was in existence long before 
my time as Lord Chancellor, and now 
very tardily it is being introduced into 
England. There certainly ought to be a 
reasonable pension after a reasonable 


service. I agree that it is a reasonable 
thing that the State should pay 


deputy Judges, but I think they should 
be appointed by the Lord Chancellor. 
It is open to question whether it is wise, 
in calling into existence a system of paid 
deputies, to leave to the Judges them- 
selves power to appoint the deputies. 


. Therefore, when the Bill is in Committee 


I shall move, I hope with the sanction of 
my noble and learned friend on the Wool- 
sack, that all deputies shall be appointed 
by the Lord Chancellor. 


There is a power given in the Bill to 
the Lord Chancellor to appoint assistant 
Judges. That is a departure from our 
system, which has always been that a 
Judge should be appointed permanently 
and during good behaviour, and here 
power is taken to appoint assistant Judges 
without any durability of tenure. Theonly 
circumstance that I can see in mitigation 
of what might be a serious constitutional 
innovation is that there is a limita- 
tion put on the number and that they 
cannot exceed at any one time five. I 
am convinced that the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack would never dream 
of appointing temporary Judges unless 
absolutely satisfied of the necessity, but 
[ think this provision should be taken 
notice of as it is an innovation which re- 


quires much consideration, 


could very well be dealt with in this Biil | 


without interfering with its structure. 


highest importance. The County Court 


Viscount CROSS : My Lords, I simply 
tise to express my regret that the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack has 
not been able to introduce into this bill 
some provision dealing with what is 
generally spoken of as imprisonment for 
debt. It is many years now since I sat 


/on a Committee of the House of Commons 
Then the Treasury proposals are of the | 


Judges are an admirable body, and have | 


a great deal of work to do, and I regret 
that there is no provision for consider- 


to inquire into this hardship. {i am 
satisfied that great hardship is caused by 
the law as it exists at present. Persons 
are imprisoned for what is described as 
contempt of court, though they are quite 


ing whether an increase of salary might | unable to purge that contempt, for they 


not be given in some cases. 


I am very | have no money with which to do so. 
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that the noble and learned Lord on the | Order). 
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Woolsack has not yet seen his way to | 
introduce a clause making an alteration | 
in this matter, but I hope that before the 
Bill does pass through your Lordships’ 
House independent Peers at all events 
may suggest to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment some way of meeting this great 
difficulty. 


[The Earl of ONSLOW in the Chair. ] 

Clause 1 :— 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR): My 
Lords, I have thought about this Bill 


since the short discussion that took place 
upon it on Thursday last. I am, above 


jall things, anxious to remove the idea 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I desire to add a few words of | 
encouragement to the Lord Chancellor. 
I hope and believe the noble and learned 
Lord will be strong enough to deal 
with this subject. If he does make any 
proposals he will receive support from 
many of those who have fully considered 
the matter. It is thirty-four years since 
I attempted to make some alteration in 
the law on this subject, and everything 
that has occurred since has caused me to 
think that an alteration would be satisfac- 
tory. This imprisonment for debt, for 
that is practically what it is, although it is 
called contempt of court, is a great bard- 
ship on the debtor. I recollect a County 
Court Judge telling of two men leaving 
prison together. One said to the other, 
“What have you been imprisoned for ?” 
The reply was, “I have served fourteen 
days for stealing aduck.” ‘ Oh,” said the 
first, “how very odd. I have had forty 
days for not paying for one.” 


The hardship on the debtor is not the 
cnly consideration. ‘This is an economic 
question. If the system were got rid of 
the trader would resort to a ready- 
money system. In Scotland there is no 
imprisonment for small debts, with the 
result that the man who wants to buy a 
coat has to save his money before he 
buys it, and by paying ready money 
obtains it cheaply. The tradesman has 
no bad debts, and can sell his wares much 
more cheaply tothe buyer. No money is 
spent at law, and goods can be obtained at 
a reasonable price. I hope attention will 
be given to the matter in every aspect, 
for the more it is inquired into the more 
certain I am that the evil that now exists 
will be shown to need a remedy. 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 





House. 
Viscount Cross. 


| that we have any design upon the per- 


manent work of the Court, and accord- 
ingly Ihave placed an Amendment on the 
Paper. This clause provides that any 
division of the Court of Appeal may, 
with the consent of the Lord Chancellor, 
consist of two Judges sitting together. 
The Amendment on the Paper provides 
that this consent is “to be given only for 
special cause.” Since putting it down it 
has occurred to me that that might leave 
the jurisdiction open, because it might be 
said that the Lord Chancellor's consent 
did not rule the question whether or not 
there was special cause. I[ think it 
ought to be left to the Lord Chancellor 
to say whether there is special cause or 
not, and, with your Lordships’ permission, 
| propose to amend the Amendment by 
providing that it shall be with the con- 
sent of the Lord Chancellor, “to be 
given only if he is satisfied that there is 
special cause.” I move the insertion of 
these words to reassure those who may be 
anxious on the subject. 


Amendment moved— 

‘‘In page 1, line 6, after the word ‘Chan- 
cellor’ to insert the words ‘to be given only 
if he is satisfied that there is special cause. 
(Lhe Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amendcd, agreed to. 


Remaining clauses agreed to. Stand- 
ing Committee negatived ; the Report 
of Amendment to be received on Monday 
next; and Bill be printed as amended. 
(No. 17.) 

AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT. 

THe EARL or CAMPERDOWN: 
My Lords, I rise to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he is 
in a position to make any statement as to 
the reasons which have led the Lord 
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Egerton of Tatton to serve notices to quit | 
on his tenants in Cheshire in consequence | 
replied as follows in a letter dated Cairo, 


of the passing of the Agricultural Hold- 
ings Act of last session. 


This question is occasioned by a hasty, | 


and, as I believe, entirely undeserved 


attack which has been made in another | 


place upon a much respected Member of 
your Lordships’ House. Early in the 
present year Lord Egerton of Tatton 


appears to have written a letter to his | 
the first legal day in the North of England) to 


agricultural tenants pointing out to them 
that it would be necessary to make a new 
agreement in consequence of the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act. No less than three 
Members of the House of Commons, 
without apparently instituting any 
inquiry, assumed that this was an evasion 
of the Act, and put Questions to the 
Government in that sense. The step 
which Lord Egerton appears to have 
taken, so far as his letter goes, is one of 
ordinary prudence. As your Lordships 
know, the Act of last year invalidates 
every agreement in England, Wales, and 
Scotland, so far as cultivation is concerned, 
and therefore it will be the duty, not only 
of Lord Egerton and other Members of 
your Lordships’ House, but of every 
landowner, to consider present agree- 


ments with a view to making new 
ones. I cannot help believing — that 
that was the only reason which 


prompted Lord Egerton to take the 
course he did; and if my noble friend is 
able to tell me, as I think he will be, 
that such was the reason, then I would 
suggest whether gentlemen in another 
place, before attacking a Member of this 
House, might not endeavour to infuse a 
little discretion into their zeal. I beg to 
ask the Question standing in my name. 


THe PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTUR& And FISHERIES 
(Marl Carrincron): My Lords, in 
answer to the noble Earl, [ have to say 
that on 18th February a Question was 
asked in the other House of Parliament 
by Mr. Montagu on the subject that has 
been mentioned by the noble Ear. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN : And 


by two others. 


Fart CARRINGTON: Yes, conse- 
quential questions. I at once thought it 
my duty to communicate with Lord 
Egerton, calling his attention to the 
Question, and asking him if he wished to 


| tenant farmers. 
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say anything on the subject. The noble 
Lord was travelling at the time, and he 


26th February : 


© Dear Lord CARRINGTON 

“T am glad of the o; portunity 
(given me by your letter of 15th February, 
which I have just received) of contradicting 
the assumption made by Mr. Fullerton in his 
Question on the Paper of the House of 
Commons. I had no intention in giving 
formal notice to my tenants (en 2nd February, 


defeat the measure intended for the benefit of 
If I had intended to defeat a 
measure, Which, speaking generally, carries 


| out the long-established practice of my estate, 


I should not have written a circular to my 
tenants that it was necessary under the new 
Agricultural Holdings Act to cancel the exist- 
ing agreement, Which was out of date, and to 
substitute for it a simpler form ‘in harmony 
with recent legislation.’ My tenants know 
well that I am as anxious as ever to maintain 
the cordial relations which have long existed 
between us, and which will not in any way be 
affected by the recent Act. 1 shall be glad if 
you will give the same publicity to this letter 
as has been given to the question before the 
House of Commons. 
‘* Believe me, yours sincerely, 
** EGERTON OF TATTON”. 


I was glad to receive this letter, although 
I knew what the answer would be, and I 
can inform the noble Earl that it will be 
read in the House of Commons in reply 
to a Question which wil] be put by my 
hon. friend Mr. Montague, and I hope 
the publicity which Lord Egerton 
naturally desires will be given to his 
letter. I trust the House will forgive 
me if for one moment I refer, with per- 
haps pardonable pride, to a sentence in 
Lord Egerton’s letter. It is very pleasant 
to me, personally, and to the Government 
of which 1 am a humble member, to have 
the acknowledgment in this letter that 
the Agricultural Holdings Act of last 
session was intended for the benefit of 
the tenant farmers, and that, speaking 
generally, it carries out the long- 
established practice on Lord Egerton’s 
estate. 

There has undoubtedly, and not un- 
naturally, been some disquiet occasioned 
by the use of the words “notice to quit” 
in connection with the Act. I should 
like on this matter to quote the opinion 
of a body of practical men, who I cannot 
say were very favourable to the Bill 
when it was introduced. I refer to the 
Surveyors’ Institute. At the Surveyors’ 
Institute the Secretary of the Farmers’ 
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Club, a well-known land agent, said that | letter he has read, a letter such as was 
| to be expected from Lord Egerton of 


he for one, and he thought the general 
body of members would agree with bim, 
would not dream of giving ail the tenants 
notice to quit, and he added that in his 
opinion very grave responsibility would 
rest on the agent who advised his em- 
ployer to take such a course. Mr. 
Aubrey Spencer, who read a paper on 
the Act at the same meeting of the 
Surveyors’ Institute, and who is one of 
the best authorities on agricultural legis- 
lation, said that he would not like it to 
go out that he had advised that notices 
to quit should be given on every estate 
in the country, and that it would only 
be in exceptional cases that such a course 
would be desirable. 

I have received a letter from a York- 
shire land agent in large practice stating 
that he disapprov es the course of giving 
notice very strongly as disturbing to 
tenants and naturally making them sus- 
picious. He adds that he has never 
found any difficulty in dealing with 
agreements thirty or forty years old 
which were never altered to meet the 
provisions of the Agricultural Holdings 
Acts of 1883 and 1890. 


The noble Earl was, I think, a little 
too hard on the Members of the House 
of Commons in representing the questions 
they asked as a personal attack on Lord 
Egerton of Tatton. I see nothing of that 
sort in the Questions themselves. There 
have been articles in the Lund Agent's 
Record—a journal which is very widely 
read—on the subject of contracting out 
of the Act, with an intimation that they 
were written in response to numerous 
applications for some light on the practical 
method of taking away from the Act its 
compulsory character. In the circum- 
stances there is no cause for surprise if 
there is a certain uneasiness as to what 
may be the action of some landlords in 
regard to the Act. I do not for one 
moment think landlords will be guided 
by over-zealous agents or ingenious young 
barristers ; I believe t! ey will accept the 
Act as loyally as Lord Egerton of ‘Vatton. 
If the Act is ‘applied in a reasonable w ay 
on either side and interpreted with 
common sense it cannot fail to be of 
benefit to the agricultural community. 


THE MARQUESS OF LONDONDERRY : 
My Lords, I have listened with satisfac. 
tion to the noble Ear!’s approval of the 

Earl Carrington. 


While 1 cordially agree with 
Earl with 


Tatton. 
all that fell from the noble 
regard to Lord Egerton’s letter, there 
were certain remarks towards the latter 
part of the noble Earl’s speech on which 
{ should like to say a word. ‘The noble 
Earl seemed to think that landlords had 
no right to make any alteration in the 
relations between themselves and their 
tenants in the interval between their 
passing of the Act and its coming into 
operation. What was the object of post. 
poning the date of the Act’s coming into 
force unless it was to enable landlords 
and tenants to consider their relative 
positions ? In the interests of agriculture 
«s a Whole, it is necessary for landlords 
to consider their position. There is such 
a thing as the rotation of crops, established 
by experience of the land; and a bad 
tenant, taking advantage of the new 
power of cropping, might do great harm 
to the land. ‘That is why landlords are 
carefully considering this question. The 
noble Earl talked as if landlords were 
giving wholesale notices to their tenants, 
The idea is a figment of the imagination 
conjured in the minds of some supporters 
of the Government in the House of 
Commons who wish to create ill-feeling 
between landlord and tenant. When 
the noble Earl comes to giving advice to 
landlords as to what they shouid do, I 
must remind him that landlords have a 
right to consider their own interests 
without advice from the Front Bench. 
If the powers of landlords are unfair, let 
Parliament alter them; but I object to 
dictation from the noble Earl or anyone 
in his position. 


*THE Ear oF CREWE: My Lords, | 
desire to say a word, not so much as a 
Member of the Government, but as a 
brether landlord of Lord Egerton in 
Cheshire. <All of us who live in thai 
county know how admirably the nobic 
Lord’s estate is managed—I could not 
name a better anywhere—and all who 
know him would be aware from the first 
that any step he took in relation to the new 
Act would be for the advantage of the 
estate and of the tenants. The noble 
Marquess who has just sat down alluded 
to the time of grace, so to speak, given 
before the Act came into operation. But 
1 am bound to remind him that, while 
that time of grace was, it is perfectly 
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true, given to enable people to make | 


arrangements, it certainly was not given, 
nor do | know that it ever was claimed 
to be given, to enable people to evade 
the provisions of the Act, or in any 
sense to contract out of it. No such claim 
during all the debates that passed was 
ever made on the other side of the House. 


The only claim made was __ that 
time should be given to enable 
people to make the necessary arrange- 


ments, but not arrangements contrary to 
the provisions or even to the spirit of the 
Act. As regards the question of giving 
gencral notice, of course I do not 
know what the particular circumstances 
of my noble friend Lord Egerton’s estate 
may have been; but, speaking generally, it 
does seen to me an unnecessary and rather 
startling act to give a general notice to 
all the tenants on one’s estate If a 
landlord desires to reconstruct his form 
of agreement in consequence of the pro- 
visions in this Act, it would be by no 
means a difficult matter to carry that 
parpose out gradually in the course of 
two or three years instead of in the some- 
what dramatic manner of a general notice. 
We all know that Lord Egerton had no 
malign intention whatever in the matter ; 
but to those who are not acquainted 
with the particular circumstances it 
certainly would seem that a landlord 
who gave all his tenants notice to quit on 
the passing of a particular Act, might 
have in view some object not consonaut 
with the spirit of the Act. Therefore, 
sveaking generally, I should be inclined, 
like my noble friend behind me, to de- 
precate the practice of giving general 


notice, 


Tue Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, none of us differ from the 
noble Earl when he says that the period 
of grace allowed under the Act of last 
year was not intended as offering an 
opportunity for a wholesale evasion of the 
letter or the spirit of the Act. But 
what I wish to draw your Lordships’ 
attention to is this—that, as I under- 
stand the matter, these charges were 
brought against Lord Egerton with the 
deliberate object of suggesting that he 
had attempted to evade the provisions 
of the Act. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN : It 


was stated in terms that he was evading 


the Act. 
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THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
This discussion has been sufficient to show 
that nothing could be further from the 
truth than that charge. Whether it was 
necessiry to take this particular means 
of adjusting the estate agreements to the 
new order of things created by the Act 
of last year I cannot say ; but it is quite 
clear that the Act did so fundamentally 
alter the relations of the landlord and 
tonant that it mast have become neces- 
siry on some estates that those relations 
should be formally readjusted, not with 
the idea of depriving the tenants of any- 
thing the Act gave them, but of adapting 
the old order of things to the new, and 
that, I think, is really all that has 
happened on Lord Egerton’s estate. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I would 
remind the noble Karl the President of 
the Board of Agriculture that when the 
Agricultural Holdings Act of 1883 came 
into force, fresh agreements were entered 
into on nearly every estate. The 
Minister for Agriculture has referred to 
the Institute of Surveyors as very learned 
in this matter. 1 understand from them 
that they are not at all certain whether 
the present agreements as they stand 
would be legal at the end of the two 
years, and whether it will not be 
absolutely necessary even for those who 
desire to give the fullest scope to the Act 
to make fresh agreements to comply with 
it. I do not see how you can legally 
bring fresh agreements into force without 
some formal notice to the tenants that 
there will be new agreements substituted 
for those at present in existence. There- 
fore [ think that such an accusation as 
that which has been made against Lord 
Everton is rather hard indeed. In Lin- 
colnshire, the county with which [ am 
more closely connecied, nearly the whole 
of the present agreements are based on 
the Lincolnshire custom. That custom 
has been practically abolished by the Act 
of last year, and we shall have to see how 
far our agreements are waste paper and 
substitute others for them; but I under. 
stand that cannot be legally done with- 
out first giving formal notice to quit, 
whatever one may intend to do after- 
wards. 

House adjourned at Six o'clock, 


to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. Llandrindod Wells Gas Bill; Falmouth 

; _ Gas Bill.—Reported with Amendments; 

Thursday, 14th March, 1907. Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
aed printed. 

The House met at a Quarter before | 

Three of the Clock. 


| Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur 
| Restrictions) Bill. — Reported, — with 
| Amendments. Report to lie upon the 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Table. 


—— | 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING | Annfield Plain and District Gas Bill.— 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). | Reported, with Amendments. Report 


Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
Report from one of the Examiners for | — re 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the| eee eee ome eh 
case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz:—Burnley Corpora- 
tion Bill. 


Sir Frepertck Banspury reported 
from the Committee on Group A of 
| Private Bills; That, for the convenience 
| of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
until Monday next, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to* the Select Committee on Standing 


Orders. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements) Bill.—‘* To empower PETITIONS. 
the London County Council to construct : 
and work new tramways and to alter aa 
and reconstruct existing tramways and 
make street improvements and other 
works in the County of London ; and for | 
other purposes.” Presented, and read | 
the first time; and ordered to be read | 
a second time. | 

| 
| 





COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitions in favour. From Aldwarke ; 
Auchinraith ; Blantyre; Bolsover; Clay 
(No. 4) Pit; Grassmoor; Gwaunclawdd; 
Killamarsh ; Manners; North Staveley ; 
Oxcroft ; Park Lane; Pleasley ; Ripley; 
Silverwood ; Tibshelf; Tyldesley ; Wain- 

Local Government Provisional Orders | groves; Warsop Main; Wellshot ; West 
(No. 1) Bill.—Reported, without Amend- | Hallam; and Windygates; to lie upon 
ment [Provisional Orders Confirmed] ; | the Table. 
Report to lie upon the Table. | 


|; LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL OPTION) 
: ; = SCOTLAN uL. 
Bill to be read the third time | 2. Oe iment heesses ; 
to-morrow. | Petition from Ayr, in favour; to lie 
} upon the Table. 


London Government Scheme (South- 
wark Borough Market) Bill.—Reported, hls 
without Amendment [Scheme confirmed];; ppruRNSs >EPORTS. ETC 
Report to lie upon the Table. ao area 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 
(IRELAND). 
Return [presented 13th March] to be 
London and North-Western Railway | printed. [No. 79.] 
(Superannuation Fund) Bill.—Reported, | 
without Amendment. Report to lie upon | ARMY RESERVE. 
the Table, and to be printed. | Copy presented, of Statement showing 
| (1) Actuarial Calculation of the Normal 
North Staffordshire Railway Bill; | Strength of the Ist Class Army Reserve : 
Basingstoke Gas Bill; Bide Gas Bill;! and (2) Explanation of the Difference 


Bill to be read the third time 
to-morrow. 
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between the Actual Strength of the Ist 
October, 1899, and the Normal [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


HONDURAS (ALIEN LAW) 
(MISCELLANEOUS, No. 1, 1907). 
Copy presented, of Translation of the 
Alien Law of the Republic of Honduras, 
8th February, 1906 [by Command]; 

lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL RE- 
PORTS). 

Copy presented, of General Report 
by the Chief Inspector of the Northern 
Division of Scotland for the vear 1906 
[by Command]; tolie upon the Table. 
RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACTS, 

1854 TO 1894. 

Copy presented, of Eighteenth Annual 
Report of the Railway and Canal Com- 
mission, with Appendix [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Council of the County of Lancaster, and 
confirmed by 
the Home Department, fixing the Hours 
of Closing for certain classes of shops 
within the urban districts of Royton, 
Failsworth, Compton, Lees, Littleborough 
and Milnrow [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TEACHERS’ PENSION FUND (IRELAND), 
Copy presented, of Reports on the 
Valuation of the Teachers’ Pension Fund 
(Ireland) on 31st December, 1905 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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(Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Foreign Trawlers in the Moray Firth. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary for Scotland if he will 
state the number of foreign trawlers ob- 
served working in the Moray Firth since 
the decision in the High Court of Jus- 
ticiary in respect of the Moray Firth 
foreign trawlers’ case. 


(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) Since the 
decision in the High Court of Justiciary 
eighteen different foreign trawlers have 
been observed working in the Moray Firth 
on ninety different occasions. i 


Municipal Milk Depét. 

Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (City 
of London): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if he pro- 
poses to introduce legislation dealing with 
municipal milk depots. 

(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Yes, 


Sir, I hope to do so. 


Reafforestation in the Midlands. 

Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, whether, in view of the fact 
that there is in existence in the Midlands 
a reafforesting association supported by 
voluntary subscriptions for reafforesting 
and beautifying the Black Country, 
which association has already done a con- 
siderable amount of work in this direction, 
he could see his way, if an application 
were made on behalf of any local distress 
committee, to make a grant for unem- 


| ployed labour which could be utilised in 
| this direction. 


TREATMENT OF YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS | 


Address for ‘‘ Return showing, for each | 
| district where there is exceptional distress 


petty sessional Court in England and 
Wales, the number 
children and young persons under sixteen 
who were charged with offences during 
the last three months of 1906, and 


showing whether 


and disposal of | 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Ifina 


the distress committee applied to me for 
a grant in respect of the provision for the 


/unemployed of work of the kind men- 
' tioned, I should be prepared to consider 


the defendants would | 


probably have been released on probation | 
under supervision, if such a system had | 


heen available ; 
if any, 
and young persons in Court from adult 
prisoners.” —(Mr. Herbert Samuel.) 


and also what steps, | 
are taken to separate children 


| 
|W.): To 
| 


No payment out of the 


the application. 
could be made after the 


grant, however, 
31st inst. 


Glensharrold Evicted Tenant. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick. 


ask the Chief Secretary 
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to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland | 
if he can say what steps the| 
Estates Commissioners have taken to | 
reinstate Mrs. Margaret Windle, evicted | 
tenant, on the O’Grady Delmege estate, at | 
Glensharrold, in the county of Limerick, 
or to put her in possession of an equal | 
portion of land on the estate, having 
regard to the fact that there are forty 
acres of untenanted land on it. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have investigated Mrs. 
Windle’s application, and have decided 
that her case wi-h others is to be con- | 
sidered in connection with any untenanted 
land which they may acquire. The Com- | 
missioners are approaching the owner on 
the subject of the untenanted land men- 
tioned in the Question. 


{COMMONS} 
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Moslems have} been abandoned to the 
cruelties of the so-called Christian com- 
munity in Crete, who have forced them to 
fly from their properties and then taken 
possession of them; and what steps the 
Government are taking to protect the 
Moslems and secure for them some in- 
demnity for the outrages and losses to 
which they have been subjected. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) The answer to the first Question 
is in the affirmative. The Mussulman 
population cannot be said to have been 
abandoned to persecution by the Christian 
community in Crete, as one of the princi- 
pal reasons for the retention of the inter- 
national contingents is the protection of 
Mussulman lives and property. The 
Consuls of the protecting Powers have, 


| moreover, frequently urged on the High 


Mercers Estate, Londonderry. 

Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, °8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the tenants on the Mercers | 
estate, in county Londonderry, agreed 
so far back as November, 1904, to pur- 
chase their holdings under the Land Act 
of 1903; that the Land Commission has 
had the estate inspected and surveyed a 
considerable time ago; whether he can 
state what is the cause of delay in having | 
the sale carried out ; and whether, if it is 
due to want of funds or insufficiency of 
staff, he will endeavour to have further 
funds provided and a sufficient staff em- | 
ployed. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The pur- 
chase agreements in this were 
lodged with the Estates Commissioners in 
December, 1904, and January, 1905. The 
delay in making the inspection appears to 
be due to the inaccuracy of the maps 
'gdged, necessitating their return for 
Amendment. The inspection will shortly 
cake place. 


case 


Moslems in Crete. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is aware that, when 
the Powers took over practical responsi- 
bility for the administration of Crete, they | 
declared that they would guarantee the | 
lives and property of the Moslems. | 
Whether, in spite of this undertaking, the | 


' Commissioner the 


necessity of  safe- 
guarding Mussulman interests, and 
Monsieur Zaimis has recently given an 
undertaking to this effect. It has been 
found impracticable at present to make 
any arrangement whereby the Mussul- 
man population can be indemnified for 
any losses they may have sustained 
during the recent disturbances. 


Aliens Act. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether it is intended that 
the Aliens Act shall be so far retrospective 
that under it a man may be ordered to be 
deported, as happened in a case tried in 
Manchester last December, who came to 
this country when fourteen years of age ; 
who has been here continuously for 
seventeen years; who has married a 
British-born wife, and has three English- 
speaking children; and who 
speak the language of the country 
which he is condemned to be deported. 


cannot 


+ 


LO 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
The liability of an alien criminal to 
expulsion from the United Kingdom 
depends, not on the length or shortness 
of his residence here, but on his being 
convicted of an offence for which the 
Court which convicts him has power to 


|impose imprisonment without the option 


of a fine. It can scarcely be argued that 
the offence is made less serious by the 
fact that the alien has long enjoyed the 
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hospitality of this country. If the case 
to which the hon. Member refers is that of 
one Simon Bernstein, who was convicted 
at Manchester, on the 5th December 
last, of receiving stolen property, sen- 
tenced to nine months imprisonment 
and recommended for expulsion, I may 
point out that, according to information 
supplied to me in the prisoner’s behalf, 
the wife is not British born, though she is 
stated to have been in England ever since 
infancy, and, so far as [have been able to 
ascertain, there is no reason to suppose the 
man would have any difficulty in making 
himself understood in the country from 
which he came. 


Belfast Licence Duties. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he can state the amount of 
licence duty paid by Belfast licensed 
traders in the years ended 10th October, 
1905, and 10th October, 1906. 


(Answered by Mr, Asquith.) The 
accounts kept by the Inland Revenue 
Department at Somerset House do not 
show either the amounts for vears 
ending 10th October or figures of duty 
paid “by Belfast licensed traders,” 
as distinguished from licensed traders in 
the Belfast collection, which extends 
much beyond the City of Belfast. It 
would be possible to compile such a 
teturn as is desired out of the local Bel- 
fast accounts, but its preparation would 


involve considerable expenditure of time | 


and trouble. 


Officers’ Grants and the London Gazette. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): To 
ask the Prime Minister whether it is the 
rule that all Orders in Council conferring 
extra grants on officers of the Army and 
Navy, over and above the amounts laid 
down by regulations, should be published 
in the London Gazette; and whethe~. 
in the case of the unprecedented increase 
of half-pay to the First Sea Lord of the 
Admiralty by Order in Council, &th 
January, 1906, this rule was duly complied 
with. 


(Answered by Sir H, ‘am pbell- 
Bannerman.) Yes, I believe it is the rule. 
Sut I understand that, during a long | 
course of years, it has seldom been put ! 


VOL. CLXXI._ [FourtH SERIEs. | 
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I propose to confer with 
my right hon. friend the Lord President 
of the Council as to the course to be 
adopted in future. 


Questions. 


into practice. 


Sir Andrew Fraser and Anglo-Indian 
fficials. 


Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
his attention has been called to the 
speech of Sir Andrew Fraser before the 
\siatic Society of Bengal, in which he 
stated that at the present moment the 
Anglo-Indian officials know considerably 
less of the people than the officials of old, 
and whether, in view of this statement, it 
is the intention of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to bring forward legislation in the 
near future to give the peoples of India a 
greater share in the Government of India 
according to Indian ideas. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
I have seen a report of Sir Andrew 
Fraser’s speech, but I am not on that 
account prepared to make any announce- 
ment of the kind suggested in the Ques- 
tion. 


Indian Railways’ Rolling Stock. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether his attention has been 
drawn to the shortage of wagons on the 
Indian railways ; and whether the Indian 
Government is responsible in any way for 
this shortage, or has curtailed any capita! 
expenditure proposed to be incurred in 


| this year’s Indian- Budget. 


’ 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The question of the supply of rolling 
stock on Indian railways 1s receiving most 
careful attention. The responsibility for 
the amount allotted for the supply of 
rolling stock rests with the Secretary of 
State for India in Council; and the amount 
to be so alloted in 1907-8 will be con- 
siderably in excess of that which was 
devoted to this purpose in the year 
1906-7. 


Indian Trade Grievances. 

Mr. C. J. ODONNELL (Newington, 
Walworth): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the deputations 
of European merchants interested in 

G 
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Indian commerce and of English chair- 
men of Indian railways, who approached 
him last Tuesday to state certain trade 
grievances, did so through the regular 
official channels, that is, with the sanction 
of the Viceroy of India; and whether 
he will now reconsider his refusal to 
receive a deputation of Bengali noblemen 
and merchants, who desire to lay before 
him the injury to their properties and to 
the internal trade of the country, be- 
sides other grievances due to their being 
now placed, by the partition of Bengal, 
under two administrations. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
I am not aware of any reason why 
a body of English railway directors and 
English merchants, resident in this 
country, should address me on a financial 
question through the Government of 
India. I fail to see the connection of 
the second part of the Question with 
the first, but the Answer to it is in the 
negative. 


Nawab of Dacca’s Estate. 

Mr. C. J. O'DONNELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether 
the embarrassed condition of the estate 
of the Nawab of Dacca is now receiving 
the attention of the Government of 
Eastern Bengal; whether there is a 
proposal to advance a Government loan 
to meet his debts; and, if such is the 
case, whether he will explain why as a 
representative of that province he was 
uppointed recently a member of the 
Legislative Council. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The Government of Eastern Bengal and 
Assam are aware that the estate of 
the Nawab of Dacca is in an embarrassed 
condition, but no application for assistance 
has, so far as I know, been received by 
that Government, who would deal with 
the question, if it ever arises, in accordance 
with the ordinary laws applicable to 
sch cases, which not infrequently occur. 
The Nawab, I may add, has already 
sit in the Legislative Council of the 
Governor General. 


Instruction in the Irish Language. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
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opposition to a rule of the National 
Board requiring teachers appointed in 
Irish-speaking districts to know Irish, 
assistant teachers having no knowledge 
of Irish were appointed to the following 
schools, Lackagh boys school, Selerna 
bovs school, Selerna girls school, Clare- 
galway girls school, Spiddal girls school, 
all in districts where Irish is practically 
the universal language. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The pro- 
vision to which the hon. Member refers 
requires that in the case of new appoint- 
ments to schools in Irish-speaking dis 
tricts the teacher must have an oral 
knowledge of Irish. This provision was 
for the first time included in the code 
issued in September last. The appoint- 
ments in question were made before 
that date. 


Irish Intermediate Education Grant. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how much have 
the Intermediate Education Commis- 
sioners (Ireland) got vearly during 
the five years ended March, 1906, 
on account of Section 3 (ii.) of 53 and 
54 Vic., c. 60; what are the other sources 
and annual amounts of income of the 
Board; whether any contribution is 
made from the Imperial Exchequer to- 
wards secondary education in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) During the 
five vears mentioned, the average annual 
amount received by the Intermediate 
Education Board from Customs and Ex- 
cise duties under the section quoted was 
£53,640. The average annual income 
derived from the Board’s invested capital 
was £31,022; and from examination fees 
and other sources the Board received 
an average of £1,459. No contribution 
towards secondary education in Ireland 
is made from voted moneys, but the 
majority to the Board’s income, namely, 
its receipts from the Customs and Ex- 
cies duties, is derived from Imperial 
taxation. 


Christian Brothers Schools in Ireland. 
Mr. THOMAS O’?DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
| the number of pupils on the rolls of the 





bot at 


as 
de 
t- 
re 


to- 


the 
ual 
ate 
[Xx- 
vas 
me 
ital 
fees 
ved 
ion 
und 
the 
ely, 
Ex- 
rial 


id. 
ask 
jeu- 
tate 
the 





197 (Questions. {14 Marcu 1907} Questions. 198 


primary schools of the Christian Brothers | (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Es- 
in Ireland, and the amounts contributed | tates Commissioners inform me_ that 
from the Imperial Exchequer annually | no originating application or request 
towards the maintenance of those schools. | in respect of the sale of the estate re- 
| ferred to has been lodged with them. 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Com- | 
missioners of National Education have | Irish Farmers’ Housing Loans. 
no information as to the total number | Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
of pupils in the Christian Brothers | pqsc¢ Qacpatace. : 
primary schools. There are seventeen | 
of such schools in receipt of grants from 
the Commissioners. The number of 
pupils on the rolls of these schools on 
3lst December last was 3,230, and the | 
payments to the teaching staffs from 
the Vote for Primary Education in 
1906 was £4,935. 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, with a view to helping 
poor struggling farmers in Ireland to 
build decent sanitary dwellings for their 
families, he would take into consideration 
a scheme which would enable county 
councils in Ireland to lend to small 
farmers, on the security of their holdings, 
sums not exceeding two-fifths of the 
assessed value of the interest on their 
Irish Education Grant. holdings for the purpose of building such 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: To | houses; whether he is aware that many 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-| farmers’ houses, especially in congested 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is | areas, are quite as miserable and, from a 
aware that under the Education Act of | Sanitary point of view, uninhabitable as 
1902 a special aid grant of £2,485,000 houses occupied by labourers and others ; 
is proposed to be given to England in the | and whether he will consider the ad- 
vear 1907; and, seeing that, according | visability of endeavouring to remedy a 
to the amount proposed to be given to state of things which is at present a 
England this year, Ireland’s equivalent | source of disease in many districts in 
share should be £325,000, will he state Ireland by providing for the use of county 
what action he proposes to take. councils money at the 3} per cent. rate, 
and arranging for repayment over a 
(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The | lengthened period. 
equivalent for Ireland to the aid grant 

under the Education Act of 1902 is the (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Under the 
£185,000 provided annally in the Ireland | Land Act of 1881 the Board of Works 
Development Grant. This latter sum | make loans to farmers for works of 
was agreed upon as a final settlement of | agricultural improvement, which I be- 
Ireland’s claims, and I see no reason for | lieve is interpreted to include farm 
reopening the decision. I may point out | dwellings. The loan is made on the 
that the equivalent given to Ireland | security of the holding. It is not clear 
was not an equivalent for the total aid that any benefit would be derived from 
grant, but for the extra sum by which interposing the county council between 

that grant exceeded the former grants | the borrowers and the lenders. 
which it replaced, in accordance with 
Section 10 of The Education Act, 1902. 


Land Purchase Dispute at Lisnageera. 
| Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Carmichael—O’Ferrall Estate, Longford. (‘hief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) | of Ireland whether the Estates Com- 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | missioners are aware that in the case of 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the | Charles Burnett, a tenant on Sir Walter 
cause of delay in the sale of the Car- | Nugent’s estate at Lisnageera, county 
michael-O’Ferrall estate at  Carclara,| Longford, who purchasd his holding, 
county Longford ; whether he is aware | under the Land Act of 1901, in 1903, a 
that the tenants are anxious to become | statute acre of land was taken off this 
tenant proprietors on fair terms; and | farm for a labourer’s cottage for which 
will he direct that the inspector visits | landlord and tenant received compensa- 


and reports on this case forthwith. ‘tion for severance, yet the Commissioners 
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insist on charging Burnett for the full 
area of his original farm, and refuse to 
deduct from the same the acre which he 
has lost, and which is now the property 
of Granard No. 1 District Council; 
whether he is aware that this has been 
going on for four years, so that four 
years annuity in respect of this acre 
which he does not possess have now 
been charged and recovered against 
him; and will he therefore direct 
that this case be inquired _ into, 
and that the necessary rebate and reim- 
bursement be made forthwith to Burnett. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Land 
Commission inform me that this matter 
has been brought to their notice. No 
payment in reduction of the outstanding 
advance has yet been made to the 
Commissioners in respect of the plot 
stated to have been taken for a labourer’s 
cottage, and the Commissioners are 
therefore unable to make a reduction in 
the annuity. They are, however, making 
inquiries into the case. 


Carbery Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
8.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
Patrick M‘Carthy, an evicted tenant on 
the Carbery estate, has yet been rein- 
stated in his holding, and, if not, what 
is the cause of the delay; and will steps 
be taken to place him in immediate 
possession of his farm. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) So far as 
the Estates Commissioners are aware, 
M’Carthy has not yet been reinstated. 
On the 6th instant the Commissioners 
received a communication from the 
owner's solicitors accepting the price 
offered for the evicted farm, and stating 
that the present occupier would surrender 
on receiving the compensation offered to 
him. The matter is receiving the Com- 
missioners’ attention. 


Donegal Harbour Accommodation. 

Marquess oF HAMILTON (London- 
derry): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether. 
in view of the want of harbour accommo- 
dation in Downings Bay, county Donegal, 
where on 5th December, 1906, thirteen 
fishing boats were driven from their 
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anchorage and wrecked, His Majesty’s 
Government contemplate constructing 
a shelter pier; and, if so, whether they 
propose to begin the work before next 
winter. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) A sum of 
£4,500 has already been expended under 
the Marine Works Act upon the extension 
of the existing pier at Downings Bay. 
My predecessor considered the question 
of constructing a harbour of refuge at 
this place, but was advised that the 
probable expenditure would be so great 
as to render the work practically pro- 
hibitive. Further inquiries are being 
made as to whether some such work 
could not be undertaken at a reasonable 
cost. 


Cavan Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners are about to pro- 
ceed with the reinstatement of Patrick 
McConnell in the matter of the estate of 
J. H. Ingham, county of @avan; and, 
as this evicted tenant fulfilled all the 
conditions required by the owner in 
March, 1906, will he say what has been 
the cause of the delay and when rein- 
statement is likely to take place. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have sanctioned an ad- 
vance to McConnell to enable him to 
purchase his former holding, and are now 
in communication with the landlord 
with a view to securing McConnell’s 
immediate reinstatement. 


Irish Agricultural Organisation Society- 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether an increased grant 
has been made this year by the Depart- 
ment for Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction to the Irish Agricultural 
Organisation Society ; if so, what is the 
amount of this year’s grant; when and 
by what body was it voted; for what 
purposes was it voted; and whether any 
portion of this sum is to be used for 
raising the salaries of the officials of the 
Irish Agricultural Organisation Society. 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) No in- 
creased grant has been made this year. 
The Agricultural Board at its last meeting 
(27th Februarv) decided that the grant 
from the Department for the scheme 
submitted for the current vear should 
not exceed £3,700, the amount of last 
vear’s grant, without the matter being 
again considered by the Board. The 
grant was voted for promoting the 
adoption of co-operative methods by the 
agricultural classes, including the forma- 
tion of co-operative societies for the 
manufacture and sale of butter, for the 
purchase of farm requisites, and for the 
scutching of flax, and the formation of 
agricultural credit societies. A portion 
of the amount was authorised to be 
applied to the increase of the salary of 
one official in consideration of his giving 
his whole time to the work of the society, 
and for slight increases to minor officers. 


Administration of Justice in Ireland. 
CapraIn CRAIG (Down, E.) : 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 


has been drawn to the remarks of Mr. | 


Justice Ross, in the Land Judge’s Court, 


Dublin, on Friday, the 8th instant, when | 
he stated that Ireland suffered from a | 


plague of cowardice to bring the persons 
who are doing wrong to justice; and 
whether he will bring these remarks 
under the notice of the Roval Irish 
Constabulary authorities with a view to 
urging greater efforts on their part to 
bring wrong doers to justice. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 
to the newspapers, Mr. Justice 
that the* people were suffering from 


According 


Ross said 


the plague of cowardice in not bringing | 


wrong doers to justice. The learned 


Judge did not suggest that there was any | 


laxity in this respect on the part of the 
police. 


Earl Park Outrage. 


™r. ARKWRIGHT (Hereford): To! 


ask the Chief*Secretary to the Lord- | 


Lieutenant” of “Ireland whether he has 
received’a report concerning the events 
which occurred at the house’ of’Thomas 
Connolly, at Earl Park, onthe 10th 
December last, when shots were fired into 
the house ; whether this action was taken 


in consequence of Connolly having held a ' 
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farm, which had been in his family fot 
seventy vears, contrary to the orders of 
the local branch of the United Irish 
League; and whether Connolly is now 
receiving protection from the police. 








(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) This Ques- 
tion appears to refer to Mr. Thomas 
Conway (not Connolly), of Earl’s Park. 
Mr. Conway’s house was not fired into, 
but he and his family reported to the 
police that two shots were fired near his 
house on the date mentioned. The police 
authorities have no knowledge of the 
motive for firing the shots; Mr. Conway 
is receiving all necessary protection from 
the police. 





Intimidation in County Roscommon. 

Caprain CRAIG: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if his attention has been drawn 
to the charge of Mr. Justice Kennv to the 
grand jury of the county Roscommon, 
to the effect that the county inspector 
informed him that there was a consider- 
able amount of veiled intimidation in 
|connection with the grazing system ; 
| and what action he proposes taking in 
| this matter. 


| (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I have 
/seen a newspaper report of Mr. Justice 
|Kenny’s statement to the effect men- 
| tioned in the Question. The police are 
taking all possible measures for the 
preservation of the peace and for bringing 
offenders to justice. 


Roscommon Jury’s Action. 

Capratn CRAIG: To ask the Chief 
Secretarv to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he is aware that at the con- 
clusion of the trial for unlawful assembly 
at Tonlagee, county Roscommon, when 
the jury acquitted the prisoners, Mr. 
Justice Kenny directed the Crown 
Solicitor that no member of that par- 
| ticular jury be permitted to act in anv 
other case which came before him: and 
what steps, if any, he proposes to take. 


(Answered by Mr. Cherry.) At the 
request of my right hon. friend I beg to 
answer this Question. I am informed 
that the facts are as stated, but I do not 
think that the results of this trial affords 





any ground for altering the instructions 
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which I have already given to the Crown 
Solicitor as to the discharge of his 
duties. I do not, therefore, propose to 
take any action in the matter. 


Questions. 


Soldiers Song Book. 

Capratin CRAIG: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War, whether he will lay 
upon the Table draft copy of the 
Soldiers’ Song Book issued to officers 


a 


commanding units of regular troops ; and | 


whether it includes the National Anthem, 
and any of the territorial (old county) 
songs of the county Down. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The question of compiling a book of 
songs for soldiers is now under considera- 
tion, and the War Officer in com- 
munication with general officers com- 
manding on the subject. The hon. and 
gallant Member is, however, mistaken in 
supposing that a book has vet been issued, 
and it will be time to consider his sug- 
gestions when the scheme is more ad- 
vanced. 


is 


Government Employees and Volunteer 
Camps. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minister): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War, whether Government employees 
who are members of the Auxiliary Forces 
are given any special facilities for attend- 
ing camp. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The hon. Member is apparently alluding 
to the extra week’s leave granted forthe 
extended training. As the latter 
suspended, the necessity for the extra 
week has lapsed for the present. 


is 


Mr. W. F. D. SMITH: To ask the 


Secretary of State for War, whether 


Government employees, if called up for | 
six months training on mobilisation under | 


the new Army scheme, will have their 
appointments kept open for them and 
will be paid their salaries or wages during 


the time that their corps are under train- | 


ing or on active service. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Will the hon. Member kindly refer to my | 
reply to a Question on a similar subject | 
put yesterday by the hon. and gallant | 


{COMMONS} 


9 


“a 


04 


| Member for the Newport Division of 
| Shropshire, which will give him all the 
information at present at my disposal.+ 


Questions. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
1 


Harrods’ Packers Wages. 
Mr. SEDDON (Lancashire, Newton): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War, 


whether the War Office have entered 
|into an arrangement with Harrods, 
| Limited, to supply soldiers holding 


pensions as packers at 5s. per week wages ; 
| and whether he is aware that this firm 
a short time ago discharged over thirty 
packers earning 18s. per week and are 
now filling their places with soldiers at 
wages which make civilian labour im- 
possible. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Arrangements have been made with 
Messrs. Harrods for training as packers 
a few soldiers who are shortly completing 
their service with the colours, with a 
view to fitting them to obtain employ- 
ment in civil life on passing to the Re- 
serve. I am not aware that this arrange- 
ment has resulted in the discharge of 
skilled packers, but I am in communica- 
tion with Messrs. Harrods on the subject. 
I need hardly add that we have no in- 
tention of allowing serving soldiers, under 
any scheme of technical instruction, to 
compete with civilians at wages below 
the market rate. 


Ireland and the Territorial and Reserve 
Forces Bill 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield. 
Central) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for War, whether the Territorial and 
Reserve Forces Bill will be applicable to 
Ireland; and, if not, whether there will 
be neither county associations, nor special 
reservists, nor territorial Army in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Part I. of the Bill, which deals with 
county associations, can, by Order in 
Council, be made applicable to Ireland 
at any time and Part III. which relates 
to the special reservists does apply to 
Ireland as much as to the rest of the 
United Kingdom. The existing Militia 
in Ireland will be dealt with under the 
provisions of the Bill as soon as it be- 
comes Law. 





t See (4) Debates, elxxi., 23. 
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Musketry Practice for the Territorial 
orce. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether under his 
scheme of Army reform, it is contem- 
plated that the territorial force shall 
carry out an annual course of musketry 
practice; whether, if so, that course 
is to be at times other than the eight or 
fifteen days of prescribed training ; 
whether the men and officers are to re- 
ceive pay when so employed; and 
whether the practice is to be under the 
command of the major-general com- 
manding the district. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
There will be an annual course of mus- 
ketry, which will be carried out through- 
out the year and not during the annual 
camp, except in cases where special 
conditions may demand a relaxation of 
this rule. This practice will normally 
be under the control of the divisional 
commander, Officers and men will not 
receive pay for musketry practice carried 
out at times other than during the annual 
camp, but grants to cover necessary 
expenses in connection with the course 
will be provided on the same basis as 
such grants are now given to the Yeo- 
manry and Volunteers. 


Slandering the Army. 

Cotoxnen KENYON-SLANEY : To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called 
to a handbill cireulated in Dublin which 
contains slanders and falsehoods as to 
the soldiers of the Irish regiments and of 
the British Army; and whether he will 
take the necessary steps not only to pro- 
hibit its further circulation, but also 
adequately to punish those responsible for 
its publication. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
My attention has not been specially 
drawn to the handbill alluded to, nor 
do I think it expedient in the interests 
of recruiting to take the action suggested. 


Standerton Garrison’s Water Supply. 

Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the Army in 
South Africa has undertaken to pay to 
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the municipality of Standerton for water 
a sum of not Jess than £1,460 a year for 
twenty years; whether this obligation 
would remain, under the contract, in 
case the garrison were reduced or alto- 
gether withdrawn before 1924; whether 
the daily requirements of the troops ct 
Standerton are already below the fixed 
contract minimum of 80,000 gallons : 
whether this contract was approved by 
the War Office before completion ; anc, 
if not, on whose authority was it signed. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
This Question deals with matter arising 
from the Report of the Controller and 
Auditor-General on the accounts for 
1905-6. As these matters will come 
before the Public Accounts Committee | 
can hardly discuss them at the present 
time. 


Army Refunds. 

Mr. BOWLES: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether the General 
Officer Commanding in South Africa 
has power to approve the refund of 
£14,988 6s. 1d. to Messrs. Wilson and 
Worthington shown on page 140 of 
the Army Appropriation Accounts for 
1905-6; whether an approval of this 
refund by that officer would bind the 
War Office to allow it; and whether 
such approval has been given. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The General Officer Commanding had 
power to enter into the original agree- 
ment to sell the supplies, and the Law 
Officers advise that under the terms of 
that agreement the refund was justified. 
The Answer to the remaining inquiries is 
in the affirmative. 


Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War if, 
having regard to the importance of 
the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bull, 
he can postpone the Second Reading to 
the third week in April, instead of 
taking it directly after the recess. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane) : 
A long period has already been given 
between the First and Second Reading 
for considering the Bill, and I do not 
think it would be convenient to extend it. 
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Training Seamen for Foreign Mercantile, the date at which some of the informaion 

Marines. included in it will probably be received 
Mr. L. HASLAM (Monmouth Boroughs): | by the Board. 

To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign} ~ 

Affairs whether the Governments of the 

United States or of Germany provide, 

out of public funds, steam or sailing Mr.SEDDON: Toask the Postmaster- 

ships for the training on voyage of|General, whether he is extending his 

officers and seamen for the merchant! inquiry respecting the wages and con- 

service. ditions of service for mail van drivers 

outside the metropolitan area. 


London Mail Van Drivers Wages. 





(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
(rrey.) I understand that in Germany (Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
no ships are provided out of the public ~ jaye made inquiry respecting the 
. od ma nag seat ape rerges I wages and conditions of service of mail 
t ve é iree ‘alning ships have Bo pried as beiatis . ie 
been maintained by the United States sb oa ee 

é . : several cases to which my attention has 
Government for the last few years, namely, idin drewe:. and t shall be clad to examine 
one each at New York, Boston, and : vs 


Philadelphia anv other case which the hon. Member has 


in mind. 


East African Protectorate. 
Sir JOHN RANDLES (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth): To ask the Under-Secre- | Mr. BELLOC (Salford, 8.): To ask the 
tarv of State for the Colonies, whether| hon. Member for South Somerset, as 
he has received a Report from Mr. A. | representing the President of the Board 
Macdonald on the agricultural possi- of Agriculture, whether he has anv official 
bilities of the East African Protectorate ; information showing that the American 
and, if so, can he indicate its nature, gooseberry mildew is a new disease to 
or will he lay it before the House. | Europe, imported from America about 
1900, and since then introduced into Eng- 
(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) A Report land ; and, if so, whether the Board will 
has been received from Mr. A. Macdonald | take immediate steps, by the issue of a new 
which deals mainly with the steps to be, circular, or otherwise, to impress. this 
taken for the reorganisation of the Agri- | fact on growers with the object of making 
cultural Department of the East African | them realise the necessity of treating the 
Protectorate. A second Report, dealing) mildew as a new infectious disease of 
with agriculture generally in the Pro-| which they have hitherto had no ex- 
tectorate, is being prepared by him; and_ perience. 
when it has been received, the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies will consider! —( 4ngwered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
the question of laying it before the Jt js generally agreed that the disease in 


American Gooseberry Mildew. 


aoe. question is a comparatively new one so 
far as Europe is concerned. The infor- 
Local Government Board Reports. mation in our possession shows that it has 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To’ existed in Worcestershire for the last four 
ask the President of the Local Govern-, vears. We have alreidy issued one 
ment Board whether seeing the Thirty- circular advising fruit growers as to the 
fifth Annual Report only carries us back best methods for preventing the spread 
to March 1906, and that some of the of the disease, and we propose to issue 
inspectors’ Reports therein are one year! another in the spring. The point to 
old to date, he’could say when the Thirty-, which my hon. friend draws attention 
sixth Annual Report of the Board will’ will not be lost sight of, and, as he is 
be issued. aware, a Bill to confer further powers upon 

the Board and upon the local authorities 

(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The|to deal with insect and other pests 
complete Report for 1906-7 could not be generally will shortly be intr nduced by 
published before the autumn, looking at my noble friend. 
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Customs Clerks’ Salaries. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether there 
is any department employing a large 
number of clerks where the 
differs from the class next above to such 
an extent as is the case in the Customs 


initial | 


salaries of the lowest permanent class | 
|of Trade see no advantage in instituting 


{14 Marcu 1907} 


Statistical Office, where the initial salaries | 


are £55 and £190 respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. 


runciman.) In the | 


classification of a department regard | 
must generally be paid to the maximum | 


salary of one class when the minimum 
salarv of the class above is fixed. But 
there is no necessity to maintain any 
particular relation between the minimum 
salary of one class and the minimum salary 
of another. 


Customs Assistant Clerks’ Memorial. 

Mr. ODOWD: To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury if he will explain the 
cause of the delay with regard to the 
answering of memorials forwarded to 
the Treasury by the new class of assistant 
clerks in the Customs Statistical De- 
partment; and whether he is aware 
that a petition forwarded to the Treasury 
from this class on the 8th January last 
was still in the Customs Department on 
the Ist March. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
memorial referred to has just been received 
at the Treasury, but I have not yet had 
an opportunity of examining it. Two 
memorials from the assistant clerks in 
question were presented in the vear 1906 
and were carefully considered by the 
Board of Customs before they were sent 
on to the Treasury. 


Distribution of Oil on Heavy Seas. 

Mr. L. HASLAM: To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether 
any official inquiry has been held and 
report issued as to the efficacy of in- 
ventions for the distribution of oil from 
vessels on heavy seas, as a preventive of 
danger; if not, will he consider the ad- 
visability of instituting an inquiry on 
the subject. 


(Answered by Mr. Kearley.) No official 
*nauirv has been held or report issued 
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as to the efficacy of particular inven- 
tions for the distribution of oil on heavy 
seas, but the general question was con- 
sidered by the Life Saving Appliances 
Committee which issued its Report in 
1889. As at present advised the Board 


an inquiry. 


Dockyard Writers Petitions. 

Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty when 
it is expected the reply to the petitions of 
the dockyards’ writers will be com- 
municated ; and, seeing that no de-inite 
reply has been made to their petitions 
for over three years while those of other 
dockyard employees have been answered 
annually, whether some information as 
regards the intentions of the Admiralty 
towards the writers can be given 
forthwith. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The inquiry into the petitions of the 
dockyard writers has been concluded. 
The orders to the dockyards are now 
being prepared, and it is anticipated they 
will be isned in a few days. 


Assam Coolies’ Children’s Education. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state what steps 
have been taken to secure the education 
of the children of tea-garden coolies in 
the province of Assam. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
In June last the Government of India 
requested the Governments of Bengal and 
Eastern Bengal and Assam to depute 
special officers to inquire into the whole 
question of the education of children 


on tea plantations, and to submit 
proposals, in consultation with the 
planters, for improved arrangements. 
Reports have since been received, 


and the Government of India propose to 
address me on the subject as soon as they 
have received and considered the views of 
the local governments and of the district 
officers concerned. 


Bengal Chowkidari Tax. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, having regard to the fact 
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that the Police Commission made recom- 
mendations some time since with a view 


to relieve the Bengal agriculturists of at | 


least a portion of the chowkidari tax, 
which is levied for the remuneration of 


village watchmen, will he request the | 
yovernment of Bengal to report as to | 


the expediency of giving effect to the 
recommendation. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
I will inquire whether revised instructions 
for the assessment of the tax have been 
issued by the Government of Bengal. 


Doagh National School. 


CotoneL McCALMONT (Antrim, E.): | 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state | 
when the grant promised in aid of the | 
improvement of the national school at | 
Doagh will be given; what the amount | 


will be; and if he is aware that all pre- 
liminaries having been adjusted, there is 
a feeling in the district that no further 
delay should occur. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Com- 


missioners of National Education inform | 
me that they have provisionally approved | 
of the erection of a new school-house at | 


Doagh, but no grant has been promised, 


and they cannot yet state what the | 


amount of the grant will be or when it 
will be possible to make it. The 
necessary preliminaries have not been 


completed, the required extension of the | 


site has not been offered, nor has evidence 
of title been submitted. Moreover, the 


case is not as pressing as many others | 


which have had to be suspended. 


Irish Land Purchase Delays. 
Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): To 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether applica- | 


tions lodged as far back as Ist July, 1905, 
for the sale of properties to tenants under 


The Land Purchase Act, 1903, are still | 


undealt with and have not been declared ; 
and whether he will take some steps to 
ensure a decision being announced at an 
early date by the Commissioners and 


thus prevent the loss of income which | 


both landlords and tenants are now 


suffering. 


{COMMONS} 





(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Es- 
tates Commissioners inform me that the 
fact is as stated in the first part of the 
| Question. All applications are dealt 
| with in order of priority of lodgment, as 

laid down in the regulations. Interest 
in lieu of rent is collected by the Land 
' Commission and paid to vendors pending 
the making of the advances. 


Charge against New Quay Policemen. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if Sergeant 
|Crummy and Constable O’Shea of the 
New Quay police station, county Clare, 
were reported to District Inspector 
Hildebrand, of Ballyvaughan, for drink- 
ing and distributing drink on licensed 
premises on the 5th of last August, that 
being Sunday; is he aware that these 
charges were supported by several in- 
dependent witnesses in writing, and 
signed in the presence of the said district 
inspector ; and willan inquiry be held. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) A com- 
plaint to the effect stated was made to 
District Inspector Hildebrand, who fully 
investigated the matter and took state- 
ments from a large number of persons. 
Several of these supported the com- 
| plaint, but the majority disproved it. 
The facts were fully reported to the 
Inspector-General, who was satisfied that 
there were no grounds for taking further 
action. The misconduct of the police 
was alleged to have taken place in 
August, while the complaint was not 
made till November, immediately after 
the person who complained and two of 
| his supporters had been convicted for 
' drunkenness and assaulting Constable 
| O’Shea. 


Fungicide as a Remedy for Gooseberry 
Mildew. 


Mr. BELLOC : Toask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he can give any information as to 
whether spraying with a fungicide has 
been found to be efficacious in stopping 
the spread of the American mildew in 
Ireland during the past six years. 


| 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The De- 
| partment of Agriculture are advised that 
spraying with fungicide has not hitherto 
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been found to be altogether efficacious | pleting their term of employment as 
in Ireland as a remedy for American | lieutenant-colonel whether they are on 
mildew. At the same time the results | the list of officers selected for further 
have, in some cases, been sufficiently | employment, and thus permit them to 
satisfactory to warrant the hope that | retire immediately if there is no intention 
better results will follow the use of a| of employing them in the rank of colonel. 
fungicide in the present year. 
| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Labourers Housing Accommodation at | The desirability of giving the information 
Castlebar. | suggested in the Question is fully recog- 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask} nised by the War Office. It is hoped 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | that when the new svstem of promotion 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention | js in full working order this will be found 
has been called to a recent resolution of | practicable, but until the present large 
the Castlebar, county Mayo, Urban) list of colonels is considerably reduced it 
District Council complaining of the hard- | is feared that it will not be possible. 
ships inflicted on the labourers of urban | 
districts, owing to their being debarred Ballincollig Barracks. 
from the benefits of the Labourers| Mr. A. ROCHE (Cork): To ask the 
Act of 1906; and would he introduce Secretary of State for War whether, in 
legislation so to amend the Act of| view of the fact that from £60,000 to 
196 as to enable labourers of urban | £80,000 was spent between the years 1900 
districts to participate in its benefits. and 1906 in fitting up the Ballincollig 
Barracks for cavalry, that in the district 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The resolu- | adjoining stables and officers’ houses 
tion in question has been received. As/ were built, and also houses for lodging 
to the possibility of legislation, I am soldiers’ families, and that inconvenience 
afraid I can add nothing to the reply | jg caused to the owners of those houses 
which I gave to the Question of the hon. ! as well as to the farmers and trading 
Member for Limerick on 26th February.+ | community in the surrounding district 
; : ; by the removal of the men ; and whether, 
Irish Arterial Drainage. seeing that when the cavalry were re- 
Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) :| moved from Edinburgh the inhabitants 
lo ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | remonstrated, with the result that not 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Arterial alone was the former complement Te- 
Drainage Commission (Ireland) have | placed, but the numbers were increased, 
reported that arterial drainage in Treland | he will take steps to restore, if possible, 
isa vital necessity, page 15, and emphasise | a cavalry regiment to Ballincollig. 
the need of early legislation on the sub- : 
ject, page 16; and, if so, whether the! (Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane). 
Government intend to xct en the recom- | Under the new scheme of Army organisa- 
mendation. | tion, Ballincollig will be garrisoned by a 
: ‘ | brigade of Royal Field Artillery who 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The recom- | ove there in May. The strength of the 
oe = ae sy eens troops there, including the depot 6th 
ommission will receive full consideration. Dragoons, will then approximate to 650 
Iam not vet ina position to make any! of olf ranks. The -cavalty reseed i 
statement as to possible legislation. Scotland to which the hon. Member alludes 
Clheny’ Mughapnant Regus. | ee the Scottish command in 
Sin GEORGE FARDELL (Padding-| *” 
ton, 8.): To ask the Secretary of State The Butter Bill. 
for War whether, in view of Army Order, Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
No. 275, dealing with the promotion of | fordshire, Lichfield): To ask the Prime 
officers beyond the rank of lieutenant-| Minister when he proposes to take the 
colonel, it will in future be possible to| Butter Bill. 





infor icers ¢ > time ir com- | ‘ 
inform officers at the time of their com (Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- 
+ See (4) Debates, elxix., 1447. Bannerman.) On Monday. 
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WUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Channel and Home Fleets. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the crews of tae armoured ships 
of the Channel Fleet and the Nore 
division of the Home Fleet will remain 
with their ships for the full two years 
commission ; if not what distinction is to 
be raade between the two fleets in respect 
of the length of service in these ships; 
and ‘whether the boys drafted into the 
Home Fleet to complete their training, 
instead of being sent to sea for four 
months in a training cruiser, are regarded 
as excess complement. 


THE SECRETARY to tHE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. EpmMuNpD Robertson, 
Dundee): The system of two years 
commissions for the Channel, Atlantic 
and Foreign Fleets will not be abandoned. 
The length of time served by nucleus crews 
in the Home Fleet is not a fixed period, 
but must depend on the proportion of 
ships in the Home and Foreign Fleets 
respectively. The arrangements in regard 
to the drafting of boys to the Home Fleet 
are still so far incomplete that it is im- 
possible to make any statement. 


Fleet Distribution. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether it is 
the intention to replace ships in the 
Channel, Atlantic, and Mediterranean 
Fleets when requiring extensive refits ; 
and, if so, will the fully-manned ships of 
the Nore Fleet be taken for this purpose. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
reply to the first part of the Question is 
in the affirmative. The present intention 
is that the fully-manned ships of the Nore 
Division of the Home Fleet will not be 
taken for this purpose. 


The Commander of the Home Fleet. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Home Fleet, 
in addition to living in a house at Sheer- 
ness, will be frequently away from the 
Nore Division of the Home Fleet while 
inspecting the other ships under his 
command at Portsmouth and Plymouth. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : It is 
not anticipated that the absence of the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Home Fleet 
from his flagship, or the absence of the 
flagship from the main fleet, will be more 
frequent or more prolonged than in any 
other seagoing fleets. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): Has the Commander-in-Chief of 
the Channel Fleet an official residence on 
shore ? 


The reply was inaudible. 


Navy Hat Ribbon Tenders. 

Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty, whether he is aware that though, in 
1905, fresh tenders for the supply of hat 
ribbons were called for by the Admiralty, 
two-thirds of the total supply were there- 
after obtained from the original con- 
tractor at prices higher than those quoted 
by another accepted tender; whether 
this course involved a loss, between 20th 
October, 1905, and 31st March, 1906, of 
over £500 ; and, if so, whether any steps 
have since been taken to prevent a con- 
tinuance of such losses. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : This 
question, which belongs to the previous 
administration, is now under review by 
the Public Accounts Committee, and it 
would therefore be contrary to the usual 
practice for me to make any statement. 


Mr. BOWLES: Has anything been 
done to prevent a continuance of the 
practice ? 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
would suggest that the hon. Gentleman 
should await the Report of the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestershire, E.): Will the House 
have this session an opportunity of dis- 
cussing the Report of the Pubiic Accounts 
Committee! We have already been 
asked to defer several questions until we 
get that Report. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD oF tHe TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling 
Burghs): I am afraid that has not come 
within the scope of my vision yet. 





if 
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Colonial Conference and Disarmament. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD — (Middlesex, 
Brentford): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, in view of the cost of 
armaments to the taxpayers of the United 
Kingdom, it would be possible at the 
forthcoming Colonial Conference to obtain 
an expression of opinion as to the extent 
to which the Colonies themselves regard 
this expenditure as necessary for their 
protection. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror tHE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): I do 
not see any prospect of obtaining from 
the Conference such an opinion as the 
hon. Gentleman would desire to have. 


Trinidad Labourers and the Panama 

anal. 

Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for the 
Ealing Division of Middlesex, I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, if His Majesty’s Government 
sanctioned the contract under which 
labourers from ‘Trinidad have’ been 
recruited to work on the Panama Canal, 
to which contract the Colonial Govern- 
ment assented at the end of October or 
beginning of November last. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The contract has 
not been submitted to His Majesty’s 
Government. It was sanctioned by the 
Governor of Trinidad in the exercise of 
own discretion. 


Cost of Transvaal Election. 

Mr. STRAUS (Tower Hamlets, Mile 
End): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he will 
give a Return showing the votes cast at 
the recent Transvaal election for each 
candidate and the electorate in each 
division, and, if possible, the percentage 
that polled in each instance. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Transvaal 
Government shall be asked to supply 
this information which shall be laid when 
received. 


Colonial Conference Correspondence. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN — (Shropshire, 
Owestry): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
is aware that correspondence between 
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this country and Canada in reference to 
the Colonial Conference was published in 
Canada on 18th February, but was not 
ciculated to Members of this House till 
after the debate on the Colonial Office 
Vove on Account on 11th March, and 
that a despatch from Mr. Deakin to Lord 
Elgin of 4th December, relative to the 
New Hebrides Convention, was published 
in Australia on sth March, and has not 
yet been published in England; and if 
there is any reason why such corres- 
pondence should not be published as soon 
in this country as in the Colonies ; and if 
there was any sufficient reason for with- 
holding the correspondence above re- 
ferred to until after the debate on 11th 
March. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The publication 
in the Colonies of any correspondence 
with the Secretary of State not of a con- 
fidential character rests entirely with the 
Colonial Governments concerned. The 
Secretary of State was not aware until a 
few days ago when his attention was 
drawn to statements which appeared in 
the Press that the two despatches referred 
to by the hon. Member had been pub- 
lished in Canada and Australia _ re- 
spectively. The delay in pubiishing here 
the Canadian despatch arose from the 
necessity of consulting the Colonial 
Governments, as I explained in the 
Answer which [I gave on the 20th 
February to a Question by the hon 
Member for Leicester,+ before including in 
the Paper the final despatch of the Secre- 
tary of State. The Australian despatch 
can be published as soon as I receive a 
communication which is on its way from 
the High Commissioner for the Western 
Pacific, and which should form part of 
any published correspondence. 


In reply to a further Question, 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
GREY, Northumberland, Berwick) said : 
It is always the desire of the Secretary 
of State to give the House the earliest 
possible information. 


Canadian Negotiations with Germany. 
Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 


+ See (4) Debates, clxix., 830. - 
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State for the Colonies whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the statements of 
Canadian Ministers pointing to an under- 
standing with Germany, whereby the 
Canadian surtax would be removed ; if 
he is aware what are the nature and 
scope of the direct negotiations between 
Canada and Germany, implied in these 
statements ; and what means are taken 
to keep the British Government advised 
of negotiations between self-governing 
Colonies and foreign countries. 


(Questions. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have seen Mr. 
Fielding’s speech of 29th November last, 
to which I presume the hon. Member 
refers, but I do not gather that Mr. 
Fielding indicated in that speech that 
any understanding with Germany had 
been arrived at, or that any negotiations 
had taken place between Canada and 
Germany. If any such negotiations had 
taken place, the Governor-General would 
have informed the Secretary of State. I 
would remind the hon. Member that so 
far as the surtax is concerned, this would 
be removed automatically under the 
Canadian law which imposed it as soon as 
Germany admits Canadian goods to the 
benefit of most favoured nation treatment. 


Canada and Austrian Trade. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER: I beg} 
to ask the President of the Board | 
of Trade if the Government have any 
knowledge as to whether Canada is 
negotiating with Austria in regard to a 


modification of tariff for Austrian goods | 


entering Canada. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary of | 


State is not aware of any such nego- 
tiations. 
Jamaica. 

Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birming- | 
ham, Bordesley): I beg to ask the | 
Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies when the Papers referring to 
matters connected with the Jamaica 


eathquake and to Sir Alexander Swetten- | 


ham’s resignation will be issued. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary | 


of State is in communication with my | 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: Has not 
the hon. Gentleman already promised 
that Papers shall be laid ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I am not aware 
of any such promise. The only  state- 
ment that has been made was that we 
would consider whether any, and if any, 
what Papers should be laid. That 
prozess is still going on. 





Egyptian Judicial Appointments. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
|ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Fathy Bey Zaglool, who 
acted as Judge in the Denshawi trial, 
has been appointed under-secretary at 
the Ministry of Justice; whether the 
British Representative in Egypt was in 


any way consulted in reference to the 
appointment ; and whether the Prime 


Minister and the Secretary of State for 
Foreigi Affairs have received any 
protests from Egypt against this appoint- 
ment. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I have re- 
ceived one protest against the appoint- 
|ment purporting to be signed by 
‘thirty-one persons. For the rest, | 
‘can only refer to my previous Answer, 
| to the effect that I had no information, 
}and it was not a matter in which His 
| Majesty’s Government should interfere. 





Mr. DILLON asked whether His 
| Majesty’s representative in Egypt was 
consulted in regard to all these appoint- 
|ments ; and whether the right hon. 
| Gentleman’s attention had been directed 
to the extremely serious effect on public 
opinion in Egypt of the promotion of 
this Judge so soon after the trial. 


Sm EDWARD GREY: This is a 
point on which I have perfect confidence 
in the discretion of His Majesty's repre- 
sentative. 


| 
| 


} 


Mr. DILLON said that perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman would good" 
enough to answer the Question whether 
His Majesty's representative in Egypt 
was not, as a matter of fact, consulted 
with regard to all these appointments. 


be 


right hon. friend the Secretary of State | 


for Foreign Affairs and the question of | 
publication is receiving consideration. 
-cannot say more at the moment. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I cannot say 
| whether he is consulted in regard to all 
these appointments. Very likely he 
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js consulted in regard to most of 
them, and, if so, I have no intention 
whatever of questioning the conclusion 
to which he comes. 


Egyption General Assembly. 
Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Atlairs whether, having regard 
to the importance of the resolutions 
recently recorded by the Egyptian 
General Assembly, he will lay a copy of 
them upon the Table of the House. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I have not 
yet received a copy of the resolutions. 
Till then I cannot say whether they con- 
tain anything of importance beyond 
what has already appeared in the Press. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
Has the right hon. Gentleman received 
any resolutions from Alexandria and Cairo 
against these resolutions ! 


Sir. EDWARD GREY : 


say. 


I cannot 


Srr H. COTTON: Will the right 
hon, Gentleman apply for a copy of the 
resolutions ? 

sir. EDWARD GREY: From what 
I have seen of them in the Press they do 
not appear to be practical. 


Lunacy in Eygpt. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, it having been alleged 
in the Report of the director general 
of the Egyptian lunatic asylum for 
1905 that many dangerous lunatics 
had to be discharged uncured owing 
to insufficiency of accommodation, he 
will state how far that condition of 
things has since been remedied ; and how 
far the suggestions of the Report as to 
situation and space have been acted upon. 

I beg also to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether a, 
lunacy law, as promised in Lord Cromer’s 
Annual Report for 1903, has been intro- | 
duced in Egypt; if so, what was the | 
date of its promulgation ; is it applicable 
alike to Europeans and Natives; and, if | 
no such law exists, by what legal authority | 
are lunatics and other persons mentally 
atHicted, and found at large, arrested and | 
retained under control. 
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Sirk EDWARD GREY: I venture to 
refer the hon. Member to Lord Cromer’s 
Report for 1906 which will deal with the 
question. 


Lunatic Asylums in Eygpt. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether there is still only one lunatic 
asylum for the whole of Upper and 
Lower Egypt; what is the number of 
beds ; what is the number of Europeans 
and Natives respectively mentally aftlicted 
who have been annually placed under 
control during the last five years; and 
what proportion do those figures bear to 
the total number of persons of unsound 
mind throughout the country. 


Stir EDWARD GREY : Lord Cromer’s 
Report for 1906, which will shortly be 
published, contains full information on 
the first two points raised by the hon. 
Member. I am not in possession of any 
statistics enabling me to deal with the 
last two points raised. 


Hague Conference. 

Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs is he yet able to give to the 
House the name of the delegate or 
delegates who will represent this country 
at the forthcoming Conference at The 
Hague. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I am not at 
present in a position to announce the 
names of the delegates who may be 
appointed. 


Commercial Attachés. 

Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if he will state 
the reason why, according to this year’s 
Estimates, Diplomatic and Consular 
Services (Class 5, page 430), the Com- 
mercial Attachés previously stationed at 
Vienna, Berlin, and Madrid are in future 
to be stationed in London; tor what 
reason a new item of £1,000 has been 
introduced into the same Estimates for 
allowance to secretaries for commercial 
work ; and in what proportions and to 
which embassies is this sum to be 
allocated. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: The new 
arrangements with regard to Commercial 
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Attaches were drawn up in consultation 
with the Board of Trade. The practice of 
stationing Commercial Attachés abroad 
was found to be not altogether satis- 
factory and it is hoped that under the new 
scheme greater assistance will be rendered 
to British trade and commerce. Allow- 
ances will be granted to secretaries in 
the Diplomatic Service in order to secure 
systematic and continuous attention to 
current commercial work on the part of 
a particular member of the staff. These 
allowances will at present be assigned as 
follows :—Berlin, £100; Washington, 
£100; Rome, £100; St. Petersburgh, 
£100; Vienna, £100; Madrid, £100 ; 
Brussels, £100; Lisbon, £50; Rio, £50 ; 
Buenos Aires, £50 ; Cairo, £50; Tehran, 
£50; The Hague, £25; Athens, £25, 


Questions. 


Cost of Collecting Commercial 
Intelligence. 

Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he will state the reason for 
the reduction in this year’s Estimates, 
Diplomatic and Consular Services, (Class 
5, page 431) of the allowance for the 
collection of commercial intelligence from 
£1,000 to £700. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: The provision 
under the sub-head for special services 
represents the cost of the Commercial 
Agents who were appointed experi- 
mentally—£700 is still provided for a 
Commercial Agent in the United States. 
The other temporary Agencies have been 
abolished. The Agent in Russia has been 
made a Commercial Attaché; the Agent 
in Switzerland now receives salary as a 
Vice-Consul ; and an additional sum of 
£1,000 is included under Sub-head A 
for commercial work at Diplomatic 
Missions abroad. There is no decrease 
of the expenditure on commercial work, 
but a net increase of about £2,000. 

Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS: But the 


Estimates show a decrease. 


More is 
There is a 


Sr EDWARD GREY: 
allowed under other heads. 
net increase. 


German and American Trade 
Arrangements. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lan- 
arkshire, N.W.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he 
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will take steps to ensure that any 
arrangement between Germany and the 
United States shall not operate adversely 
to British trade. 


Str EDWARD GREY: Should any 
arrangement be come to between the 
United States and Germany affecting 
sritish trade, His Majesty's Government 
will, of course, enter into such communica- 
tion with the United States Government 
as may be required. 


New Servian Treaty. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the new Servian Treaty 
binds the Colonies to grant to the pro- 


ducts of Servia the same tariff rates 
which they may grant to any other 


foreign country ; and if so, whether the 
views of the self-governing Colonies have 
been obtained on this question. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: The Treaty 
in no way binds British Colonies or 
Possessions in the sense indicated by the 
hon. Member. They are free to adhere 
to the Treaty or not. There has conse- 
quently been no occasion to consult the 
self-governing Colonies in the matter. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Article 13 of the 
new Servian Treaty means that Servia 
has agreed to grant the same terms to 
the products of any British Colony as are 
granted to the United Kingdom, irre- 
spective of any inter-Imperial arrange- 
ment of tariffs which are now or may 
he hereafter in force. 


Sir EDWARD GREY : Under Article 
13 of the Treaty, Servia will grant most- 
favoured-nation treatment to the products 
of any British Colony or possession so 
long as that Colony or possession treats 
Servian goods as favourably as those of 
any foreign country. The Treaty there- 
fore in no way interferes with an inter- 
Imperial arrangement of tariffs. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : Does 
this Servian Treaty rest on the assumption 
that the preferential treatment of British 
goods by British Colonies is in accordance 
with the obligations of the most-favoured- 

| nation clause ? 
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Sirk EDWARD GREY: The Treaty} vice nominated by the Secretary of 
does not interfere with any inter-Imperial | State, but form part of the staff selected 
or inter-Colonial arrangements. It leaves | by the Consul-General. None of these 
all parts of the British Empire free to | gentlemen will be qualified for pensions. 
make what arrangements they please | 
hetween themselves. Turkish Import Duties and the Baghdad 
: : F | Railway. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : I beg; Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign | [ hee to ask the Secretary of State for 
Aifairs if the provision of Article 13 of Foreign Affairs whether the acceptance 
the new Servian Treaty, requiring Servia | }y the Porte and the Powers of the con- 
to extend most-favoured-nation treatment | ditions proposed by His Majesty’s Govern- 
to the products of all parts of the British ment as to the Turkish Customs duties, 
Empire, whether such part adheres tothe and the consequent acceptance of the 
Treaty or not, has been included in any | extra 3 per ceut. duty on imports into 
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other treaty with the United Kingdom. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: A similar | 


provision is included in the Commercial 
Convention between the United Kingdom 
and Roumania, signed 31st October, 1905, 
and in the Commercial Convention be- 
tween the United Kingdom and Bulgaria, 
signed 9th December, 1905. The latter 


Convention has not vet been ratified, | 


but it is expected that the ratifications 
will be exchanged in the course of a few 
days. 


British Vice-Consul at Antwerp. 
Mr. C. E. PRICE (Edinburgh, Cen- 
tral): I beg toask the Secretary of State 


for Foreign Affairs when Mr. Neville | 


Kearney was appointed Vice-Consul at 
Antwerp; what was his age when ap- 


pointed ; whether he had passed any | 


examinations, and what qualifications he 


hal for the post; and how many men | 


are employed on the staff of the Consul- 
(reneral in Antwerp, giving their names, 
ages, and length of service. 


Si EDWARD GREY: Mr. Kearney, | 
who has been a clerk in the Consulate- | 


General at Antwerp since August, 1903, 
was given the rank of Vice-Consul on 
the 9th instant on the recommendation 
of the Consul-General, so as to enable him 
to sign ships’ papers and other official 
documents. He and one other Vice- 
Consul, Mr. Robert Cox, are paid out of 
the allowance for Office Expenses. Mr. 


Turkey, will forward the construction of 
the Baghdad Railway. 
| Sir EDWARD GREY : The proceeds 
| of the additional Customs duties of 3 per 
/cent. would be devoted to the require- 
|ments of the Macedonian Budget and 
' would not, therefore, be available for any 
other purpose. To what purposes the 
financial requirements of the Turkish 
| Empire will allow any of the rest of the 
Turkish revenue to be devoted must re- 
/main a matter of opinion or conjecture. 


| Mr. BOWLES asked whether there 
| was anything in the conditions imposed 
| by His Majesty’s Government which 
would prevent the allocation of the sum 
set free by the imposition of these duties 
_to the purpose he had mentioned. 


Sir EDWARD GREY : It is a question 
/as to what sum would be set free. The 
deficit ot the Macedonian Budget, so far, 
has not been met out of revenue. 


Macedonian Reforms. 
Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W.RK., 
| Ripon): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for Foreign Affairs whether it is 
|contemplated that the formulating of 
| reforms in Macedonia shall continue to 
‘rest with the Austro-Hungarian and 
| Russian Governments after the proceeds 
\of the proposed new Customs duties, 
‘leviable mainly upon British goods, have 


| 
| 
| 


W. Lydcotte, who also has the rank of | been applied to the financing of such 
Vice-Consul at Antwerp, receives an al- | reforms. 


lowance of £200. 


His appointment | 
dates from Ist April, 1891, and that of | 


Sm EDWARD GREY : His Majesty's 


Mr. Cox from 18th January of that year. | Government understand that any pro- 
These gentlemen are not called upon to | jects for reforms which may be formu- 


pass an examination, as they are not 
members of the salaried consular ser- 
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lated by the Austro-Hungarian and 
Russian Governments will be submitted 
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to all the Powers concerned, and con- 
sidered by them all. The initiative is, 
therefore, not so important as that the 
reforms should be formulated upon a 
principle which is acceptable to all the 
Powers, and this I trust is secured. 


Mr. LYNCH asked whether the 
initiative was not a matter of great 
importance, considering that the whole 
judicial reform of Macedonia rested at 
present with the Austro-Hungarian and 
Russian Governments. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said he did not 
say the initiative was of no importance, 
but what was more important was that 
when that initiative was taken the 
reforms should be upon principles which 
were acceptable. The question of who 
took the initiative was then much more 
a matter of form than of substance. 


The Jamaican Incident. 

Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if it is in accordance with International 
law and International etiquette for the 
admiral of a foreign ship to land an 
armed force in a British Colony without 
the permission of the Governor of that 
colony. 


Sm EDWARD GREY: The Answer 
is in the negative. And I may add that 
in the incident to which the right hon. 
Gentleman has previously referred no 
such right was ever claimed. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS asked 
whether the right, or supposed right, 
was not exercised. 

I said the 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: 


right was not claimed, and you cannot | 


say that a right that has not been 
claimed has been exercised. 
convinced of is this, that there was 
naturally in the presence of such a 
catastrophe a certain amount of mis- 
understanding. The action of the 
American admiral was inspired by a 
single-minded motive of humanity and a 


desire to relieve suffering, and any other | 


construction placed upon his action was 
both unworthy and untrue, 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: May I ask 
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tion to the Governor of a British Colony, 
| these armed forces were landed, ani 
'that there was no disorder that woul 
| warrant any such action ? 

| Sir EDWARD GREY: No, Sir. Ac 
|cording to my information, the Question 
of the right hon. Gentleman conveys 
statement of facts which is not borne out 
by the true accounts of the occurrence. 


Old-Age Pensions. 

Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Excheque: 
whether, when he is considering the 
question of his ability to allow an Ex- 
chequer contribution towards granting 
pensions to the aged deserving poor, he 
will take into consideration the sugges- 
tion that such contribution shall, as a 
tentative measure, in the first instance be 
of a limited amount to be niet by an 
equal or larger sum from local sources. 





THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asqui!h, Fifeshire, E.) - 


The suggestion will he duly considered. 


Income Tax. 

Mr. C. E. PRICE: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what per- 
centage of income tax due for the yea! 
ending 31st March, 1906, was unpaid at 
that date in England, Scotland, anc 
Ireland, respectively ; and what percent- 
age of costs had been charged to the 
| taxpayers in each of these countries foi 
| non-payment to the same date. 


| Mr. ASQUITH: The _ information 
asked tor is not available, and could only 
be obtained, and that with difficulty and 
| great labour, by calling for returns from 
/the many thousand collectors by whom 
the tax is gathered in. An approximate 
statement could be given of the payments 
| to the Exchequer upto 31st March, 1906, 
in respect of tax for the vear to 5th 
| April, 1906, as collected in England, 
| Scotland, and Ireland, respevtively. But 
| this would represent collection only up 
'to about 20th March on an average, and 
| would be very imperfect in certain re 
| spects, and misleading in others. The 
exact amount of tax due for a year to 
5th April (not 21st March) is not ascer- 
tained until all appeals for the vear have 


“collection” and “payment to the [x- 





| 
| been determined ; the interval between 


whether the fact remains that, in opposi- ! chequer” varies greatly from a few days 
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to three weeks, according to circum- 
stances; and the amount not “due” 
until after 3lst March is very much 
greater in England than in Scotland or 
Ireland (¢y., the tax on the April 
dividends on consols). 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glas- 
gow, Camlachie): Cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman procure such figures as_ will 
satisfy us that the taxpayers in England 
are treated equally with the Scottish ? 
The impression is that the Scottish tax- 
payer is dealt with unfairly. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I am doing my very 
hest to bring England up to the Scottish 
standard. 


*Mr. YOUNGER (Ayr Burghs) : Why 
not adopt the Scottish system of collec- 
tion in England by employing the officers 
of Inland Revenue ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: That is one of the 


points under consideration. 


Naval Votes Deficits. 


Mr. BOWLES: 1 beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, upon what 
Parliamentary authority the Treasury 
acted when, in their communication to 
the Admiralty of the 31st’ December last, 
they assumed to authorise that Depart- 
ment to defray the deficits on certain 
Naval Votes out of moneys partly 
derived from surplus receipts beyond 
the sums appropriated in aid. 


Mr. ASQUITH: Following the uni- 
form practice of many years, the authority 


cited was that of the Appropriation Acts. | 


The question whether the application of 
Navy (or Army) Appropriations in Aid 
can be varied like that of Supply Grants 


is one which is now before the Public | 


Accounts Committee, who will no doubt 
express their opinion in due course. I 
may remind the hon. Member that any 
action which the Treasury can take 
under the Appropriation Acts is tempo- 
rary only, requiring Parliamentary rati- 
fication; and that the Treasury has no 
power to authorise even temporarily any 
expenditure which might cause an excess 
upon the aggregate sums appropriated 
by Parliament for Navy (or Army) 
services. 
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Mr. BOWLES: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General has reported that in 
his opinion the Treasury had no Parlia- 
mentary sanction whatever for its action, 
and had been guilty of the usurpation 
of a power belonging alone to this House ? 
Under these circumstances will the right 
hon. Gentleman see that this £120,000 
is surrendered to the Exchequer ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: I understand that 
the question is before the Public Ac- 
counts Committee now. 


National Physical Laboratory. 

Sir W. EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury when the Com- 
mittee inquiring into the National 
Physical Laboratory is likely to issue its 
Report. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. RuncimMAN, Dews- 
bury): I learn that the Committee is 
engaged in taking evidence, but I am not 
able at the present time to say when it 
will find itself in a position to issue its 
Report. 


Licensing Legislation. 

Mr. LANE FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barkston Ash): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the statements made by the chairmen of 
numerous benches at the recent annual 
licensing meetings in Yorkshire on the 
subject of clubs; whether he is aware 
that the justices have referred in strong 
terms to the urgent need for further 
legislation in regard to clubs where in- 
toxicants are supplied; whether the 
general purport of the opinions expressed 
by the justices is that any new enactment 
which might be made by Parliament on 
the licensing question would be futile in 
promoting temperance if it did not 
provide for the further regulation and 
supervision of clubs, in order to guard 
against abuses of the club system; and 
whether, having regard to these circum- 
stances, he is now in a position to make 
a further statement as to the question of 
further legislation in regard to clubs. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Guap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): I am aware that the 
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first three paragraphs of the Question sub- ; that he cannot see his way to giving the 
stantially represent the views generally | Metropolitan Police one day's rest in 
held by Benches of licensing magistrates | seven, in common with all other Govern- 
throughout the country. Asregards the | ment servants, on the ground that it 
last paragraph, I am not in a position to} would cost an extra £150,000 per 
make any statement at the present time.| annum, he will extend their annual 
holiday from ten days to fourteen days. 

Mr. LANE-FOX: Have not. state- 
ments been made on behalf of the Mr. GLADSTONE: The cost even of 
Government dealing with other important | this extension of holiday would lhe 
questions touching licensing, and cannot | considerable, and I doubt if there are 
I have a more satisfactory answer from | sufficient funds available to allow of my 
the right hon. Gentleman ! granting it, but I will consider the point 
in connection with the Estimates for the 
next financial year. 





Mr. GLADSTONE: I have said the 
matter is still under consideration. 


oF. Dangerous Performances. 
_ Mr. LANE-FOX : Do the Government | —*\f{r, REES: On behalf of the hon. 
intend to deal with it ? | Member for St. Pancras, E., I beg to ask 
‘ ea : | the Seeretary of State for the Home 
Mr. GLADSTONE: Yes, that is what | Department whether in view of his 
I wished to convey. | Answer on the 19th March last,+ he has 
| yet considered whether it is desirable to 
Charitable Institutions and the Truck | extend the provisions of the Dangerous 
‘ nen “fae | Performances Acts, 1879 and 1897, to 
Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- dangerous performances by women of 
ham, Barnard Castle): I beg to ask the | any age; and, if so, can he make any 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart-| statement as to the introduction of 
ment whether his attention has been | legislation on the subject. 
called to the system adopted, in contra-| ~ 
vention of the Truck Acts, in Church} Vp GLADSTONE: A Bill was 
Army homes and other institutions in | introduced by the Government last year 
West London, of paying wages in kind, | with this purpose, but did not succeed in 
by way of supplying food, and also by | passing. I see no prospect of legislation 
deductions for sleeping accommodation ; | on the subject this session. 4 
whether such places are supervised by | 
factory inspectors ; and, if so, what steps, Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
if any, have been taken to bring these ate : a 
factories into conformity with the law. Mr. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) : On 
. behalf of the hon. Member for Glamorgan- 
shire, S., I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he will consider the advisability of issuing 
rules showing whether compensation 
claims should be settled after July, 1907, 
the date the amended Workmen's 
Compensation Act comes into operation, 
upon the basis of the amended Compensa- 
tion Act or the old Compensation Act, in 
cases in which the injuries or accident 
happened upon a date prior to the new 
law becoming operative. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I am aware of 
the system to which the hon. Member 
calls attention. As I stated in reply toa 
similar Question last year, I am advised 
that it is by no means clear that the 
Truck Acts would apply to the case of 
persons seeking aid from charitable in- 
stitutions, and the extension of the Act 
to cover such cases would involve con- 
siderable difficulties. I understand the 
point has been brought to the notice of 
the Committee on the Truck Acts which 


is now sitting, and it will no doubt ~— 
piiuboe tusie ciation . Mr. GLADSTON E: I have no power 
to make rules on this subject, and the 
Metropolitan Police Day of Rest. state of the law is quite clear. All cases 
*Mr. REES: On behalf of the hon where the accident happens after Ist July, 
Member for St. Pancras, E., I beg to ape, = oe oe cone At, 20 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home | °°? * here the accident happened before 
Department whether in view of the fact 
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1st July, 1907, will be under the old Acts, 
except with respect t» references to 
medical referees, as to which the new 
provisions will apply. 


Defence of Prisoners. 

Me. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, 
Henley): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the case 
of a young man of the name of Quarter- 
man, of Chinnor, in Oxfordshire, who 
was recently sentenced to one month’s 
imprisonment by the petty sessions at 
Watlington, without having had the 
advantage of any legal defence ; whether 
he is aware that the police failed to 
comply with the regulations of the Home 
Ottice by not asking him if he wished to 
he defended, although they knew that a 
short time before, when tried for the 
same offence, he had been so defended ; 
and whether full inquiry will be made 
into all the circumstances of this case. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have already 
made inquiry into the case, and in view of 
all the circumstances I have felt justified 
in advising a remission of the sentence ; 
lit the grounds on which I have done so 
do not in any way reflect on the police 
otticer concerned in the case. Defendant 
appears to have had full opportunity of 
obtaining legal advice for his defence if 
he had wished to do so. I know of no 
rule requiring the police to ask defendants 
whether they wish to be defended. The 
police have instructions to give prisoners 
who wish to be defended every facility 
for communicating with their legal 
advisers. 


Disinfectants. 

*Mr. REES: I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether, 
in view of the prevalence of the sale of 
disinfectants which do not disinfect, he 
proposes to take any steps towards the 
standardisation of disinfectants. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
BuRNS, Battersea): I am not empowered 
to fix standards of disinfectants, and it 
(loes not at present appear to me that | 
could usefully take action in the matter. 


German Farm Colony at Ware. 
Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
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ment Board whether his attention has 
heen called to the Report of the German 
farm colony at Ware, Herts, in which it 
is stated that during 1901-6 out of 
2,875 destitute but able-bodied German- 
speaking men who were admitted into 
the colony, 1,057 had earned sufficient 
during their stay to defray all expenses 
connected with their return home, 1,027 
secured situations or received monetary 
assistance from abroad and were thus 
enabled to earn their own living, and 
only 709 left the colony to continue a life 
more or less dependent upon begging and 
vagrancy ; and whether this farm colony 
is recognised financially or otherwise by 
his Department. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have seen a 
statement issued by the council of this 
farm colony containing the particulars 
mentioned in the Question. The colony 
is established for the benefit of German- 
speaking persons who are out cf employ- 
ment and is supported by voluntary 
contributions. There does not appear to 
have been any occasion for the recognition 
of it by the Local Government Board. 


Unemployed Workmen Act. 

Mr. GEORGE ROBERTS (Norwich) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, having 
regard to the near expiration of the time 
during which assistance may be given to 
distress committees from the grant of 
£200,000, and the amount of unemploy- 
ment still existent, it is the intention of 
the Government to make a further grant 
for next year; and whether he can state 
when the Bill to amend the Unemployed 
Workmen Act, promised in the King’s 
Speech of last year, will be introduced. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I am not at 
present in a position to make any state- 
ment as toa grant in the next financial 
year. For reasons I have previously 
explained, I do not contemplate proposing 
legislation to amend the Act. 


Registers of Pauper Illegitimates. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Neweastle-under- 
Lyme): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
will cause registers to be kept by the 
medical ofticers of all workhouses and 
infirmaries of feeble-minded females who 
are delivered therein of illegitimate 
children ; and whether he will lay upon 
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the Table, or otherwise publish, an annual 
summary of such registers. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I will take note | 
of the suggestion of my hon. friend, but 
I think it will be desirable to defer any 
action in the matter pending the Report 
of the Royal Commission on the Feeble- 
minded. I understand that the Com- 
missioners are now engaged on their 
Report. 


Whisky, 

Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board what steps have been taken 
by his Department to appoint a Com- 
mittee to inquire into and settle the 
question of what is whisky, having in 
view the postponement of the appeal 
against Mr. Fordham’s decision. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: It appeared to 
me to be desirable that before I deter- 
mined to take action of the kind referred 
to in the Question, the decision of the 
Court of quarter sessions on a re-hearing 
of the appeal should be given, and I ex- 
pressed an opinion to this effect. Further 
representations have, however, recently 
been made to me on the subject, and these 
are now receiving my consideration. | 
may add that any Committee appointed 
by me could only inquire into the matter. 
They would have no power to settle it. 


Insanitation in Somers Town. 
Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 


he has yet received a Report from 
the medical ofticer of health for the 
borough of St. Pancras on the in- 


sanitary conditions of Little Clarendon 
Street, Somers Town, which Report he 
stated, on the 12th March, 1906, that he 
had called for ; also, what action, if any, 
has been taken by the borough council 
to deal with this insanitary property 
under the Housing of Working Classes 
Acts, 1890 to 1903 ; and, if no action has 
been taken, either by the borough council 
referred to or the Local Government 
Board, will he explain the cause of the 
delay. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have received 
the Report referred to. It shows that 
the houses in question are in fair 
structural condition, and that no fault 
is to be found with the supply of light 
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and air. Overcrowding, however, exists 
in the street, and a large number of 
notices for its abatement are served from 
time to time. The case appears to he 
one for action under the Public Health 
(London) Act, 1891, rather than under 
the Housing of the Working Classes 
Acts, and I gather that the borough 
council are exercising their powers under 
the former Act. 


Unemployed Grant. 
. REES: I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board what 
portion of the grant of £200,000 for the 
unemployed has been given to Wales, 
and in what counties such portion has 
been expended. 


*Mr 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The object of 
the grant was to supplement the volun- 
tary contributions account of distress 
committees where there appeared to be 
exceptional need for assistance in the 
winter in meeting the cost of providing 
or contributing to the provision of 
necessary work. I am happy to say 
that no such need appeared to exist in 
the districts in Wales for which distress 
committees have been appointed, and 
that no application has been made by 
these committees for payments out of 
the grant. Consequently no such pay- 
ments have been made. 


Wages Inquiry. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON : I bee 
to ask the President of the Board of 


Trade whether the inquiry now being 
made as to wages paid in certain occupa 
tions will include particulars of employ- 
ment in mines and quarries, and also on 
railways and tramway services: and 
when the information is likely to be pre 
sented to the House. 

THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to THE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. KearLEY, Devonport): Yes. The 
inquiry will extend to the industries 
named by my hon. friend. The results 
will be published in sections from time 
to time, but it is impossible to say when 
the information will be complete. 


Mr. J. WARD: Will it include rail- 
way and tram servants on systems in 
course of construction ! 


Mr. KEARLEY : I will inquire. 
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Railway Clerks’ Hours. 

Mr. WARDLE (Stockport) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, seeing railway clerks are being 
worked excessive hours, amounting in 
some cases to sixteen hours per day, 
especially in Ireland, he will consider 
the advisability of extending the Hours 
\ct so as to include these men. 


Mr. KEARLEY: The power of regu- 
lating the hours of labour of certain 
lasses of railway servants conferred 
hy the Act of 1893 was mainly based 
nm the interests of public safety. The 
Board of Trade are not at present pre- 
pared to propose the extension of the 
Act to classes of employees like clerks 
who cannot be distinguished from em- 
ployees of private firms whose hours 
ie unregulated by law. 


Patent Laws. 

Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he proposes to 
introduce the Patent Law Amendment 
Bill before Easter. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : I beg 
ilso to ask the President of the Board 
if Trade when he proposes to introduce 
i Bill to amend the patent laws and 
to protect British industry from the 
foreign competition which prevails under 
he existing system of patent law in 
this country. 


Mr. KEARLEY: My right hon. 
triend hopes to introduce this Bill at 
the earliest possible opportunity. 


Training for the Merchant Service. 

Mr L HASLAM (Monmouth 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the President 
at the Board of Trade whether he has 
had brought under his notice schemes 
tor providing the training, considered 
necessary by the promoters, of ofticers 
and men for the merchant service ; and 
whether, in view of the commercial 
and Imperial advantages to be gained by 
the increase in the number of adequately 
trained officers and seamen, he will 


consider the advisability of assisting, by | 


means of public funds, such scheme or 
schemes as may be approved by the 
Board of Trade. 
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Mr. KEARLEY: The whole subject 
is now under the consideration of a 
Board of Trade Committee of which I 
am chairman, and which has_ been 
appointed to report upon the most 
practicable scheme for the supply and 
training of boy seamen of British 
nationality for the mercantile marine. 


Railway Companies’ Election 
Expenditure. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that there is 
no heading in the published accounts of 
the London and North Western Railway 
under which the item appears of a 
subscription of £200 to the London 
Municipal Society ; and whether he will 
use the powers and influence of his 


_ Department to enforce a full publication 
‘of all accounts so as to prevent the 


possibility of the concealment by the 
directors of such expenditure. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I notice that in the 
railway company’s accounts their sub- 
scription is not entered separately ; 
whether it should have been so shown 
would seem to be a matter for the 
auditors to whom the accounts were 
submitted. The question of alterations 
in the form of the aecounts to be rendered 
by railway companies is at the present 
moment under the consideration of a 
Departmental Committee. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Will this 
money be paid out of dividends or capital 
account ! 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): May I ask the Prime 
Minister whether he is aware that large 
sums of money were pooled by other 
companies and expended for the purpose of 
the recent County Council election in order 
to avoid the connection of agency as 
hetween those spending the money and 
the respective candidates, and whether, 
in consequence of such action, he does 
not contemplate legislation to tighten up 
the Corrupt Practices Act ? 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Iam not aware of any such act as my 
hon. friend refers to, but I quite agree 
that the Corrupt Practices Act wants 


. some renewal and revision. 
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Bristol Trams and Miners. the postal delivery arrangements in 


Mr. HOWELL DAVIES (Bristol, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the refusal of the Bristol 
Tramways Company to allow miners to 
ride inside workmen’s cars ; also if he is 
aware that the Bristol Trades Council 
has had the matter before them and have 
unanimously expressed their desire that 
miners should be permitted to travel in 
like comfort with their fellow workers ; 
and whether he can take any action to 
meet this case. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Yes, Sir, the Board 
of Trade have communicated the views of 





the trades council to the tramways com- 
pany, and requested the company to | 
consider whether, in the circumstances, 
some amendment of their by-laws should 
not be made so far as workmen’s cars are 
concerned. 


Railway Servants—Hours of Labour 
eturn. 


Mr. HUDSON (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that returns 
were obtained from all the railway 
companies for the hours worked by their 
men exceeding ten hours consecutive 
duty on any one day during the years 
1891 and 1892; and whether he will 
order a Return to be made for all hours 
of duty above ten per day for January, 
1907. 





Mr. KEARLEY: Returns of the 
nature described were obtained for the 
month of December, 1891. As regards 
the obtaining of further Returns on the 
same basis | would refer to the reply 
given to my hon. friend the Member for 
East Northamptonshire on the 22nd | 
ultimo.+ The whole question of the form | 
and frequency of the Returns is now 
being carefully considered. 


Aberdeen Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General, in view of | 
the promised consideration of the ques- 
tion of giving to the Woodside district of | 
Aberdeen the advantages of a late postal | 
delivery enjoyed by other parts of the 
city, if he can now state whether this 
benefit can he initiated on the revision of 


+ See (4) Debates, clxix., 1146-7. 
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Aberdeen which is to take place on the 
occupation of the new post office 
buildings. 


I beg also to ask the Postmaster- 
General if his attention has been called 
to the fact that no less than four applica- 
tions from the public have been made for 
a post and telegraph office at Belmont 
Road, Killybrewster, Aberdeen ; and, in 
view of the increase of business and 
population in that district since 1901, 
when the first application was made, if 
he can now see his way to comply with 
the application. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): I will look into both the cases 
referred to by the hon. Member. 


Radio-Telegraphic Convention. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: [ beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General whether, in view of 
the amount of preparatory work which 
will have to be done in order to bring 
the Radio-Telegraphic Convention into 
operation, and to the fact that the 
deliberations of the Parliamentary Com- 
mittee must be prolonged, His Majesty's 
Government will definitely postpone 
Great Britain’s adhesion to the Convention 
for a further period of twelve months o1 
more. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The Kadio- 
Telegraphic Convention does not come 
into force till 1st July, 1908, a date which 
allows ample time, after the Committee 
has reported, to make all necessary 
arrangements consequent on ratification. 


Postal Addresses. 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) : On behalf of the hon. Member 
for South Hackney, I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether his attention has 
been called to the number of frauds per- 
petrated through the mediu'n of the post 
by persons who pay for the use of 
addresses at which to receive letters ; and 
whether he will consider the desirableness 
of formulating a regulation prohibiting 
the granting of the use for payment of 
postal addresses. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : | am aware 
of the practice to which the hon. Member 
Its use is in most cases perfectly 
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legitimate, but in some cases it may lend 
itself to the perpetration of frauds, I 
regret, however, that I have no legal 
power to intervene in such cases. 


New Zealand Mail Service. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General if he will 
state what steps he is taking to re- 
establish the broken-down postal arrange- 
ments with New Zealand via San 
Francisco; what is the age of the 
American contract packet which has been 
withdrawn for repairs ; is there no other 
steamer which can be substituted in such 
cases ; aud who is to blame for the policy 
of sending the mails by a route that takes 
thirty-nine days in place of one that takes 
thirty days. ° 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I am in- 
formed that the United States Post Oftice 
has the matter under consideration ; but 
[am not myself in a position to furnish 
the hon. Member with the details for 
which he asks concerning a service in no 
way under my control. It has long been 
the practice to despatch mails for New 
Zealand ri San Franeisco by every oppor- 
tunity, that is, in normal circumstances, 
once in three weeks, In the intervening 
weeks mails are despatched via Suez, 
hecatise it is found in practice that they 
thereby reach their destination sooner 
than if retained for the next San Francisco 
despatch. 


Canadian Postal Rates. 

Mr. W. PRIESTLEY (Bradford, 
E): Ll beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General if negotiations are taking place 
with the Postmaster-General of Canada 
with the object of reducing the postal 
rates between Great Britain and Canada 
upon newspapers, magazines, and periodi- 
cals ; and, if so, can he state the present 
position of the question. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : As my hon. 
friend is, I think, aware, negotiations are 
proceeding between the Imperial and 
Canadian Governments on the question 
ofa reduction in the postage to Canada 
on newspapers, periodicals. and magazines 
from this country. I hope shortly to be 
ible to make a statement on the subject, 
lut cannot do so at present. 


Mr. RAMSAY MACDONALD (Lei- 


cester): In view of the keen interest 
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taken in this matter cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman lay some Papers on the Table 
of the House ? 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he was 
fully aware of the great interest taken, 
but the negotiations were still going on. 


Llanychan School. 
Mr. BRIDGEMAN : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education it 
he has received any application from the 


,local education authority for Denbigh- 


shire for permission to cease maintaining 
the church school at Llanychan ; and, if 
so, on what grounds the appplication has 
been made, and what steps the Board of 
Education intend to take in the matter. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): The reply to the first 
paragraph is in the affirmative. The 
authority’s application is made on the 
ground that the school is unnecessary ; 
hut, as it was only received yesterday, | 
cannot yet say what action the Board 
will take. 


Teachers’ Compensation. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Education what compensation will be 
paid to those teachers who may lose their 
employment in the event of schools being 
closed owing to the Special Religious 
Instruction Bill. 


Mr. McKENNA: On the hypothesis 
mentioned by the hon. Member the 
scholars in the closed schools will require 
instruction elsewhere, and I| do not, 
therefore, anticipate any diminution in 
the demand for teachers. 


Education (Special Instruction) Bill. 

Mr. SEAVERNS (Lambeth, Brixton) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Education if he is aware of the desire 
that the Education (Special Religious 
Instruction) Bill shall be proceeded with 
without delay ; and can he name an early 
date for its further consideration. 


Mr. McKENNA: I am very anxious 
to proceed with this measure and I hope 
it may be possible to take the Second 
Reading next Monday. 
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Education Grant Application Form. 

Mr. CARLILE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education if he 
will lay upon the Table of the House a 
copy of the draft form of application by 
local education authorities for their pro- 
portionate share of the £100,000 to be 
voted for the provision of new buildings 
in single school areas. 


Questions. 


Mr. McKENNA: The hon. Member 
is under a misapprehension in supposing 
that each local anthority will be entitled 
to a proportionate share in the grant 
referred to. I explained, in reply to the 
hon. Member for the Oswestry Division of 
Shropshire on Monday, the purpose and 
limitations of the grant.t No form of 
application has been drafted. Iam not 
at present in a position to make any 
further statement on the subject. 


Lorpd BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): When does the right hon. 
Gentleman expect to tell the House 


something about this money, some ot 
which was included in the Vote on 
account ? 


Mr. MCKENNA: When the Estimates 
are reached I will do so. 


Educational Administration. 

Mr. CARLILE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education what 
steps will be taken to secure, on the part 
of the two departments of the Board of 
Education, identity of administrative in- 
terpretation of the Education Acts. 


Mr. McKENNA: I do not under- 
stand what the hon. Member means by 
“identity of administrative interpreta- 
tion.” A statute, it appears to me, may 
be interpreted correctly or incorrectly, 
and I trust it will not be necessary to 
take any extraordinary steps to secure 
that the interpretation p!aced upon the 
Education Acts by all Departments of the 
Board will be a correct one. 


Holy Trinity Church, Broadstairs. and 
St. Barnabas Church, Tunbridge Wells 
—Tllegal Practices alleged. 

Sirk D. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney- 
General whether his attention has been 
drawn to a public service held on Sunday, 


+ See (4) Debates, elxx., 1261. 
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3rd March, 1907, at Holy Trinity Church, 
Broadstairs, in the diocese of Canterbury, 
in the course of which the following 
illegal acts were committed, the wearing 
of one or more of the mass vestments, 
the use of portable lights, the ceremonial 
mixing of the chalice, the introduction of 
a ceremonial closely resembling the 
lavabo, the elevation of a consecrated 
wafer with the words, “‘ Behold the Lamb 
of God, which taketh away the sins of 
the world,” the introduction of secret 
prayers, and the secret reading of the 
Last Gospel, and at which there was no 
communicant except the celebrant; 
whether he is aware that among the 
ornaments of that church there are the 
the illegal ornaments known as_ the 
Stations of the Cross ; whether his atten- 
tion has also been drawn to a public 
service held on the same Sunday at St. 
Barnabas Church, Tunbridge Wells, in 
the diocese of Rochester, at which ille- 
galities of a generally similar character 
were committed ; and whether he can see 
his way to taking proceedings on |ehalf 
of the Crown against the incumbents of 
the above-mentioned churches. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (sir 
JOHN WALTON, Leeds, 8.) : Yes, Sir, my 
attention has been drawn to the illegal 
practices referred to in this (Question. 
The duty of enforcing compliance with 
ecclesiastical law rests upon the bishop 
of the diocese. I cannot discover any 
authority for the proposition that it is 
part of the office of the Attorney-General. 
If my hon. and learned friend, who isa 
most competent judge, considers there are 
grounds for an opposite opinion and will 
bring the case formally before the 
Director of Public Prosecutions, the 
subject will be fully considered. 


Married Women's Property Bill. 

Mr. J. M. HENDERSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney- 
General whether it is the intention of 
the Government to reintroduce the Bill 
to amend The Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882, which was brought from the 
Lords on 4th April, 1905, as well as in 
the session of 1904, or some new measure 
to remedy the present position whereby, 
while a married women can convey her 
own property without the consent of her 
husband, she cannot convey property 
held by her in trust without her husband 
joining in such conveyance. 
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Sin JOHN WALTON: Yes, Sir, [am 
informed that’ the Lord Chancellor pro- 
poses to introduce a Bill with this object 
in the other House during the present 
session. 


Page’s Estate. 

Mr. J. WARD: I beg to ask Mr: 
Attorney-General whether his attention 
has been called to a categorical statement 
of the legal history of the Page’s estate ; 
whether he has inquired into the accuracy 
or otherwise of such statement, and the 
other evidence already in the possession 
of his Department ; and what action, if 
any, he proposes to take to protect the 
interests of the Crown in this matter. 


Sir JOHN WALTON: I have re- 
ceived a number of lengthy communica- 
tions upon the subject referred to in this 
Question. It is impossible to form any 
final opinion on the matter until the 
accuracy of the statements contained in 
these documents has been established. 
The Treasury are, I believe, now con- 
ducting the necessary investigation and 
they will, no doubt, furnish the hon. 
Member with any information he may 
desire. 


Beet Cultivation. 


*Mr. REES: I beg to ask the hon. 


Member for South Somerset, as represent- 
ing the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, whether he will lay any 
Papers that may be available relating to 
the cultivation of sugar beet in the 
British Isles, in order that information 
may be available for experiments con- 
templated in the county of Montgomery. 


*Srr EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, 8.) : The Board have no Papers 
on this subject that could usefully be pre- 
sented to Parliament, but we shall be 
glad to supply such information as we 
possess respecting it to any persons 
interested. 


Agricultural Labour Employment Bureau. 
Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for South Somerset, as repre- 
senting the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, if his Department has any 
list of employers seeking agricultural 
labourers, to whom young men, aged 
about twenty years, who seek to get 
employed on the land can apply. 
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*Srm EDWARD STRACHEY . 
Sir. 


Mr. FELL: Is there no possibility of 
such a bureau being established by the 
Board of Agriculture ? 


*Sir EDWARD STRACHEY : It is 
very improbable. The difficulty is not 
for such men to get employment, but 
for farmers to get young men in country 
districts. 


Lord Egerton and his Tenants. 


Mr. MONTAGU (Cambridgeshire, 
Chesterton): I beg to ask the hon. 


Member for South Somerset, as represent- 
ing the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture, whether he is in a position to make 
any statement as to the reasons which 
have led Lord Egerton of Tatton to 
serve notices to quit on his tenants in 
Cheshire in consequence of the passing of 
the Agricultural Holdings Act of last 
session. 


Stir EDWARD STRACHEY: My 
noble friend has received the following 
letter on this subject from Lord Egerton. 


“ Helouan, 
* Cairo, 
“26th February, 1907. 
“ Dear Lord Carrington, 

“T am glad of the opportunity 
(given me by your letter of February 15th 
which I.have just received) of contradict- 
ing the assumption made by Mr. Fuller- 
ton in his Question on the Paper of the 
House of Commons. 

“T had no intention in giving formal 
notice to my tenants (on February 2nd, 
the first legal day in the North of England) 
to defeat the measure intended for the 
benefit of tenant farmers. 

“Tf [ had intended to defeat a measure, 
which, speaking generally, carries out the 
long-established practice of my estate, 
I should not have written a circular to 
my tenants that it was necessary under 
the new Agricultural Holdings Act to 
cancel the existing agreement, which was 
out of date, ‘and to substitute for it a 
simpler form “in harmony with recent 
legislation.’ ” 

“ My tenants know well that I am as 


anxious as ever to maintain the cordial 
relations which have long existed between 
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us, and which will not in any way be 
affected by the recent Act. 


“T shall be glad if you will give the 
same publicity to this letter as has been 
given to the question before the House of 


Commons. 
“ Believe me, 
“ Yours sincerely, 
‘ (Signed) EGERTON oF TATTON.” 


Protection of Ancient Monuments. 


Mr. COURTHOPE: On 
the Junior Member for the City of 
London, I beg to ask the First 


Commissioner of Works what are the | 
principal items accounting for the esti- | 
mated increase of £3,645, required during 
the next financial year for the mainte- 


nance and protection of ancient monu- | 


ments in Great Britain. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 
Rossendale): The excess is 
accounted for by necessary 
maintenance and repair at Carnarvon 
Castle and Stirling Castle, which we have 
recently taken over, and by the provision | 
of lightning conductors on many build- 
ings already in our charge. I hope the 
hon. Baronet will allow me to postpone 
the further details till I give them in 
the discussion of these Estimates shortly 
after Easter. 


Insanitary Water Supply at Ardler. 

Mr. WILKIE (Dundee) : 
the Secretary for 
attention has been called to the reports | 
concerning the bad sanitary state of the | 
water supply of the village of Ardler, in 
Perthshire ; whether he is aware of a 
particular form of disease prevalent in the | 
village, known as the Ardler scab, said to | 
be due to the poisonous nature of the 
water supply ; and whether he proposes 
to take any steps to compel the loca 
landlord to have a proper supply pro- 
cured in the interest of the villagers. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | 
(Mr. SincLatr, Forfarshire): My atten- 
tion has been drawn to the unsatisfactory 


state of the water supply of the village | 


of Ardler. 
reported that in the autumn of 1905 a 
number of the children in Ardler and 


other parts of the county suffered from 
“ broken-out faces,” 
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I beg to ask | 
Scotland whether his | 
| 


The county medical officer | 


but that there was no | 
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reason to connect these with the water 
supply. The Local Government Board 
are in communication with the local 
authority with a view to an improved 
supply. 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford): 
Did these ‘“broken-out faces” come 
before or after vaccination ? 


Questions. 





| [No Answer was returned. | 

Moray Firth. 

| Captain WARING (Banffshire): I 
‘beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
what steps, if any, are being taken at the 
| present time to prevent illegal tr: iwling 
in the Moray Firth. 


| 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Fishery Board 
‘for Scotland has instructions to watch for 
_and report all cases of illegal trawling in 
the Moray Firth and is doing so to the 
full extent of its resources. 


mainly | 
works of 


Scottish Churches Dispute. 

Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether, in view of the dissatisfaction ex- 
isting in Ayr and Campbeltown, over the 
delay in coming to a decision in connection 
with the United Free Churches there, 
where large congregations have been long 
evicted by small minorities unable to 
| carry on the work of these churches, he 
|can say the cause of the delay, and if 
ja settlement may he expected soon. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I am aware of the 
inconvenience caused by the existing 
| cireumstances in this and other cases. As to 

the reasons why a final settlement of out- 
standing cases has not yet been reached, 

| I have nothing to add to the contents of 
the reply to my hon. friend the Member 
‘for Clackmannan and Kinross which was 
‘furnished by the Chairman of the Com- 
mission on 26th February.f 


Right-of-Way Case Dunkeld. 
Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
itary for Scotland w ‘hether he is aware 
| that the expenses in the recent Dunkeld 
right-of-way case amounted to no less 
|a sum than £2,400, all of which fall upon 
_the single individual who was personally 
proces. “of for the action; and what 
steps he proposes to take to amend the 





t See (4) Debates, dk. rs “1443- 4, 
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law so as to place this public duty ona 


public authority and to diminish the IRELAND 


cost of these actions. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I am unable to add 
to the Answer I gave on the 5th instant 
to the hon. Member for Leicester in reply 
to a Question on the same case.+ The 
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the desire to preserve and vindicate | 
existing rights-of-way, but I cannot at | 


present give any undertaking as_ to 
legislation. 


Moray Firth—Fishery Protection. 


Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) : I beg to | 


ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
there are now any trawl vessels working 
inthe Moray Firth; whether any have 
been detected since 2nd March; and 
whether the Fishery Board (Scotland) 
have adequate means at their command 
to discover and detect such trawling. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have received 
information that the Commander of the 
fishery cruiser “Freya” reported on the 
ith instant that he had observed six 
trawlers at work between Helmsdale and 
suckie during the past two days. I hope 
to receive to-morrow further information 
as to the period since 7th instant. 


Mr. MORTON: Will the right hon. 
(entleman answer the latter part of my 
question. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: That is a matter of 
opinion. 


Finn v. Campbell. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §8.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the case of Finn v. Campbell, | 
and the judgment of the Court of King’s 
Bench, Dublin, upholding the decision 
of the police magistrate to the effect that | 
the 13th section of the Act of 1871 was 
not repealed by the General Dealers’ | 
Act, 1903 ; and, whether, in view of the | 
fact that it was generally considered that 
this section was repealed, and of the 
hardship to dealers by the Law as 
now laid down, he will consider the | 
advisability of bringing in a short Bill | 
to remove this hardship. 
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THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
(Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool 
Exchange): I am informed that the 
decision of the King’s Bench Division 
was as stated in the Question. The 
conviction referred to was under the 
13th section of the Prevention of Crimes 
Act, 1871, which is a general Act 


Government have every sympathy with | applying to the whole United Kingdom, 


and not to Ireland alone. Any alteration 
in it, applicable to Ireland only, would 
not, I think, be advisable. 


Irish Land Purchase Delays. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether it 
is the practice of the Board of Works 
in Ireland to refuse to advance money 
for hay barns, etc., to tenants who 
have signed purchase agreements under 
the Land Act of 1903, until the sale is 


completed ; and whether in view of the 
' delay, extending over some years, between 
the agreement to purchase and the issue 


of the vesting order by the Land Com- 
mission, he will advise the Board of 
Works to abolish this practice. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : If the hon. Mem- 
ber will refer to the reply given by my 
predecessor to a similar Question on the 


28th March last,tf he will find the practice 


of the Board of Works very clearly stated. 
Like my right hon. friend I do not think 
any change is called for. 


Tuam and Limerick Postal Service. 
Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.): 


‘I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
| whether he is aware that letters posted 


in Tuam, directed to Limerick, are 
sent to Dublin by the Midland line 
and thence by Great Southern and 
Western Railway to Limerick; that 


' parcels posted at 6 p.m. at Ballyglunin on 
| a Monday are not delivered in Limerick 


until Wednesday morning ; that to letters 


| posted at Ballyglunin at the same time 


and directed to firms in Dublin and 
Limerick a reply can be had from Dublin 


| before the Limerick letters reach Lim- 


erick ; and whether he can see his way to 
have this state of affairs remedied by 


/ running a night mail from Claremorris to 


Limerick, taking in the mails at inter- 
mediate stations. 





t See (4) Debates, clxx., 645. 


t See (4) Debates, eliv, 1244. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I have 
called for a report on this subject, and on 
its receipt I will send the hon. Member 
a reply. 


Questions. 


Statue of William IIT. 

Captain CRAIG (Down, FE.) : I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister whether he will 
recommend that the statue of William IIL, 
Prince of Orange, about to be presented 
by the German Emperor, be erected in 
Belfast, Lisburn, or Londonderry, where 
the memory of that king’s services in the 
cause of civil and religious liberty in 
Ireland is treasured. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
My right hon. friend the First Com- 
missioner of Works has decided upon a 
site which is to be in front of Kensington 
Palace—in the neighbourhood of the 
Orangery. 


Captain CRAIG: May I ask the 
Prime Minister whether he will represent 
to the First Commissioner of Works that 
it would be a compliment to the Orange- 
men of Ireland if he would have the 
statue placed in one of the towns I have 
mentioned ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not think the arrangement can be 
changed, and I cannot imagine a more 
suitable situation. 


Case of Mr, Charles George Hunt. 


Mr. CARLILE: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether, in view of the 
fact that a grant was made from the 
Royal bounty, special service, or com- 
passionate funds, in the case of a 
previous clerk of the county court of 
Clerkenwell, who was in the position for 
a much shorter period, he will reconsider 
his decision that these funds are not 
applicable to the case of Mr. Charles 
George Hunt, of Danesbury, Warwick 
Road, New Barnet, who held the same 
position at the same court for a period of 
nearly 60 years, until 30th September, 
1906, and who is now in failing health 
and in impoverished circumstances. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No such grant has been made by me, nor 
(so far as I am able to discover) by any of 
my predecessors in oftice ; and I remain 
of opinion that there are no sufticient 
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reasons for a grant of public money to 
Mr. Hunt. 


Mr. CARLILE: May I send the right 
hon. gentleman the particulars of a grant 
that was made ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I cannot hold out any hope that any pre- 
cedent will alter my opinior with regard 
to this case. 


Mr. CARLILE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider that this gentleman 
is in failing health and very impoverished 
circumstances ? 


[No Answer was returned. } 


The Butter Bill. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask 
the Prime Minister when the Butter 
and Margarine Bill will be proceeded 
with. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
On Monday. 


Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
he intends to give facilities to the Bill 
for extending the Parliamentary fran- 
chise to women introduced by the hon. 
Member for North St. Pancras. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I think it would have been more usual 
if a Question of this kind had been asked 
by one of the promoters of the Bill, but 
I may say that under the circumstances 
in which this Bill is now before the 
House it is quite impossible and would be 
unprecedented to give further time for 
the Second Reading debate ; and in addi- 
tion to that the pressure of Government 
business would preclude us from offering 
facilities for any private Bill. 


Mr. CORBETT: It was owing to the 
lack of ardour on the part of the pro- 
moters that I put the Question. 


Berks and Bucks Staghounds. 
Mr. G. GREENWOOD (Peter- 
borough): I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister if he is aware that on 2nd 
January last a deer, turned out to be 
hunted by the Berks and Bucks stag- 
hounds, in trying to clear a wall near 
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Bisham, after a long run, fell and broke 
itsneck; that on 26th February last a 
deer turned out near Taplow by the 
same hunt, after a long run, took refuge 
in a cottage at Farnham Royal, and, 
having been captured by villagers with a 


rope, Was strangled in its efforts to | 
that on 28th February last a | 
deer turned out by the Surrey stag- | 
in a millpond at | 


escape ; 


hounds took refuge 
ltield, where it was drowned ; that on 


the same day a deer turned out by the | 


Berks and Bucks hunt was captured, 


pleeding and in a state of exhaustion, by | 


villagers, and was strangled in its efforts 
to escape ; that on 8th March last a deer 
turned out by the same hunt, after a run 
of some fifteen miles, was driven into 
Waterloo Place Lake, near Wokingham, 
where it was set upon by the hounds and 
drowned ; that at least six carted deer 


are known to have been killed by the | 


Berks and Bucks hunt since 26th 
November last; and if, in view of the 
frequent occurrence of such incidents, 
and of the public feeling in the matter, 
and to prevent cruelty to animals, he will 
sive facilities to enable the Spurious 
Sports Bill to be passed into law. 


» H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[have already told my hon. friend my 
of this kind of sport, and ex- 
my desire to find a means of 


Su 


opinion 
pressed 
putting a stop to it. 
the session it is, I am afraid, quite out of 
the uestion to offer facilities for the 
Spurious Sports Bill. 


South Devon Fisheries. 


Mi. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) : | 


[bee to ask the Prime Minister whether 


his attention has been drawn to the state | 
of affairs in connection with the fishing | 


industry of Plymouth and South Devon, 


which has been brought about by the re- | 


peated depredations of foreign trawlers ; 
and whether he will consent to the ap- 
ointment of a Committee to inquire into 
the whole matter, as suggested by the 
Admiralty. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The whole matter is engaging the atten- 
tion of His Majesty’s Government. I 
Cainot say more at present. 


Mr. MILDMAY : Will the right hon. 
Gentleman endeavour to expedite matters, | 
as many fishermen are becoming a charge ! 
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But at this stage of | 
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of the House. 


on the rates because of the refusal of 
owners to send their boats out while this 
state of aftairs lasts. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am fully aware of the pressing nature 
of the matter. 


Scottish Land Legislation. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether he will con- 
sider the advisability of bringing in 
a separate Land Bill dealing with the 
extension of small holdings in the crofting 
districts of Scotland, as promised in His 
Majesty’s Speech at the opening of 
| Parliament last year. 


| 

| 

| 

| Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
| The Small Landowners Bill, which covers 
| 


|this subject, will be introduced next 
| week. 

| MP ete 

| BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of 


London) : Will the Leader of the House 
say how he proposes to allocate the time 
up to Easter ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said it was proposed on Monday to 
introduce the Patents Bill under the ten 
minutes rule. They would then take 
the Ways and Means Report and the 
introduction of the Consolidated Fund 
| Bill, if they did not obtain these that 
“night, as he hoped. The next business 
would be the introduction of the Small 
| Landowners (Scotland) Bill, the second 
reading of the Butter Bill, the Post 
| Office Sites Bill, Probation of Offenders 
Bill, Released Prisoners Bill, and others. 
These, he thought, were mostly agreed 
measures. On Tuesday they would take 
the second reading of the Consolidated 
| Fund Bill. On Wednesday they would 
make certain proposals as to the altera- 
tion of the rules of procedure, and take 
the Committee on the Consolidated Fund 
sill. On Thursday it was proposed to 
move the Speaker out of the Chair on 
Civil Service Estimates, and take the 
third reading on the Consolidated Fund 
| Bill. The business in the following week 
| would depend a little on circumstances, 
but he hoped that the Motion for the 
| rising of the House for the Easter recess 
might be made on Wednesday, the 27th 
inst. He would propose that the House 
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should reassemble on Monday, April 8th. 
[Cries of “Tuesday.”] 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR pointed out 
that it had been customary to give a 
whole day to the discussion of the second 
reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill, 
whereas only half a day would be avail- 
able for Government business on Tuesday. 
That was, he thought, rather,a violent 
change, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would reconsider the matter. 
He believed it was also asking the House 
to exceed their practice to grant the 
third reading of that Bill and get the 
Speaker out of the Chair on Civil Service 
Estimates on the same day. 


Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the pressure next week arose from 
the fact that they must get the third 
reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill 
by Thursday next. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 
surprised at that, as he would have 
thought that Monday week would be 
soon enough. If the Ways and Means 
Report were passed that night, could not 
the right hon. Gentleman give a whole 
dav to the second reading of the Consoli- 
dated Fund bill ? 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said he did not wish to make any tyrani- 
cal use of the power of the Government, 
and he would consider the point. But 
they must get the Third Reading of the Bill 
by Thursday next, as the Royal Assent 
could not be obtained quite so easily just 
now, for reasons of which they were all 
aware. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestershire, E.): Why is it neces- 
sary to get the Third Reading next 
Thursday ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
There are reasons we all know of in 
connection with getting the Royal Assent. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E. R., Holderness) asked the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he would inform the 
House during the next fortnight what he 
was going to do with the House of Lords. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said it did not rest with him to do 
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anything with the House of Lords. He 
did not know that the actual course to 
be taken by the Government would be 
announced before Easter, but it was 
pretty well known -what that course 
would be. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON asked 
when the Government proposed to take 
the Second Reading of the Special 
Religious Instruction Bill. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said it would be taken before Easter if 
the other Bills he had mentioned were 
disposed of in time. 


THE STANDING ORDERS. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR called attention 
to an apparent discrepancy in the 
Standing Order by which it was intended 
to provide that not more than one day 
should be allotted to the Vote on account 
or to the Report of that Vote. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that possibly 
there might be a little confusion in con- 
sequence of the words “sitting” and 
“day ” being used in the same Standing 
Order, both, in his judgment, being now 
equivalents. In the last Parliament there 
were two sittings per diem; now there 
was only one. Therefore, to take a con- 
crete case, if, yesterday, the Report of 
Supply had not come to an end at 2.15, 
when a private Member's Motion was 
taken, it would have been his duty at 
eleven o’clock, when the order was again 
called, to put the Question. 


NEW BILLS. 
CROFTERS’ (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“To amend the Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Acts, and to consolidate the 
Crofters Commission with the Congested 


Districts Commissioners in Scotland,’ 
presented by Mr. Munro Ferguson; 


x 


supported by Sir Edward Tennant ; to 
be read a second time upon Tuesday, 9th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 105.] 


NURSES’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

“To regulate the qualifications of 
trained nurses and to provide for their 
i registration,” presented by Mr. Munro 
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Ferguson; supported by Sir John Dick- 
son-Poynder, Mr. Rose, Mr. Rainy, Mr. 
Eve, Mr. Fell, Mr. Crooks, Sir George 
Robertson, Dr. Rutherford, Mr. Jowett, 
and Mr. McKillop; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday, 9th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 106}. 


SUPLLY [7TH MArcu] REPORT. 
[4TH ALLOTTED DAy]. 


Resolution reported ; 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1907-8. 

1. That 128,000 Officers, Seamen, and 
Boys be employed for the Sea and Coast 
Guard Service for the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1908, including 
18,595 Royal Marines.” 

2. “That «a sum, not exceeding 
£65,869,700, be granted to His Majesty 
to defray the Expenses of Wages, &c., to 
Officers, Seamen and Boys, Coast Guard, 
and Royal Marines, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1908.” 


First Resolution read a second time. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham) said that it would be remem- 
hered that when these two Votes were 
in Committee there were certain ques- 
tions addressed to the Secretary for 
the Admiralty which at the time he 
was unable to answer. The right hon. 
Gentleman said, in replying to the 
Leader of the Opposition, who addressed 
the particular questions to him, that he 
could not be expected to give full 
answers to all questions without due 
notice. The right hon. Gentleman, how- 
ever, said that if he failed to give satisfac- 
tory answers to the questions at the time 
he would supplement them at a later date. 
He hoped that as the later day had 
arrived the right hon. Gentleman would 
be in a position to give the answers he 
had promised. For example, several 
questions had been put about the Home 
Fleet, but before calling attention again 
to those very important questions he 
wished to assure the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he had no desire to criticise the 
Board of Admiralty adversely in this 
matter. He did not think that anyone who 
had had the privilege of serving on that 
Board would wish to do otherwise than 
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support it generally when continuity of 
policy was being maintained. But he was 
sure that the right hon. Gentleman would 
wish them to give it intelligent support, 
and they were only anxious for certain 
definite information. He did not wish 
to ask for any information which could 
be classed as confidential, but there were 
certain points which he ventured to 
think it would be in the interests of the 
Admiralty to clear up as well as in 
the interests of the country generally. 
There was one question which the 
right hon. Gentleman had not yet 
answered, with regard to the proposal 
to draft the newest and _ best ships, 
he meant ships of the “ Dreadnought” 
and later classes, to the Home Fleet 
as soon as completed, rather than to 
draft them to the first fighting line — 
in other words to place those newest 
and best ships in the second line or 
reserve. He was well aware that it had 
been proposed to maintain the Nore 
Division, which had been described as 
the “fighting tip” of the Home Fleet, 
in the same state of efficiency as the 
sea-going fleets, and if that was intended 
he would not be inclined to press the 
point, because it would then perhaps 
come under the head of mere strategic 
distribution of the ships which were avail- 
able; and that, of course, must be left 
to the discretion of the Board of Ad- 
miralty. But it had been said in the 
course of the debates that the Nore 
Division was not intended to be as effi- 
cient as the sea-going fleets, and it had 
been admitted that it would have only 
70 per cent. of theirseatime. Anda very 
important question, as he thought, was 
put by the Leader of the Opposition, 
when he asked whether the ships of the 
Nore Division would cost as much per 
annum as the co:responding ships of the 
sea-going fleets, with the exception of the 
expenditure on coal. They knew that they 
were only to have 70 per cent. as much 
sea time. The question, therefore, arose 
whether the economy to be effected on the 
one item of coal was sufficient to com- 
pensate for the loss of efficiency of those 
ships as compared with those of sea-going 
fleets. He would like to put this further 
question—as he could not possibly see 
that the economy in money was intended 
to be for coal only—whether it was 
intended that there should be economy 


I 
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in the matter of ammunition also. Then | speaking, that to be the rule. He would 


he would like to put a question with 
reference to the ships of the Fifth Cruiser 
Squadron, which consisted of six first- 
class cruisers, and would be attached 
to the Nore Division. If hon. Gentle- 
men looked at the statement of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty for the present 
vear they would see that those six 
cruisers, like the six battleships of the 
Nore Division, were especially referred 
toas belonging to the Home Fleet, and the 
statement was added that they would 
not leave home waters. That was of 
course to give the public confidence in 
the constant presence of the Home 
Fleet. A little further down, however, 
it stated that the Nore cruisers would 
exercise with the Channel and other Fleets, 
as was thought desirable. If that was so, 
they could not always be kept in home 
waters and also be detached to operate with 
the Channel Fleet and other fleets, which, 
as they knew, were frequently absent from 
home waters. Of course, if the right hon. 
Gentleman made it clear that the Fifth 
Cruiser Squadron would never operate 
with the Channel or other Fleets when 
absent from home waters, then he 
thought the provision became of very 


little use at all, because the operations | 


of the Channel and Atlantic Fleets caused 
them to be generally absent from home 
waters. When operating together the other 
day they were three days steam from 
home waters, and there was not a 
single battleship at home. If they 
operated with the Channel Fleet, what 
became of the responsibility of the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Home Fleet 
when his cruisers were taken away 
from him to operate under another 


} 


commander-in-chief 7 


*\IR. SPEAKER: The Vote under dis- 
cussion is as to the number of men, and 
the distribution of the fleet does not arise 
on this Vote. The hon. Member is at 
liberty to discuss the number of men. 


Mr. A J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
said he desired to know exactly the 
effect of the ruling. When the Chair- 
man of Committees was in the Chair, 
it was understood that the question 
of general policy could be raised on 
Vote A or Vote 1, but not on both. 


He himself had understood, broadly 


Mr. Arthur Lee. 


ask whether a similar rule did not apply 
on Report, or what were the precise limita- 
tions under which they were to guide the 
course of the discussion. 


*\MIr. SPEAKER: Therulein Committee 
is not applicable on Report. In Committee 
on Vote A or Vote 1, possibly by arrange- 
ment on both, a general discussion may 
take place on the Navy Estimates. But 
on Report the discussion must be limited 
to the number of officers and men on Vote 
A, and,on Report of the Second Vote, to 
the expenses and wages of officers and 
seamen and boys. Hon. Members can 
make observations on those subjects. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I think I under- 
stand your ruling, Sir. There is this 
inconvenience resulting, that the promised 
answers of the right hon. Gentleman can- 
not now be given. 


*THE SECRETARY to tHe AD 
MIRALTY (Mr. EpMunp Ropertson 
Dundee) said no answer was promised 
on Report. He had said that at 
some later day he would endeavour 
to answer the questions, if he could 
not answer them on that day; but 
he had not said that he would answer 
them on Report, because he knew quite 
well that they could not be answered on 
Report, except so far as they were 
relevant to Votes A and |. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that in view of 
Mr. Speaker’s ruling, it was impossible 
tha they could expect the answers which 
the right hon. Gentleman had promised at 
a later day, and it was quite obvious that 
the later day could never arrive. There- 
fore, the right hon. Gentleman had secured 
for himself immunity from answering 
questions as he had promised. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that he could 
not be expected to give full answers to 
questions without notice, obviously show- 
ing that he recognised that he had to give 
full Answers. It would be in the recollec- 
tion of the House that as a matter of fact 
on that occasion he did not answer the 
questions put to him by his right hon. 
friend. In view of the ruling they were 
reduced to the extremely narrow question 
of the reduction of Vote A by 1,000 men. 
He had no observations whatever to offer 











v 
- 


IN 
ed 
at 
yur 
ud 
ut 
ver 
‘ite 
on 
ere 


ble 
ich 


hat 
.re- 
red 
ing 
cht 
uld 

to 
OW: 
ive 
lec- 
‘act 
the 
on. 
ere 
‘jon 
en. 
fier 





261 Supply 


on that subject, and he would imagine it to 
be extremely difficult for any debate to be 
conducted on that extremely narrow 
point. 


*Vr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) said that, 
in view of Mr. Speaker’s ruling restricting 
the discussion to the number of men, he 
begged only to call attention to the large 
number of collisions and groundings as 
the result of the employment of officers 
being so restricted in consequence of the 
redistribution of the fleets. The Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty some time ago, 
in answer to a Question of his, 
stated that in 1902 only 17 per 
cent. of the commanders were in 
command of sea-going ships. After the 
lapse of five years, and before the new 
redistribution scheme came into operation, 
he found that there were only 10 per cent. 
of commanders in command of sea-going 
ships, or the very large reduction in five 
years of 7 per cent. Turning to the 
ciptains’ list, the official answer told 
him that in 1902, 44°4 per cent. of 
captains were in command of sea-going 
sbips. That 44°4 per cent. had 
been reduced in five years only to 32°5 
per cent. Those were ships that were 
exercising in sea-going fleets; he did 
not refer to nucleus crew _ ships, 
which went to sea for the day, 
and the bringing in of nucleus crew ships 
only confused the issue. Taking the 
case of the Portsmouth Division of 
battleships, it only went to sea one 


night in the whole of last year; the: 


Chatham Division only went to sea by 
day. During the grand manceuvres 
the Chatham Division went to Ports- 
mouth by daylight, and remained 
at anchor in the Solent the whole of the 
time of the manceuvres, and then pro- 
ceeded back to Chatham. On the way 
two ships rammed each other. The 
* Resolution ” ran into the “ Ramillies ” 
and the “ Ramillies ” ran into dock. 
For two years the average of colli- 
sions and groundings of men-of-war 
had been three a fortnight,*or seventy- 
eight in one year, and the effect of the 
number of officers for the command of 
ships being so few would be that they 
would get more collisions and groundings. 
He did not wish to enlarge upon the 
training scheme, because he hoped that 
the Prime Minister would grant an in- 
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quiry into the whole subject. The feeling 
of dissatisfaction in the Navy was becom- 
ing very intense. The Marines believed 
that they were to be abolished under that 
scheme of service. He did not know of 
a single officer in command of the fleets, 
except the two officers in command of the 
Mediterranean Fleet, who was in favour 
of the scheme. All the admirals were 
against it, and yet they had, so far, 
absolutely failed to get from the Ad- 
miralty any form of inquiry, showing 
that they had no confidence in the 
scheme, because if they had confidence 
in it, they would be willing to submit it 
to investigation. The effect of an in- 
quiry would be to allay the sore 
feeling in the Service, and stop all 
criticism in that House. They 
would, however, bring the matter 
up until thev had some form of inquiry, 
because they would sooner bore the 
House than see a Navy that was not fit 
for war owing to the deterioration which 
would come if the scheme were proceeded 
with. 


Caprain HERVEY (Bury St. Edmunds) 
said that on page 5 of the Statement 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty he 
noticed a statement that the present 
number of seamen was in excess of re- 
quirements. He would like to know 
what were the requirements of the 
Service? He took it that they had 1,000 
seamen in excess of requirements for 
manning the Fleet at a two-Power stan- 
dard. Then there was the statement 
that as far as stokers were concerned the 
number was under the necessities of the 
Fleet, and he understood thatthe full 
number of stokers required would not be 
provided until the number of seamen had 
been reduced. He could not see any 
connection between the two. Were the 
surplus seamen going to be used to 
supplement the stokers in the stokehole ? 
When a ship was commissioned as it 
would be for war it would be necessary 
to have full control of the men on board 
working the ship. They wanted all the 
seamen drilled in order to bring them up 
to the efficiency of a ship in commission. 
He wished to refer to the reduction in the 
number of boys for shipwrights and 
coopers. In the report of the Douglas 
Committee for the year before last,on page 
157 there was an article upon the future 
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development of the scheme of training. 
The House would remember that it was 
intended that all the workshop business 
of the stokehole department should be 
done by a special class. The engine-room 
artificers were to be entered as boy arti- 
ficers and trained to carry out the work- 
shop business. When a survey was 
taken of the Navy Services it was found 
that they had two separate sets of work- 
shop people, one employed under the 
carpenters of the Fleet and the other 
under the engineers of the Fleet. In the 
Douglas Report it was suggested that in 
future the carpenters, as far as a great 
many of their trades were concerned, 
more especially in regard to shipwrights 
and blacksmiths, might very usefully 
be trained as boy artificers and so come 
under the engine-room department in 
future. He noticed in the scheme 
before them a reduction in the number 


of shipwrights, and he asked whether | 


it was in the carrying out of the 
recommendation of that Report that that 
reduction came in. If so, he was not 
averse to the scheme at all, because it 
was only a natural sequence of the 
new system of training that had been 
introduced. He would like to know 
whether it was to be considered as the 
beginning of the development of the 
scheme for shipwrights. 


Mr. G. CROYDON MARKS (Cornwall, 
Launceston) thought the inability to 
obtain a sufficient number of stokers in 
the Navy was due to the unfavourable 
conditions under which the men had to 
work. Instead of being given duties 
which they could do without any special 
skill they were now to be trained for 
six and a half vears in order to do work 
which could be done by men upon whom 
the nation had not spent anything. Men 
were taken from the stokehole to learn 
a trade in three months, and after that 
they were to be sent to sea to take charge 
of engines. Then they were to be taken 
back again and educated fortwo vears. If 
at the end of six and a half years they 
were found to be incompetent they were 
to be sent back to the stokehole after 
the money spent upon them had been 
wasted in trying to replace men who at 
present fulfilled all the purposes required 


from experience gained outside the 
Service. The number to be promoted | 


Captain Hervey. 


{COMMONS} 


(Leport). 264 


from the stokehole every year was 100. 
There were 30,000 men in the Navy, and 
100 men every year were to have the 
opportunity of promotion. They were 
to be made into skilled tradesmen, and 
they had to be twenty-five years of age 
betore they started. Everyone knew 
it was almost impossible to teach a man 
a trade after he was twenty-five years of 
age. They were taking a man who had 
had no previous mechanical training, 
and it was perfectly certain that he 
would prove to be incompetent to take 
charge of the engines. The man in the 
engine-room must be a man of resource, 
because difficulties would crop up which 
only engineers could deal with. The 
boy who had been through the work- 
shop would obtain engineerng know- 
ledge which would enable him to foresee 
what might be a trouble aiid remedy it 
before it became serious. The man 
taken from the stokehole to the engine- 
room would not understand the little 
difficulties, and they might reasonably 
expect more breakdowns, and conse- 
quently more repairs would be required 
when such men were in charge of the 
engines. The plan had been tried in 
the American Navy and had failed. 
With regard to the stokehole being 
undermanned and the number of stokers 
short of requirements, it was not at all 
surprising when the avenue for pro- 
motion amongst stokers was limited to 
an educational service which they had to 
take up and in regard to which they 
had had no previous experience. The 
same with the boys. The artificers who 
joined the Navy came fully armed with 
five years experience of the workshop 
acquired at no expense to the country. 
They were about to train up men at 
great expense to take the place of those 
who under the present system came in 
already trained at their own expense, and 
what was more, they would not get such 
good men trained under Navy conditions. 
The men they were about to introduce 
into the engine-room would be _ less 
efficient than the same service in the 
mercantile marine. The Board of Trade 
were being pressed to make the period of 
service five years before a boy should be 
considered to have learned his trade, and 
fit to go into the engine-room. In the 
Navy they were going to give them three 
months training and then turn them into 
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theengine-room. If that sort of thing went 
on they might expect more trouble with 
the engines than they had hadin the past. 
They would at the same time beeliminating 
from the service the most practical men 
and placing in the engine-room men who 
had not been trained as engineers. The 
system of common entry was good in 
breaking down prejudices between one 
part of the service and another, but it 
was extremely bad for producing a good 
engineer. To produce a good engineer 

man must have a desire and an aptitude 
for the work. When at Dartmouth he 
asked 100 boys what part of the service 
they proposed to go into, and less than 
ten expressed a preference to become 
engineers. Those were the officers who 
would by-and-bye mann our ships. As 
a matter of fact, out of every eight 
officers in the service three would have 
to be engineers, and in future those three 
would not be specially trained. There 
were a number of artificers detached from 
their ordinary work to train stokers who 
by-and-bye would take the places of 
those who were teaching them, and con- 
sequently the feeling between the arti- 
ficers and the stokers was very acute 
indeed. The discontent existing in the 
ranks of the stokers was due to the fact 
that all avenues of promotion had gone, 
and they had no possibility of advance- 
ment except by becoming tradesmen and 
mechanics, and then after six and a half 
vears they might be sent back again into 
the stokehole if they were not competent. 
He was sure such a system was not in 
the interests of His Majesty’s Navy. 


Mr. COBBOLD (Ipswich) said it was 
to the personnel of the Navy as well 
as to the Army that thev should really 
look if there was to be any reduction in 
armaments. He regretted to say he 
did not find from the First Lord’s Memor- 
andum that there was any desire on 
the part of the Government to reduce 
our bloated armaments so far as the 
Navy was concerned. His hon. friend 
behind him had suggested when this 
question was formerly before the House 
that there might be a reduction of 8,000 
men, but great anxiety was shown to 
yet Mr. Speaker out of the Chair and 
they were requested not to make any 
remarks then. 
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things were hurried through Committee, 
but the questions which came up for 
discussion on the Navy Estimates and 
also on the Army Estimates were such 
that he did not think too long time could 
be spent on their consideration. The 
Prime Minister had stated that we, 
having such an enormous Navy, had 
above all other Powers an opportunity 
of playing a noble réle in leading the 
way in the reduction of armaments. 
The first way to reduce the Navy was to 
reduce the personnel. It was generally 
admitted that we were to have a two- 
Power standard with a margin over. 
The Government had not said that we 
ought to have, as we had at present, a 
three-Power standard. The French and 
German navies had a personnel, according 
to the Secretary to the Admiralty, of under 
100,000—it might be 94,000 to 98,000— 
while we had 128,000. We were there- 
fore far beyond the two-Power standard 
in personnel. It appeared to him from 
the First Lord’s Memorandum that we 
had too many men altogether, though 
we had not enough stokers. He would 
be glad to hear from the Secretary 
to the Admiralty the number of sea- 
men and stokers living in barracks. He 
believed there were a good many 
thousands of so-called sea-faring men 
who lived a land life in barracks. That 
pointed to the fact that we were already 
over-burdened with personnel. Second 
thoughts were often better than first, 
and he hoped that the Government 
would find before the Navy Votes for 
the year were finally passed that it 
would be a very good thing to go into 
The Hague Conference with a consider- 
ably reduced personnel, in order to show 
to other nations that we had really made 
an important step forward and to 
ask them honestly whether they could 
not see their way to make similar reduc- 
tions in their personnel. If a substantial 
reduction were made in the personne! 
of the Navy it would be seen that the 
Ministry were really in earnest in trying 
to reduce these bloated armaments and 
in trying to provide the means by which 
reforms in connection with domestic 
policy could be forwarded—reforms 
which were so dear to the Labour Mem- 
bers. He would like to see those hon. 
Members, one and all, doing their best 
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to get reductions in the Army and Navy, 
and first of all in the personnel of the 
Navy. 

Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
said the hon. Member for the Launceston 


Division had stated that this country | 


should play a “noble part ” in the 
reduction of the armaments of the) 
world. That sentiment was cheered, 


though faintly, by hon. Members on 
the other side of the House. It might 
be a great thing to play a noble part, 
but it might also be extremely dan- 
gerous. and he thought the majority 
of the inhabitants of these islands would 
be inclined before they played that noble 
part to ascertain that the other countries 
in the world were also going to play a noble 
part and reduce the number of men in 
their navies. As far as he could see there 
was not a single country in the world 
which was prepared to follow us in that 
particular work. He was inclined to 
think that the Government had reduced 
the number of men too largely. It should 
be remembered that though it took a 
considerable time to build a ship, it took 
a longer time to provide trained men to 
man the ship. It was, therefore, most 
essential that there should be a reserve 
of trained capable men. What 
nobler service than the Navy could men 
enter? It might to a certain extent 
solve the question of the unemployed, 
because the larger the number of, men 
in the Navy the smaller would be the 
number of men seeking employment, in 
other directions. He understood the hon. 
Member for the Launceston Division to 
say that because the artificers and stokers 
learned their work the one from the 
other there was friction between them. 
All had to learn from somebody ; no one 
was born with a knowledge of any particu- 
lar subject. He failed to see how the 
fact that one man learned his business 
from another should cause discontent 
either to the man who was taught or to 
the man who taught. unless, of course, the 
lesson was badly given. The hon. Mem- 
ber had also said that those men were 
under the impression that all avenues of 
future promotion would be closed to them. 
He was informed that the reverse was 
the case, and that stokers would be able 
to rise to the rank of warrant officers, a 
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able to rise before. If that were true, 
‘where was the foundation for the hon. 
Member’scomplaint ? As to the artificers, 
he understood that instead of being im- 
ported from the outside after learning 
their business they would be taken in as 
boys and taught their work in the Navy. 
Kverybody knew that the younger a lad 
entered the Navy the better it was fc; 
him and for the Navy. And so it was 
in every walk of life. He did not know 
whether to congratulate the Civil Lord ot 
the Admiralty on having made this altera- 
tion, because he did not, as a rule, view 
with any great favour anything which 
emanated from that bench ; but if he had 
really made this change, he and the hon. 
Members behind him were to be con- 
gratulated on having done the right thing 
for once. The only fault that could be 
found with this particular Vote was the 
reduction of the number of men in the 
Navy. The reduction was of the wrong 
sort : a reduction of the number of boys 
who entered the Navy and looked forwaid 
to take the place of older men who 
were discharged or left. One of the 
reasons why it had been so much easier 
to obtain recruits for the Navy than for 
the Army was that they were taken into 
the Navy as boys. The boys liked the 
profession and they remained there ; and 
therefore it was a great thing that that 
excellent Leginning should be continued. 
He hoped that when the Conference 
at The Hague took place and, as every- 
body knew would te the case,! bore no 
result, the right hon. Gentleman oppesite 
would remember that. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Hear, hear. 


Sir F. BANBURY: Did the Prime 


Minister cheer that ¢ 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN . 
Yes, I cheered the frankness of your ex- 
pectation. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that he nad 
always found throughout his life that it 
was a great advantage to be practical. 
He hoped, as he had said just now, that, 
if the result of The Hague Conference 
was nil, the Government would take 
their courage in both, hands, disregard 


position to which they had never been | the advice of their supvorters below the 
Mr. Cobbold. 
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gangway, and endeavour to keep up the 
strength and the personnel of the Navy to 
the level at which they had received 
them from their predecessors. 


*Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth)*said 
he wished to ask for an assurance from 


regard to the carpenter warrant officers 
in the Navy. 
“Douglas” 

done away with altogether. 
were very much concerned as to their 
future. They were an admirable body of 
men and would like to know whether 
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He understood from the | 
Report that they were to be | 
These men | 


they could qualify for the position of , 


sea- 


“Warrant Artificer.’ As to the 
men, he trusted that the Admiralty would 


(Report). 


mittee or any competent body of persons ? 
The short-service system was a weakness 
to the Navy and he would like to see it 
discontinued. It had no doubt been 
instituted for the sake of cheapness. But 
we did not want cheapness in the Navy 
unless it were accompanied by efficiency. 


2 : ~, |So far as hee ascertai se short- 
the Secretary to the Admiralty with | °° far as he could ascertain, these short 
, |service men, although perhaps cheap, 


were not efficient. He hoped therefore 
that something would be done either to 
make them more efficient or to abandon 
them altogether. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.} 
heartily congratulated the Member 
for Ipswich upon being the only con- 


| sistent Member of the Radical Party. 


take into consideration what they | 
considered a serious grievance. They 


were the only class in His Majesty’s ser- 
vice who had to find their own kit. The 
Government provided the kit for the 
men employed in the Army; the Post 
Office,*the Police, and the County Coun- 


cils, for their employees ; and if a man | 


employed a footman or a coachman 
he provided him with a uniform. It 
seemed to him, therefore, hard that seamen 


should be compelled out of their meagre | 


pay to provide their own kit. He 
wished to call attention to what was 
called short or special service men em- 
ployed in the Navy. These men entered 
as seamen as well as stokers up to the 
age of twenty-two years; they were em- 
ployed for five years in the service, and 
then passed into the reserve, where thev 
remained for seven years, and afterwards 
gotia small pension. What could these 
men learn of seamanship in five years ! 
During that time they were mere 
apprentices, and the worst of it was that 
they could get practically no promotion 
whatever. These short-service men were 
only entitled to reach the position of 
leading seamen in the Navy. He had, 
moreover, not been able to ascertain that 
there was a single man under the short- 
service system who had ever reached the 
position of leading seaman in the Navy. 
He had made diligent inquiries among 
officers and men, and he found that the 


system was condemned root and branch | 


hy everybody he had spoken to about it. 
Would the Secretary to the Admiralty 
let them know whether the question had 
been considered seriously by any Com- 


The expression “ bloated armaments ” 
occurred over and over again through his 
speech. The hon. Gentleman had seemed 
to feel that the Prime Minister was falling 
short of the ideal of the Radical Party in 
respect to reduction in armaments. He 
imagined that various groups of the 
Radical Party were beginning to find 
out that the Prime Minister was falling 
short of their ideals in more than one 
respect. The right hon. Gentleman and 
his colleagues on the Front Bench had at 


fo] 


all events some little idea of the responsi- 
bility attaching to their office; their 
followers had absolutely none. They 
were inebriated by the exuberance of 
their own virtue. They had got hold of 
a catch phrase that they used largely 
at election time about “ bloated arma- 
ments,” but they altogether forgot that 
a powerful Navy was not only the best 
and surest means of preserving our 
Empire, but one of the greatest instru- 
ments for peace. During the Japanese 
War it was because we had a power- 
ful Navy at our disposal that Europe 
was preserved from the general conflagra- 
tion of war. He heartily contratulated 
one Member of the Radical Party at all 
events upon being consistent in using the 
term “ bloated armaments” and in the 
desire apparently of handing the defence 
of the Empire over to the steamboats of 
the London County Council. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
said that he profoundly disagreed from 
the hon. Member for Ipswich, whose 


‘arguments, if carried to their logical 


conclusion, would apply equally weil 
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not only to the reduction of the Navy | thought that the number of men in the 
but to our having no Navy at all. The Navy was too large, and the hon. Member 
hon. Member had forgotten that ours was , for Falkirk, on the last occasion upon 
a voluntary service, as was also that of which these questions were under discus- 
America, and yet the cost was not more sion, suddenly proposed a reduction of 
in proportion to ships and men than that | 8,000 men. Why the reduction should 
of Germany. In regard to the question | have been fixed at 8,000 he did not know; 
of Naval insurance, it was the duty of it might have been 18,000, or 80,000 
every Member of the House to see that so far as any argument went, or any 
we were on the safe side. He had read considerations of the needs of our world- 
with the greatest care the articles in Zhe wide power and commerce were con- 
Times and he had come to the conclusion cerned. In his view of the necessities 
that the reduction recommended by the | of the nation what we needed was 
Government was such as could be pro- | paramount naval and sufficient military 
perly accepted; although he believed | armaments, and the proposed reduction of 
that more men were required in certain the number of men in the Navy seemed 
partsof the Empire rather than jess men. | to him to be a most irresponsible and 
The hon. Member for Cardiff had stated | reckless Motion. He could only attribute 
that 300,000 men could be placed on/ it to the fact that secretaries of the 
our Indian frontier. He did not believe | Cobden Club were too logical for life. 
that we could send so many men, and his | He had always noticed that every prin- 
hon. friend had forgotten that the} ciple was ridden to death by them. 
policing and guarding of India would! It was the only fault in the otherwise 
need greater not less attention while | perfect character of his hon. friend 
there was war on the frontier. Nobody | the Member for Preston that if he 
who studied the question ever be-| got hold of a logical idea he rode 
lieved that India could be invaded by | it to death. On the same principle 
land across the Hindoo Koosh except the | the Member for Falkirk moved the re- 
Emperor Paul of Russia who was mad, | duction of 8,000 men; but he was glad 
and Napoleon the Great who was aj|that he had had the grace to withdraw 
genius, and indeed perhaps himself over-| the Motion. It was said that we could 
stepped the “thin partition.” The} reduce our men wholesale because of 
danger to be anticipated was invasion the present condition of alliances, but 
through the Persian Gulf. For the object | alliances were fugitive, and the posi- 
of Russia was to come down through} tion might change any day, and at 
Seistan to a port on what was in fact a! that very time there were proposals 
British lake. Therefore we should always | to close the Baltic, a step which would 
require a ship in the Persian Gulf and in the require us to keep more men and 
Arabian Sea, and it was absolutely essen- ships than we had now. If his hon. 
tial that our flag should be flying in and! friend said he moved his reduction 
that our ships should be sent to those | j, order to further peace he would ask 
waters. At the present moment the] how it was that President Roosevelt, 
reduction with regard to the old ships | the greatest peacemaker in the world, 
which had been scrapped would mean, he | proposed to call the biggest battleship 
believed, the disappearance of our flag! which the United States were now 
from the Persian Gulf, towards which two | building, “ The Pacificator,” and that 
powerful nations, Russia and Germany. | he had also said that the best wav of 
were trending. We had for a number of | geeuring peace among the nations wes 
years policed that Gulf and we had de- | to Jearn to shoot straight. How was it 
stroyed a system of slavery there,—he | possible for us to keep all the fairest 
meant a system of real slavery in| spots on the world’s surface unless we 
which unwilling men were seized and | were so strong and redoubtable that 
held against their own wishes and | obody would dare to attack us? Our 


seen Sen-one place and de-}wi.- was:sur only form of insurance, 
ported elsewhere. He hoped the size | and if it were reduced it would lead to 
of the fleet would be sufficient to pro- | the ruin of the country, the consequences 
vide for a war-ship’s being kept on that | of which would first of all fall upon 
station. His hon. friends behind him! the working men, whose cause hon. 


Mr. Rees. 
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Members on the Labour Benches meritorious services to their country, a 
championed. Those who lived on in- feeling of fear came over him, lest some 


terest on their capital might survive the 
disaster; but what would become of the 
wage-earning class he could not imagine. 
He challenged anybody to give any 
reason Why at this period of the world’s 
historv we were able to cut down our 
armaments, while everybody else was 
increasing theirs. He did not see how 
The Hague Conference could affect the 
question, because we could not expect 
other nations to remain still while we 
were relatively superior in strength, 
and it would be folly for us to re- 
main inactive while they were creep- 
ing up to our standard. He would 
like to know how the programme of 
building ships compared with the 
annual wastage. He felt that there was 
difficulty in discussing such a matter from 
the position where he stood, but he thought 
that any suspicion of cutting down the 
Navy, or any idea of reducing it below 
the limit which was incontestably safe, 
would mean the destruction of the Party 
at the polls. He thought the English 
electorate was against any risky reduc- 
tion of the Navy; and when they looked 
at the round world and the great power 
we had in it he could not understand 
how any hon. Member could think of 
imperilling that power by making rash 
reductions in the very force which was 
necessary for the salvation of the 
country. He had some reason to 
think that Welsh Member’ was 
allowed to quote poetry, and if he 
might do so he would, with the in- 
dulgence of the House, quote the Eng- 
lish poet who wrote— 


a 





“Time and the ocean, and some fostering star, | 


In high cabal have made us what we are.” 


He hoped the spirit of those lines would 


enter into the minds of his’ hon. 
friends on that side of the House 
rather than the ideas of the hon. 
Member for Ipswich who had just 
spoken. When he saw these Motions 
for reduction of thousands of sailors 


as he thought foolishly, and without 
sufficient reason, recklessly moved, and 
saw supporters of the Government who 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


poet in some future years might add— 


“ False sentiment, suspicion and distrust, 
Have levelled that fair fabric with the dust.” 


*Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) was 
sorry if his hon. friend thought he carried 
logic too far, because on that occasion 
he was in general agreement with him. 
He regretted that some of his hon. friends, 
by means of a Motion for reduction, should 
seek to censure the Government for 
proposing what their advisors thought 
to be a sufficient naval strength. He 
thought all sides would agree that we 
wanted a strong Navy, but we did not 
want a stronger Navy than was neces- 
sary for our needs. That was common 
vround. The Government, acting upon 
the advice of the Admiralty, came 
down and said that such and such a 
Navy was necessary for our needs, and it 
seemed to him impossible for the House 
to go behind that, without asking the 
Government to produce material which 
he thought most Governments would 
refuse to give. He did not see how it 
was possible for them to argue for a 
reduction of naval strength without dis- 
cussing matters which could not be 
judiciously debated in the House. He 
would point out to his hon. friends behind 
him that we could not get a reduced 
Army unless we had a supremely power- 
ful Navy. The Navy was our one 
strength which defended not only these 
islands but the Empire. So long as we 
had a strong Navy not only was our 
commerce safe but our shores and our 
Empire were safe, and therefore they 
ought to insist that the Navy should 


| be maintained at the standard of strength 


necessary for our needs. 


Mr. C. DUNCAN (Barrow-in- Furness) 
called attention to the case of the engine- 
room artificers who, he believed, had 
in the past given every satisfaction in 
regard to their work. They were trained 
in workshops throughout the country, 
and in that way they gained a large 
experience of the engineering trade, 


would rather lead it than follow it—|and a greater knowledge of attending 
when he noted the attitude adopted | to the engines of a war vessel than they 
towards the Government at home, and) would if they were trained in one 


towards Governors abroad, men who, | particular ship. 


To substitute stokers 


like Lord Clive, had rendered great and! for those men seemed to be to fly in the 








ww 
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face of the argument of the Member 
for the City of London that they should 
train the child up in the way he should go. 
In the mercantile marine the man who 
took charge of the engine was a man 
who had served his time in an engineering 
shop, and then joined his ship as fourth 
or third cfficer. Then gradually, by 
study and by passing examinations of the 
Board of Trade, he might rise in his 
profession until he became  chiel 
engineer in one of the largest and 
costliest vessels afloat. The artificers 
in the Navy were the same class 
of men as were to-day running the 
engines of ships in the mercantile 
marine, and what was good enough 
for the latter was good enough for 
the Navy. It appeared to be thought 
that because a man had served his 
time in the engineering trade he could 
not have the capacity to take a high 
place in the Navy. It seemed easier 
to become a Member of Parliament 
than to obtain a_ high _ position 
in the Army or Navy. It ought, 
however, to be the business of 
the nation not to choose the sons of 
rich parents for high positions in the 
Army or Navy simply because they 
had been given an expensive educa- 
tion, but to select young men of mental 
capacity and initiative, and, in that 
way, to get better value for the money ex- 
pended on the services than was at present 
obtained. They were told that one of the 
great sins which the men for whom he 
spoke had committed was that of 
joining a trade union. That, surely, 
ought to be the last thing to com- 
plain of in that House, at any rate. 
He thought that if the men engaged in 
the Navy as engine-room artificers had 
shown any evidence of good sense it was 
in joining a trade union. It might be 
argued by some that that was a dangerous 
element to have in the Navy, but he 
disagreed entirely with any such argu- 
ment. It was an evidence of a man’s 
capacity to think, and there was no 
reason to fear that the body which he had 
joined would ever use its intelligence 
and influence in such a way as to 
bring harm to the Navy. It seemed to 
him disloyal and unfair that those men 
should be broken and young men trained 
to take their place. Knowing as he 


Mr. C. Duncan. 
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did that there was a_ considerable 
amount of feeling between the various 
sections of men in the Navy, and 
that the artificers strongly objected 
to being used as_ catspaws to 
teach other men their trade in order 
that they themselves might be displaced, 
he hoped the Government would recon- 
sider the matter. If the engine-room 
artificers possessed sufficient intelligence 
to become the teachers of others, that 
was surely sufficient evidence of their 
capacity to remain in the Navy. And if 
the Navy was to be such a great element 
in the defence of the country, if the 
blue-water school of thought was to 
prevail in the House, and the Navy 
was to be strong, it would require men 
who had served their time as engineers 
and knew their business. He ventured 
to say that the Navy would hve to depend 
more and more on the efficiency of its 
machinery. It was no use to have good 
guns, good ships, and good 
if the ships would not move, and there- 
fore it was necessary to have a staff 
of men who, if anything happened to 
the machinery, could put it right in the 
shortest space of time. The men who 
had workshop experience were the¥men 
to do that, and therefore he hoped the 
Admiralty would see to it that those 
men were not displaced in the future. 


sailors, 


*Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex. 
Brentford) expressed his surprise that it 
should have been suggested by the hon. 
Baronet opposite that if the Govern- 
ment reduced the personnel of the Navy 
they would increase the numbers of the 
unemployed, because in the first place, as 
he understood, the reduction in the per- 
sonnel would take place in those to be 
recruited, and by such a reduction no 
increase whatever could be made in the 
numbers of the unemployed. He had 
always understood that increased and 
extravagant taxation always led to 
depression in trade and to a number of 
men being thrown out of work, and, after 
all, large armaments had always tended 
to increase the numbers of unemployed. 
One argument used for a large Navy was 
that the Navy was the great factor in the 
insurance of the country. But there was 
such a thing as over-insurance, as dipping 
too deeply into capital. He might for 
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the benefit of hon. Members opposite; we placed ourselves in a satisfactory 


quote what Mr. Disraeli said in 1867— 


“You may have your garrisons at foreign 
ports and your fleets of commanding power, but 
if you have also omitted the principal cause of 
your power, viz., a sound state of finance, you 
may find that you bave omitted one of the most 
important elements of your influence abroad.” 


| 
} 


and reasonable position. So far as 


| rapidity in building was concerned we 


could beat any other nation in the world. 
and therefore it was only natural that 


'the Government should be asked why 


j 


Were they bold enough to suggest that | 


we had ‘fa sound state of finance,” 


with expenditure of £70,000,000 a 
year ON armaments, an income tax 
of l1s., taxes on sugar, tea, etc. ? 


One of the great indictments at the las 

general election, brought by the Liberal 
Party against the late Government, was 
the reckless extravagance with which 
they had dealt with the national finances. 
It was ‘then said that it was essential and 
necessary for the well-being and _pros- 
perity of the country to produce em- 
ployment and stimulate trade, and to cut 
down the vast expenditure on the Army 
and the Navy. We had only got a snow- 
drop from the Army and a dew-drop from 


the Navy, which was not the principle | 


upon which the people of the country de- 
sired to go. 
sufficient reason had been given for a 
great reduction, but he would remind the 
House that’ the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary to the Admiralty had 
stated that the Navy was equivalent 
not to a two-Power standard but a three- 


Power standard,and that so far as tonnage | 


was concerned we had 240,000 tons afloat 
in battleships more than any other three 
countries. 
so far as the new type of battleships was 
concerned we were quite safe for another 
three years. The Prime Minister had 
concurred in those facts, and had said we 


were far beyond a two-Power standard. | 


The right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition practically agreed and 
said that— 


They had been told that no | 


They were further told that 


“Owing to a pause in foreign shipbuilding | 


the two-Power standard does not come up at 
present.” 


The right hon. Gentleman could have 


vone further and said it would not 
come up for a considerable time to 
come. According to the right hon. 


Gentleman the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, our Navy was three to one 
in superiority to any Navy in the 
world. 
to those of three or 
and he thought it 


four 


We therefore had a Navy equal | 


Powers, | 
was high time! Opposition, to see that the 


they had not reduced more than they 
had the expenditure on armaments. 
The Prime Minister at the Albert Hall 
said— 

‘* We want relief from the pressure of exces- 
sive taxation, and at the same time we want 
money to meet our own domestic needs at 
home, which have been too long starved and 
neglected owing to the demands on the tax- 
payers for military purposes abroad. Howare 
these desirable things to be secured if in the 
Lime of peace our armaments are maintained 
on a war footing?” 

Could any member of the Ministry 
honestly say that what they had to do 
was not to put our armaments on a peace 
footing 2 As to the decrease of cost, 
the treatment by the Government was 
in the right direction, but what he com- 
plained of was that that treatment 


was only given in homeopathic 
doses. He did not know what posi- 
tion the Prime Minister was in with 


regard to the Cabinet, but they knew 
that in 1893 Mr. Gladstone had a severe 
trial. Lord Spencer had introduced 
large Estimates, and Mr. Gladstone tried 
to reduce them, but unfor- 
Mr. Morley in his « Life 
used these words with 


his best 
tunately failed. 
of Gladstone ” 
regard to that— 
* He laboured hard at the task of conversion, 
and though some of his colleagues needed no 
conversion, with the majority he did not 
prevail.” 
He trusted that the Prime ,Minister, 
in whom they had the greatest con- 
fidence, was not in the same position 
as Mr. Gladstone in 1893. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would 
use ihe great powers and capabilities 
he possessed to secure reductions; he 


/would have the support of ,the vast 


majority of his Party in every effort he 
made in that direction. We were going 
to The Hague Conference, but he feared 
not in so happy, strong, and powerful a 
way as we should do, though he rejoiced 
that this country was going to take the 
initiative at that Conference with regard 
to the question of the reduction of arma- 
ments. He thought it was our duty, 
to use the phrase of the Leader of the 
* balance 
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of criminality” in the mad race for| prospered under democratic govern- 
armaments was not upon this country,| ment. He was not there that night 
and that we shou!d try tolead the nations | to vote against the Government. He 
of the world to peace and righteousness. | believed they had a good Government, 
He felt that if we went to The Hague | which was doing all it could to reduce 
Conference with, so to speak, one battle- armaments; and when that was done, 
ship up our sleeve, it would not be good | then no longer would any great scheme 
enough. He thought the Government of social reform, involving immense 
should say that they were prepared not | expenditure, be an impossibility. Little 
to stop at one battleship, but were ready | by little they would reduce their debts, 
to cut off two or more “ Dreadnoughts”’ increase the comfort of the people, and 
if other nations of the world would cut raise a store of money. He hoped the 
down their shipbuilding in proportion. Government would continue in its good 
He thought the suggested proposals work, and decrease the expenditure and 
for The Hague Conference were not | increase the prosperity of the poorer 
brave enough or bold enough to com- classes of the country. 

mand the respect of the nations of the | 

world, and he trusted that they would) gig GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
go into it with greater confidence and thought every Member of the House 
greater faith in their own ideals. He : 
trusted that instead of rivalry in the 
science of destruction, they would find 
among the nations rivalry in the arts 
of peace, manufacture, commerce, and 
the intellectual and moral development 
of peoples. 


must recognise the sincerity of the hon, 
Member who had just sat Gown. They 
who perhaps took a different view from 
his recognised that he and many of his 
colleagues believed in an era of universal 
peace and prosperity, and that they could 
go to The Hague Conference and receive 
to their appeal for reduced arma- 

*Mr. G. H. FABER (Boston) said that’ ments a response which would mean 
fifty years had passed since we were last that other nations would agree that we 
engaged in a European war, and in the should have a preponderance of power. 
interim, as the chances of war had But did they think that Germany and 
diminished, pari pussu the cost of arma- the United States and all the other 
ments, military and naval, had increased. countries of the world, who were desirous 
Fifty years ago opposite our own shores of placing themselves in a strong position, 
was a great military Empire based on would consent that we should continue 
military tradition, and resting on the to have our present preponderance of 
Napoleonic legend. That had passed power? Those who shared the views of 
away, and in its place we hada democratic the hon. Member for Boston apparently 
epublic, and where the power rested did not realise the risks we should 
with the people the danger of war was incur by arresting our naval develop- 
minimised. Some years ago he returned | ment under any such arrangement with 
from India with an eminent Frenchman | foreign Powers. One war ship had been 
who showed him how changed the con- | cut off the Estimates this vear, owing to 
ditions of France were since 1870.) the fact that foreign Powers had arrested 
Before*that time the articulate classes of ; their naval development. But the 
France had no vital interest in the question | Secretary to the Admiralty knew that 
of peace or war, seeing that the well-to-do | it was only for the moment. The right 
could buy a substitute for a fey|hon. Gentleman shook his head. He 
thousand frances. Now everyone had to| thought that most naval experts held 
serve, and they had to figure to themselves | the opinion that foreign Powers were 
their children dying of thirst and misery | only waiting to lay down a type of ship 
on the field of battle. The old Jewish | which would best compete with the 
Talmud told them, “ The soldiers fight | new ships which we had built. He 
and the Princes are heroes;” but now | believed that the majority of the Liberal 
the soldiers were the people themselves. | Party outside the House, as well as the 
They would find that throughout all the | vast majority of the Unionist Party, 
world, as the power of the people in-/did not want to see our armaments 
creased, so war would cease. The world! decreased unless they knew positively 

Dr. Rutherford. 
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that other nations were arresting their 
armaments for the purpose of peace. 
But they did not know that. Might he 


call the attention of the right hon. | 


Gentleman to the reduction of a 
thousand men in the Navy? He 
thought that was a very serious thing. 
They could arrange for delaying repairs, 
they could arrest building without any 


great disturbance of the national position, | 
but they could not get trained men | 


at a moment’s notice in a time of crisis. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Sup- 


posing vou do not want them. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER said it, 


was not for him to suggest. He was 
only putting the point to the right 
hon. Gentleman. Of course, everyone 


acquainted with naval matters knew | 


that men were hard to get, and when 
got were slow to train. In a _ time 
of stress they could get their men, but 
they would be obtained with greater 
difficulty than increasing the Navy, 
bringing in ships with nucleus crews and 
building up the war strength. The 
right hon. Gentleman in one of his 
previous speeches, and also in answer to 
a question, had rather led the House 
to suppose that the question of sending 
a ship, or two or three ships, to the 
West Indies was not beyond the recon- 
sideration of the Admiralty. 


*Vr. SPEAKER: I do not think that 


Question is relevant to the Vote. 


Stir GILBERT PARKER wished to 
know if it was the intention to send 
to the West Indies ships with nucleus 
crews taken from the Home Fleet. If 
that were so more men would be 
required. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : No. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER said that if 
ships were sent to the West Indies he 
understood that they would be taken 
from the Home Fleet and would recuire 
to have their full complements made 
up. Of course, if there was nothing 
in that point he would not press it. 
The right hon. Gentleman and_ his 
colleagues knew that the reductions 
which had been made were such as had 
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followed from the natural and _ logical 
policy which the present Leader of the 
Opposition had initiated. He did not 
suggest that the Secretary to the Admir- 
ialty and his colleagues ought not to 
have full credit for any reductions they 
had made which were not of a cheese- 
paring character, but it should not be 
overlooked that it was the policy of 
the Leader of the Opposition which 
had made such reductions possible. 
| The saving had been made by the co- 
|operation of both sides of the House, 
and hon. Gentlemen below the gangway 
|must not take too much credit to their 
|Party for those reductions, or believe 
that any violence was going to be used 
,towards the naval policy which was 
|inaugurated five years ago. One thing 
'was certain—that there never would 
be any violent reduction in the Navy 
unless there was absolute co-operation 
on both sides of the House. No matter 
how small might be the body of Unionist 
opinion in the House, he believed that 
so far as the Navy was concerned it 
represented the bulk of the opinion 
of the people of the country. 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough) desired to say a word or two 
with regard to the Royal Naval Reserves. 
They had heard a good deal about the 
personnel of the Navy, but his opinion 
was that they might dispense with a 
large number of those 127,000 men. 
He thought 100,000 men would be 
quite sufficient for the Royal Navy if 
'they established a Naval Reserve of 
50,000 men. It was only about fifteen 
years ago that a Parliament voted that 
the strength of the Navy should be 
100,000 men, but the total was now 
127,000. If they could strengthen the 
Royal Naval Reserve and make it 50,000 
men it would be quite sufficient for all 
the requirements of the Navy in time of 
'emergency. At present the Royal Naval 
Reserve was only 26,000 men, and he 
wished to know if it was the intention of 
the Admiralty to dispense with the 
Royal Naval Reserve altogether. It 
appeared from what had taken place 
that some effort was being made to do 
away with the Naval Reserve. For the 
last twenty-five or thirty years in almost 
every port of the United Kingdom a 
' Royal Naval Reservist had been able to 
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perform his drill on board a drill ship, 
butithe Admiralty had now dispensed 
with those ships and established batteries 
instead, and now frequently the Reservists 
had to travel 200 or 300 miles in order to 
perform their drill. Many were married 
men, and they could not afford to do the 
month’s drill and pay board and lodging, 
and the result was that many of them 
were leaving the Reserve. What policy 
did the Admiralty intend to pursue, and 
why was it that they had only got 6,000 
stokers belonging to the Royal Naval 
Reserve in the mercantile marine? This 
country had the largest mercantile marine 
of any country in the world, and no nation 
ought to possess a better reserve of 
stokers. Let the House note what a 
saving it would be to the nation. A 
Naval Reservist stoker would receive £6 
or £7 a year, and as far’as efficiency was 
concerned he would be superior to the 
naval stoker in every sense of the word. 
He did not say that the naval stokers were 
not good enough for the duties required 
of them, but the mercantile marine 
stokers had had more experience of 
different kinds of boilers and they were 
better men by far. They would cost 
about £6 or £7 a year, and in case of emer- 
gency they could be called"upon to make 
up the complements on board the war- 
ships. As a fighting force he knew that 
during the late war in South Africa 
thousands of the Naval Reserve men 
deserted merchant ships and joined the 
different regiments at the Cape, and did 
a great amount of fighting. They were a 
body of men who would be available in all 
parts of the Empire for the Royal Navy 
in time of emergency, and he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would be able to 
give him some assurance that the Admir- 
altv did not intend to reduce the Reval 


Naval Reserve. 


*Mr. VERNEY (Buckinghamshire, N.) 
said the hon. Member for Gravesend had 
warned them against taking too much 
credit to themselves for the reduction 
which had been made in the Navy Esti- 
mates. He wished to point out that 


the very strength of their position lay 
in the fact that they were not inaugu- 
rating but continuing a policy of reduc- 
tion. Who inaugurated that policy ? 
Surely it was inaugurated by a statesman 
who was acknowledged by the whole of 


Mr. Havelock Wilson. 
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Europe to be one of the most far-seeing 


Ministers they had ever known, Lord 
Salisbury. The question of the redue- 
tion in the Navy was brought to the 
front in August, 1898, when thev first 
heard of that celebrated Memorandum 
drawn up by the Emperor of Russia 
which was sent to all the foreign repre- 
sentatives attending at St. Petersburg. 
What was the gist of that Memoran- 
dum? It began in this way 

“The maintenance of a universal] peace and 

a possible reduction of excessive armaments 
which weigh upon all nations represent, in the 
present condition of affairs all over the world, 
the ideal towards which the efforts of all 
Governments should be directed.” 
How did Lord Salisbury receive that Mem- 
orandum ? He accepted it in the most 
sympathetic spirit, but not in a hurry, 
for he waited practically until the 
beginning of the following vear. It 
was true that in October Lord Salisbury 
wrote a letter to Sir Charles Scott, the 
British Ambassador at St.” Petersburg, 
in which he said that careful considera- 
tion had been given to the Memorandum 
of the Emperor suggesting that some 
limit should be put to the increase of 
armaments, and then he went on to say 
that the cordial sympathy of the Govern- 
ment would be given to the objects and 
intentions of His Imperial Majesty. In 
that letter to Sir Charles Seott, Lord 
Salisbury said that the sympathy was 
not confined to the Government. because 
there had been very remarkable proof 
given of it by popular opinion by meet- 
ings held and resolutions passed all over 
the country in favour of that reduction. 
Lord Salisbury went on to say— 

“Unfortunately it is true that there has 

been a constant tendency on the part ot almost 
every nation to increase its armed forces, and 
to add to an already vast expenditure on 
appliances of war. His Majesty’s Government 
will gladly co-operate in the proposed effort to 
provide a remecly for this evil.’ 
On February 14th in the following year, 
1899, after certain correspondence had 
passed they found that Lord Salisbury 
definitely said to Sir Charles Scott in a 
letter which our Ambassador was in- 
structed to lay before the Russian Govern- 
ment that— 

“Her Majesty's Government will gladly 
accept the invitation which Count Mouraviet 
contemplates for a conference to discuss the 
best method of attaining the two objects 
specified in His Excellency’s note, viz., the 


‘ diminution of armaments by land and sea, and 








o 


an 
ne 
re: 
or 
ou 


se 


lar 
of 

bh )] 
pr 
mn 
pr 

or 

Wo 
wh 
to 
Wi 
hei 
pos 
ine 
tho 
to s 
otfe 
the 
be 





a 


ma IS 


3e 


as 
st 
id 


On 


io 





Supply 


aT 
JS) 


{14 Marcu 1907} 


(Report). 286 


the prevention of armed conflicts by pacific | the Navy, which was obviously the means 


diplomatic procedure.” 


He wished to remind the House that | 


the reduction of armaments of which the 
Prime Minister spoke the other day, with 
the enthusiastic sympathy of his sup- 
porters and of many who could not 
perhaps be placed in that category, was 
a proof that the Government desired 
a policy of continuity in the matter. 
That was the strongest possible position 
they could take up. It was not the wild 
dream of some visionary who talked of 
the millennium and universal peace. It 
was the heritage handed on to us by the 
most far-seeing statesman, in regard to 
foreign affairs, who had been seen in 
Europe within the memory of living 
man—a statesman who maintained the 
dignity and honour of the country under 
very dificult circumstances. Lord Salis- 
bury’s foreign policy was not always 
admired by members of the Liberal 
Party, but they recognised that he was 
the last man in the world to speak rashly 
of the reduction of armaments if he did 
not mean to carry out the proposal. 
There could be no doubt that the Con- 
servative Party, at the time referred to, 
had in their mind a reduction of military 
and naval armaments, and that would 


of reducing the general expenditure. 
There had been nothing but general and 
vague considerations, taking sometimes 
the form of menace as to the danger we 


/ran if we did not remain the supreme 


necessarily include a very considerable | 


reduction in personnel. Considering the 
origin of the policy of reduction, there 
ought to be no difficulty whatever in 
securing the support of, at all events, a 
large majority of Members on the other 
side of the House. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside) said that, after the speech 
of the hon. Member for Preston, he felt 
bound as a lay Member to enter his 
protest. Ifceriticism on the Navy Esti- 
mates was dangerous because it could not 
properly be put forward, save cn the basis 
of information which the Government 
would naturally not give, he did not see 


why they should have any time devoted | 


to the discussion of the Estimates at all. 
When the hon. Member spoke of criticism 
heing excluded he expected he was dis- 
posed to compound for sins he was 
inclined to ” by, forthe moment, “damning 
those he had no mind to.” He was bound 
to say that there had been no justification 
offered of the general objections made to 
the reasonable proposal that there should 
be a further limitation of the personnel of 


naval Power. We were supreme at the 
present moment. There never had 
been such a navy as that which we 
now possessed. ‘They were sometimes 
told from the other side of the House 
that the greatest necessity for the 
security of peace of mind in the 
country was the possession of great 
power. The country appeared to get 
no security for its peace of mind from the 
fact that it was in poss-ssion of an 
enormous superiority of sea power, and 
at present there was raging around them 
propaganda for conscription. No amount 
of naval preparation had ever secured to 
the nation any sense of security whatever. 
What was the reason of the crusades for 
naval expansion which worked on the 
minds of those who did not calculate? He 
once before described some of thecrusaders 
as monomaniacs. He used that word not 
in a physiological but ina purely socio- 
logical sense. They were men who sought 
blindly to increase the Navy without any 
sense of its proportion to other navies. 
He did not suppose that there ever was 
got together any body of naval men who 
would admit that at any period of our 
history our Navy was sufficiently strong. 
When he heard naval experts say that 
our Navy was far below the ostensible 
power of other navies, and that it was 
insuflicient to cope with them, he turned 
to the newspapers of the continent and 
saw that the experts there gave exactly 
the same criticisms in regard to their 
navies. The suggestion that the House 
must just vote what the Admiralty asked 
as necessary for the naval strength of the 
country, without comparing our strength 
with that of other nations, had nothing 
to justify itatall, The Admiralty always 
desired to have as strong a Navy as 
possible, and he did not believe that the 
istimates at any time represented what 


| was asked for; it was the resistance of 


men with some sense of proportion which 
kept the demands within approximately 
reasonable bounds. The excuse always 
made was that other Powers were increas- 
ing, but the fact was that we were still 
increasing faster than any other Power. 
The hon. Member for King’s Lynn had 
argued for increasing the strength of out 
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the present moment, that was to him a 
reason why we should also do something. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: Will the — hon. 


Gentleman compare the Navy Estimates | 


of 1904 with those of 1907 ? 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON said the hon. 
Member always fel! back into the region 
of projects. 


Mr. BELLAIRS said that, while there 
was areduction in the B ritish Navy, there 
was an increase in thatof Germany. The 
only other country except ourselves which 
had reduced her Navy was Russia. 
said the 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON 


Russian Navy had been to a large extent 


annihilated either by being sent to the 
bottom of the sea or by passing into the 
hands of the Japanese. Had we acquired 
nothing from the entente cordiale with 
France that we should still go on increas- 
ing our Navy? The Leader of the 
Opposition had said that the making of 
an ally was no justification fora reduction 
of armaments, because the ally would 
expect us to remain as strong as 
betore, or to make ourselves stronger. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
said that what he stated was that the 
making of alliances could be no justifica- 
tion for a reduction of armaments, because 
our allies would expect us to keep up our 
strength. Jf the hon. Member had said 
that alone, he would have had no quarrel 
with his argument, but he went on to say 
that his argument was that the making 
of alliances was a ground for increasing 
armaments. That was putting an ille- 
gitimate load on his argument. 


J. M. ROBERTSON said it was a 
legitimate inference. Armaments could 
not always remain at the same _ point 
of strength, and it followed from the 
argument that there could not be 
reduction, and the more allies the closer 
the approach to bankruptcy. The increase 
of foreign navies was a ge of 
the increase of the British Navy. Only 
one Power talked of supremacy on the 
sea, and that was taken as a perpetual 
menace. There was much to be said 
for the opinion expressed by the Prime | 


Mr. J. M. Robertson. 


Mr.. 


{COMMONS} 


Navy by referring to the projected ship-; Minister, 
buildi ng in connection with foreign navies. | to knvw that our 
Because Germany was doing something at | | hostile ; 
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that many people had reason 
aspirations were not 
but still a great many people, 
| seeing our N: avy increasing, and hearing 
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‘our national song setting up dominion 


lof the sea, would feel that our naval 
strength was a menace, and would increase 
their own navies. The Power to begin to 
set some pause, some check, to the mad 
expansion of armaments was the Power 
with the greatest naval armament, and 
which could most easily stop the increase, 
_He remembered that the Leader of the 
| Opposition did once offer a demonstration 
| which accounted for much at the time of 
the peace of Europe. There was a kind of 
panic among his friends as to the risk of 
landing a raiding force on our shores, and 
the right hon. Gentleman showed that it 
was so idle a risk and so idle a fear that 
such an event could not hi: appen without 
our knowing beforehand what a foreign 
Power was going to do and without our 
taking precautions. The right hon. 
Gentleman showed how unreasonable 
were the the fears on which the panic 
mongers were constantly ~ preceeding ; 
but as soon as we came to any 
practical measure in the way of inducing 
other Powers to restrain the growth of 
their armaments, the right hon. Gentle- 
man immediately allowed the spirit of 


Party to dominate him, and he ex- 
claimed: “What a danger it is to pro- 
| pose to cut down our Navy!” ‘The 


right hon. Gentleman played upon the 
two words “ efficiency ” and “ strength ” ; 
but it was possible that the strength as 
well as the efficiency of the Navy might 
be increased by reducing the number of 
snips. Surely, after all, the practical 
question was the reduction of cost all 
round. He had tried, during the past 
year, to think out some reasonable, 
businesslike basis on which the Powers 
might come together and agree to reduce 
their outlay on armaments. He thought 
there was a very general feeling now that 
the fairest test was the test of cost, and 
that a beginning should be made in the 
reduction of the cost of armaments from 
year to year. He believed that hon. 
Gentlemen below the gangway opposite, 
(the Labour Members) had a clearer vision 
on this subject than the occupants of the 
benches above the gangway. Old-age 
pensions could never be obtained so long 
as we had this enormous expenditure on 
ithe Army and Navy. 
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*Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said | and laughter.] Hon. Members might 
that the hon. Gentleman who had just | laugh, but the two-Power standard 
spoken had forgotten that our “eosin took money out of their pockets in the 
ence depended upon our supremacy at | shape of taxes. An hon. Member had 
sea. Weapparently had got only ra a | spoken about a warship’s being sent to 
battleships really ready at any moment | sea, in 1897, under a Conservative 
to fight a possible enemy, which possible | | | Government, short of fifty officers, and 
enemy would in six months time have | with a crew partly made up of 300 boys 
sixteen to eighteen battleships instantly | of nineteen years of age and under. 
ready for immedi ite war. He asked! The hon. Member for King’s Lynn had 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether | referred to the number of collisions and 
the dockyards were not short of several | groundings ;,that showed that our Navy 
thousand men at the present time, and | was still inefficient, because we had more 
wis it was that the plumbers and/ men and ships than we could effectually 
blacksmiths at sea got only about half the | manage ; and he was told that the guns 
vages which were paid to the similar in the Nav y were not properly sighted. 
lass of workmen in the dockvards ? 
Was not that also the case with the *Mr. SPEAKER: There are no guns 
carpenters’ crew and joiners? He might | on this Estimate. 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
that was especially hard on married *Mr. LUPTON said that if thev 
men who, when at sea, had to keep an/| ;educed the Estimate for men and ships 
establishment on shore and had to pay | they would have more money to spend in 
rates and taxes, whilst for their own food | making the Navy efficient. There was a 
ind drink on board the Admiralty te battleship which ran ashore on Lundy 


| 
| 
t | 
| 


allowed the magnificent sum of 103d. a Island. How did that happen ? 

dav, while they had also to pay for the | 

upkeep of their uniform, which cost from *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
3 to £9 per year. | must confine himself more closely to the 


discussion of the Estimate before the 
*Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) | House. 
said that the naval construction in the last 
vear for which they had the figures of the} *Mr. LUPTON said that owing to the 
United States and France combined was | excessive number of men and, conse- 
£17,000,000, as against our expenditure of | quently, of ships, proper care was not 
tween £11,009,900 and £12,000,000 for | taken, and so a_ great battleship was 
the same year; so that it was a vain ordered to steam at night and in a fog 
aspiration that this country should | direct for Lundy Island. The expenses 
maintain a Navy of equal strength to} on the Navy should be cut down to 
any other two Powers. We had never | £20,000,000. 
entered into a naval combat without | 
alliance with other Powers, though it} *Tae CIVIL LORD or tue ADMIR- 
was true that we had once engaged in| ALTY (Mr. Lampert, Devonshire. South 
a successful land campaign in South | Molton) said he was sure the House 
Africa—an Empire of 400,000,000 against | would forgive him if he did not follow 
400,000 people—1,000 to 1. He thought | his hon. friend the Member for Sleaford in 
that in the future we should make | his discussion of the two-Power Standard, 
sure that when we went to war} which was not relevant to this Vote. 
we should not do so without allies. | Numerous references had been made to 
It was an altogether vain idea that we} the forthcoming Hague Conference, but 
were for ever to rule the sea. We could | all he desired to say in regard to that 
be very happy if we were a little humble. | was that they, on that side of the House, 
Holland, Norway, Sweden had not a/| were loyal and devoted to the Prime 
two-Power standard; nor had France Minister in his efforts to arrest the 
and Germany, and yet they were happy !| growth of European armaments. He 
The two-Power standard was a_bar- | wished to bring the House back to the 
barous idea, contrary to all the teaching | various criticisms that had been made 
of modern philosophy. [Interruption|! on the Admiralty policy. ,The hon. 
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Member for King’s Lynn commenced 
by calling attention to the excessive 
number of groundings and collisions 
which had taken place in the Navy. 
He was sorry that his hon. friend should 
have made that reference, which really 
implied that our Naval officers had a 
lack of executive ability. 


Su ip pl y 


Mr. BELLAIRS said that what he 
implied was that the existing svstem 
providing for the training of officers 
and their distribution was at fault. 


*Mr. LAMBERT said that he could not 
help thinking that the words used by the 
hon. Member, taken logically, implied a 
lack of executive ability on the part of 
the officers. He believed that he would 
be unworthy of the position which 
he occupied if he did not defend 
British officers against such a charge. 
From his experience at the Admir- 
altv he did not think any body of 
men could be found in the Empire who 
were more devoted and loval or who 
served their country with more ability 
than Naval officers and men. The 
Admiralty would watch with the greatest 
possible interest the development of the 
new system of training of officers ; if it 
could be improved they would have an 
open mind; but so far as they had been 
ascertain, the new system at 
and Dartmouth was giving 


able to 
Osborne 


every satisfaction. As to the com- 
plaints about the reduction of men, 
thev had sufficient to meet the re- 


quirements of the Navy. The explana- 
tion of the fewer boy shipwrights who 
were being enlisted was very simple; it 
was that the modern battleship was be- 
coming more and more a complex machine, 
and therefore there were not so many 
shipwrights: but more mechanicians and 
such like were required. It was 
not the fact that they were getting 
insufficient stokers; indeed, this year 
they were estimating for 1,227 stokers 
more than last year. The growing in- 
crease was called for by the greater 
machine power of the battleships. In 
1895 in the old « Majestic ” class there was 
one stoker to three seamen; in the * In- 
vincible” class there would be three stokers 
to two seamen. Taking another criticism 
he could not but think that to give some 
avenue of advancement to the 30,000 


Mr. Lambert 
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stokers in the Navy was a very laudable 


object. Nor could he admit that the 
new rank of mechanician would be 

failure. Up to now the reports did not 
bear out that prophecy: but, on the 
contrary, the experts’ opinions had beer 
universally favourable. He defended the 
system under which boy artificers were 
trained to do mechanical repairs in the 
ship. It was essential that engine-room 
artificers should be trained in the use of 
marine engines when young. Hitherto, 
they had had largely to pick up 
their knowledge in the ship. Out of 
seventy-two engine-room artificers 
entered from October, 1905, to May, 
1906, eighteen only had any knowledge 
whatever of marine engines. Thev had 
to be taught, therefore, by the officers 
on board ship. There was not the 
smallest idea of crippling or aiming any 
blow at the trade unions. Ail they 
wished to do was to add to the efficiency 
of the Navy. Of course, as they got 
more efficient artificers to repair the ships 
at sea there would be fewer repairs to be 
done in the dockyards, and that must add 
to the efficiency of the Navy. On that 
subject too, however, the Admiralty 
would keep an open mind, but in the 
meantime the opinion was that the ex- 
periment would prove a success. With 
regard to the kit of seamen and other 
matters connected with the lower deck, 
they were matters on which the Admiralty 
would be prepared to have an informal 
conference with dockyard Members. A 
free kit would cost about £350,000 a vear. 
With regard to the short-service men, of 
whom there were about 2,000, he re- 
minded the House that the best of those 
men might be selected for continuous 
service, and anything calculated to 
improve their condition the Admir- 
altv would be glad to consider. Re- 


cruiting for the Naval Reserve had 
been reopened. The fact that the 
Estimates had been attacked on both 


sides—on the ground that the reduction 
was too much and, on the other hand, that 
it was not enough—showed, he thought, 
that the Admiralty were pursuing a safe 
middle course. They had in this matter 
special responsibilities. He did not believe 
the country or the House of Commons 
would begrudge the Admiralty any money 
essential for the defence of the country, 
and their duty was to give the country full 
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fighting value for the money which was 
entrusted to them to spend. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Asis customary | 
occasions like these, the debate has | 
varied between questions of rather minute | 


on 


administrative detail and those of the 
largest national policy. I propose to 
touch upon both branches, although 
the comments I have to make upon 


administrative matters are not of a very | 


elaborate description, nor are they urged 
against the Government in any hostile 
The first question I have to put is 
with regard to the nucleus crew. The 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn _ told 
us that the ships with nucleus crews 
did not a matter of fact have 
that kind of sea training which would 


selse. 


as 


make them thoroughly competent to deal | 


with any emergency. He told us specifi- 
cally that they seldom went out exc :pt 
by day, and did not have those navigating 


opportunities and responsibliities which | 
are. of course, essential elements in the | 
efficiency of any fleet which may be | 


called on active service. I should hope 
the criticism is ill-founded. I had always 
understood that the nucleus crew differed 
only from the complete crew, not in the 
absence of practice in essential matters 


of navigation and so forth, and not in the | 


absence of really skilled and expert 
members of the crew, but chiefly in the 
fact that the less skilled members of the 


crew were not kept on board—that the | 


skilled ratings, not for a long vovage, 
but for the purposes of a short voyage, 


were adequately filled, and that to all | 


intents and purposes a ship with a nucleus 
crew was as efficient for a short spurt 
asa ship which is completely manned. The 
second question relates to economies in 
the matter of repairs. It was always held 
by the Board of Admiralty when we were 


in office that in the matter of repairs | 
aucleus crews are often far more economi- | 
cal than the system for which the nucleus | 
I am quite dis- | 


crew was substituted. 
posed to accept that view. The only 
thing that makes me hesitate is that the 
argument used in the First Lord’s 
Memorandum appears to be a fallacious 
one. 


would have presented had he been able 
to make the speech this afternoon which 


he desired to make, On page 8 of the | 
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present is one which my hon. friend | 
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| First Lord’s Memorandum there is an 
| argument showing the economy in matters 
| of repair due to nucleus crews based on 
a comparison of the repairs required 
now and the repairs that were under- 
taken in 1904, just before the new 
system came into operation. My hon. 
friend points out to me that that 
comparison is very unfair, because in 
1904 under the old system a great and 
costly effort was made by the Admiralty 
to put the existing ships of the Fleet as 
it then stood in a state of complete repair. 
The cost was undertaken. That makes 
the year 1904 a very bad standard year 
of comparison, a very insufficient ground 
for thinking that nucleus crews are 
really more economical in the matter of 
repairs than their predecessors. The 
new system is not shown by that argu- 
ment to be better in this respect than the 
old one. I should not have felt disposed 
to ask the question at all except that 
when an argument is advanced in favour 
of a course which you are predisposed to 
believe good, and that argument appears 
to be bad, suspicions are excited which 
might not otherwise be aroused. These 
are the only two points of detail on which 
I ask for enlightenment. The more 
general question I cannot avoid, though 
I shall treat it briefly. It is inevitable 
that on Vote 1—the strength of the 
Navy—the different schools of thought 
in this House as to the strength of the 
Fleet we ought to maintain should give 
voice to their respective opinions. I 
am rather surprised at the number of 
hon. Gentlemen below the gangway on 
the other side of the House who seem to 
think the Government are erring in the 
| direction of extravagance. I think the 
| attack made upon them by four or five 
speakers on those benches was begun by 
the hon. Member for Ipswich. He 
made a brief speech, in which he used 
the old argument, or the old rhetoric it 
would be more accurate to say, against 
what he called bloated armaments. By 
| bloated armaments I suppose he means 
armaments in excess of our requirements. 
I do not think “ bloated” expresses 
that. It was evidently a term originally 
used for purely rhetorical purposes, and 
I daresay that when it was first used it 
was a good one. I think by constant 
| wear and tear it has become a bad one ; 
at any rate, it conveys no precise or 
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clear meaning. It is open to any one 
to say we have too large a fleet, but we 
do not help the matter by saying that 
the fleet is not only too large, but bloated. 
It is a matter of the first importance 
for us to come to sound and clear views. 
Let us argue the question as a business 
matter. It should be capable, I do not 
say of mathematical demonstration, but 


of fairly clear proof, whether we have | 
or have not the Army or Navy required | 
to meet the accidents, difficulties, and | 
dangers with which every country, be | 


its policy as pacific as you _ please, 
may find itself face to face amid the 
changes of this changing world. But 


vou must not count on being able to | 


increase those armaments to meet a 
necessity unless you can show that that 
necessity is so far off that vou can build 


ships, enlist the men, train the officers, | 


and go through the elaborate processes 


required to augment the fleet till it can | 


meet the particular contingency you have 
in*?your mind. When hon. Gentlemen 
glibly say we ought to reduce our fleet, 
on what arguments do they base that 
statement ? Two hon. Members who made 
speeches said the magnitude of the arma- 
ments under which the world now suffers 
was due primarily to the fact that this 


country insisted on taking up the arro- | 


gant position of being mistress of the seas. 
I daresay the phrase is more suited 


for home consumption than foreign use. | 


I daresay it may be used in a provocative 
sense. I myself never use it; I think 
it is open to misinterpretation. But 
what is the vital truth that lies behind 
the phrase? It is that we depend 
as no other nation in the world depends, 
not for offence, but for defence and 


safety, upon having a Navy which is so | 


preponderant that we need not be afraid 
of any alliance of two Powers against us. 
Will anvbody say that that proposition, 


stated as I have stated it, is aggressive | 
If it is neither, is it not | 


or untrue ? 
folly for us to hold that we are able 
materially to diminish our Naval Esti 
mates when we know there are other 
countries who are building or have 
building programmes and_ intentions 


which certainly seem to imply that they 
do not mean to leave that position wholly 


unchallenged ? One hon. Member, criti- 


cising the Member for King’s Lynn, said} we did in 1898. We have, 
that that hon. Member based his caleu-| thought a more fruitful direction of 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


(Leeport). 296 


{ lations not on what foreign nations do, 
| but on what they say they are going to 
| do. Ifthe hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
does that, I think he is open to some 
criticism. I, for my own part, would not 
advise the Government to take that 
course ; I believe they are right in doing 
what I believe they do, which is to base 
their programme not upon paper threats, 
but upon the realities of the situation. 
That is why I have not been one of those 
who criticised the Admiralty last year 
for dropping two battleships; because 
|I have always understood that the 
diminution of their programme was due 
ito the fact that other nations had not 
gone on with the ships they had intended 
| to go on with, and that the actual ships 
we were building were enough to meet 
the actual ships of other people. It is 
only on what other people are doing 
and not on what they say they are going 
to do, that our policy should be based. 
With that qualification I would venture 
to say that this House could do nothing 
more fatal to the interests of that peace 
of the world we all desire to see main- 
tained than to let it at once be under- 
stood that with our small Army we 
were prepared to accept the position 
of having a Navy which, if not small, 
was so smal] that some alliance or other 
' could crush it. In this connection The 
Hague Conference has brought 
up, not I think illegitimately, by more 
than one speaker. It was brought up 
in an interesting speech by the Member 
for Buckinghamshire, who reminded the 
House that the first proposal for The 
Hague Conference happened while the 
late Government were in office and Lord 
Salisbury was Prime Minister. I re- 
member it well, at the moment I was in 
|charge of the Foreign Office, and it 
was by me as Foreign Minister at the 
moment that the proposals of the Em- 
peror of Russia had first to be dealt with. 
When Lord Salisbury said on behalf of 
the then Government that we looked 
with sympathy upon any attempt that 
could successfully be made to diminish 
ithe immense burden which armaments 
| throw on the nations of the world, he 
expressed no policy which we have 
abandoned on this side of the House, 
| or to which we attach less value than 
indeed, 


been 
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diplomatic effort to be in the direction 
of framing those treaties of arbitration, 
of so many of which we were the fortunate 
authors, and which have already done 
much for the peace of the world which 
the general public are acquainted with, 
and much for the peace of the world 


in matters which have never come 
before public attention. Though I 


confess 1 look more hopefully in connec- 
tion with the preservation of peace 
to these treaties of arbitration, I do 
not deny that the diminution of arma- 
ments, if you could effect it, would 
be an invaluable boon to arpa, 
sut the diminution of armaments must, 
so far as naval strength is concerned, 
leave naval strength in the proportion 
in Which it finds it, because if vou are 
coing to abandon the two-Power standard 
and fall below that relative naval strength | 
which we have hitherto maintained and 
still maintain, then all the evils familiar 
to the House, all the arguments which I 
ventured to address to the House, regain 
their force, and we lose that | 
of pacific security which we now possess. 
Therefore, do not let hon. Gentlemen 
suppose that The Hague Conference can, 
or ought to be permitted to make us ine 
navally secure than we are at the present 
moment. The object sought could be 
attained, no doubt, theoretically—I do 
not know whether it practicable, 
that is another matter—by a pro rata 
diminution in the strength of the arma- | 
ments of the great naval Powers, and 
i other people would abandon their 
building programme the first thing any 
(rovernment of this country would do 
would be proportionately to diminish 
its programme. But we should be com- 
mitting a great mistake if we allured 
anvbody in this country to build their 
hopes of economy upon The Hague 
Conference, unless it be understood that 
The Hague Conference can only produce 
economy in these naval matters by 
insisting that our security by sea shall 
not be less, in consequence of the decision 
of The Hague Conference, than it is at 
the present time. Nothing less than that 
could be tolerated by the inhabitants 
of this country. If other nations are 
prepared to concede that, then, but only 
then, should we be in a position to build 
anything in the nature of practical hopes 
on the debates which are shortly to 
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ensue at The Hague. If I may venture 
to say so, at the present time, we ought 
to rely on the common-sense view of 
the matter. There no use in 
exaggerating the burden which the Naval! 
Estimates throw upon us. Great as itis, 
it does not crush us. The Estimates are 
heavy, and I wish they could be reduced ; 
but we can bear them, and we must bear 
them so long as foreign nations insist 
on bringing their fleets up to a strength 
which renders it impossible to reduce 
ours, if we are to maintain, not merely 
the peace of the world, but the security 
of our own shores and of our Colonies— 
so long as they insist on building fleets 
which require us to see, on our side, that 
our defensive forces remain at that level 
which will enable us to feel that the 
immense responsibilities which our posi- 
tion throws upon us are responsibilities 
which we are quite able adequately and 
honourably to sustain. 


is 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON, who 
was indistinctly heard, was understood 
to say: The right hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down raised three questions, 
with two of which he has invited me to 
deal. The third question he did not 
ask me to answer, and I do not propose 
to deal with it, for on questions arising out 
of The Hague Conference I do not think 
I can add anything to what I have said in 
previous debates or to what has been said 
by the Prime Minister. Nor will I deal 
with the large general question of our 
proper numerical proportion of naval 
strength in regard to other nations, as that 
question will be more properly and 
more effectively dealt with on Vote 8. 
But with regard to the two specific 
points arising on Vote A, I ask leave to say 
With regard to the nucleus 
crew system, of which the right hon. 
Gentleman’s Government were the 
originators, I think they are entitled 
to the credit of having originally invented 
it. The right hon. Gentleman has asked 
me whether it has succeeded. and I might 
put my answer in this way, that it has 
fulfilled the intentions of the Government 
as regards efficiency. The right hon. 
Gentleman has founded himself on an 
observation made by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn. Let me_ remind 
the House what the history of 
the nucleus crew system. It is a great 


a few words. 
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improvement on the old system of 
reserves, under which the ships were of no 
use at all. It is a great advance on 
that, but it is not an advance calculated 
to make the nucleus crew ship equal to | 
the ship fully manned. I cannot say 
that, but I may reassure the right hon. 
Gentleman by telling him that, in the 
opinion of the Board of Admiralty, the 
nucleus crew system has succeeded and 
has fulfilled the intentions of those who 
originated it. I do not know that I can 
go beyond that point. The right hon. 
Gentleman asked specifically for assur- 
ances as to the efficiency of the system 
with respect to repairs. The system is 
only a stage on the high road. As it is a 
great advance in itself, so it is preparatory 
and intermediary to the system to be 
established in the constitution of the 
Home Fleet, under which the nucleus 
crew of every ship will be increased to a 
maximum of three-fifths instead of 
two-fifths. The nucleus crew system 
has succeeded, so I am assured by those 
whose opinion is entitled to considera- 
tion. I do not speak on my own authority ; 
but from what I have gathered from 
official opinion at the Admiralty the 
system has succeeded. As to repairs, 
that is a point which might possibly 
draw me a little bevond the confines of 
this Vote. I do not look upon the build- 
ing of new ships as being more important 
than, if so important as, the securing 
that all necessary repairs are made 
good year by year. That is my own 
personal opinion, in which I think the 


right hon. Gentleman concurs. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that the 


period mentioned by the First Lord in 
his statement was, accidentally or other- 
wise, an unfortunate period to select— 
that it was not a fair period. I do not 
know that. The period was selected at 
random. There was no_ intention of 
selecting a period more favourable to 
this system than to any other. It 
was absolutely a random inquiry made 
by the First Lord himself, and I am 
not prepared to deny that there may 
have been subsequent circumstances 
which made the period not absolutely 
accurate in all respects ; but I am assured 
that the general result is that the idea 
that there should be a provision of 
skilled hands in the nucleus crews to 
do the repairs of the ships has worked 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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| well, and that the comparison made by 
| the First Lord, though it may not be true 
| of all periods, is generally true for the 
| purpose for which it was made. TI hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will be satistied 
| with what I have said, and that I may 
/ now ask that this unusually long debate 
on Vote A may be brought to a close, 


First Resolution agreed to. 
Second Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. J. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough) said he would like the right hon. 
Gentleman to give some information with 
regard to the rate of wages of stokers and 
seamen. The rate of pay for seamen in 
the Navy had been the same for the last 
forty or fifty vears, and it was time a 
change was made. The Admiralty could 
not expect to get men for £2 15s. a 
month, especially when an able seaman 
or a stoker had to pay out of that wage 
15s. or £1 a month for additional rations. 
That was bound to cause dissatisfaction, 
and the matter ought to be put right. If 
the right hon. Gentlemen did not see his 
way to clear up the point himself, he 
might appoint a Committee, but not of 
experts, of whom he had a dread, to in- 
quire into the subject. It was one of 
the reasons why men left the Navy 
at the end of ten years and went into the 
American Navy, where they got £8 _ 
£9 a month. It cost us £400 or £500 t 
train a man, and the American Navy got 
the benefit of the cost of that training 
That was a question which should be 
carefully considered. With regard to the 
canteens, the right hon. Gentleman had 
promised a Committee to inquire into the 
matter. His only fear was that it would 
consist of naval men. He did not wish to 
speak with any disrespect of them : many 
of them were very good men in every 
way ; but they were naval men, and were 
not likely to give the subject the attention 
which it ought to receive. He had been 
told that the canteen system on board 
ship was altogether wrong. The con- 
tractor was paid about £500 to supply 
the ship otk stores, and the _ sailors, 
stokers, and petty officers had to suffer 
in consequence. Why could not ~ 
Admiralty do their own contracting ! 
Why should they go to outside people 
to put stores on board ship to sell again ! 
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: *TaHe DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I think| payment during the year ending on the 
° that the canteen question can be better | 31st day of March, 1908.” 
- liscussed on Vote 2 than on Vote 1. | 
he | First Resolution read a second time. 
4 Mr. J. HAVELOCK WILSON said he | 
a had thought to save time by discussing! Motion made, and Question proposed, 
rd the two questions together; but he would | * That this House doth agree with the 
say no more about it, and leave the right | Committee in the said Resolution.” 

non. Gentleman carefully to consider it. ; 

There was also the question of the rateof| yi iegouyxr VALENTIA (Oxford) 

5 sel ceed agente A good way to get | called attention to the unsatisfactory 
_ the business settled would be to appoint working of the present system of supply- 

‘ Committee to meet the different Mem- |ing cavalry drafts for India. The regi- 

bers who had taken an interest in the} ents at ein. euiecceh em cule. bee 
: matter, in order that they might have | strength, and had a small establishment 
_ the subject discussed, probably next | 5¢ cciae: Than Mein ihatitebmass Aas 
th year, when the Admiralty might bein a| |) equal to the responsibility of training 
id position to make some changes that | 4p,  sroelggo of recruits that had 

ar iee é' @ 
= would give satisfaction. {accumulated for the gi! cgi 
: Try eee tee .,;and some of the young soldiers were 

4 ' Mr. EDML ND ROBERTSON said | sent out who had never been on a horse, 
: that a promise had been given on behalf | or at all events had only had a very 
a of the Admiralty that the First Lord | ji nited knowledge of equitation. That. 
an would be willing to see hon. Members| o¢ course. was most unsatisfactory. The 
ee interested in all lower-deck grievances. | Gots (revs. he believed. at “present 
% ecruited for the yal Dragoons as 
n, Mr. BELLAIRS said that upon the chee 2 Rei Resco All recruits 
. wages he would like the Secretary to were enlisted in the Grevs, and it was 
- the Admiralty to give the House a little common to hear the remark. where the 
he information in regard to the nucleus 2nd Dragoons were quartered. that the 
- — Greys were mostly Irishmen, owing to 
f am nace. colle Atlee the number of district recruits sent to 
: fue DEPUTY-SPEAKER : Order, their headquarters, enlisted with the 
“ der. We are on the question of wages | j qa, of joining the Royals, and probably 
. samy question of nucleus crews | 4, be sent out as diatte t0-thak calles 
to = v | regiment. [here was a danger, human 
ot Se ee a ae | nature being what It was, of colonels 
cs 5 F |commanding the regiment at home to 
“A saa ae alc a aah keep all the good recruits to make good 
ws nivions [28TH FEBRUARY] REPORT. the normal wastage in their own regi- 
on tesolutions reported :— ment. Under that system the Indian 
he lait ns b regiments did not get the best of the 
ld ARMY ESTIMATES, 1907-8. recruits and there must arrive in India 
to 1. * That a number of Land Forces, | at twenty vears of age men who were 
we not exceeding 190,000, all ranks, be | only half trained: whereas if they had 
he naintained for the service of the United | been trained at a depot they would arrive 
MA Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland | in India formed soldiers. The re-estab- 
n ‘ home and abroad, excluding His | lishment of the old cavalry depot system 
i Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the | would give great satisfaction to the 
J vear ending on the 31st day of March, | commanding officers of regiments, and 
es 1908.” would bea great advantage to the service 
ly | both in India and at home. During his 
ed 2." That a sum, not exceeding | service, which began more years ago than 
ms £9.835,000, be granted to His Majesty, | he liked to recall, the cavalry depot 
x to defray the charge for the pay, etc., of | had been twice disestablished, and within 
? His Majesty’s Army (including Army ja few years had been again establishd. 
le Reserve) at home and abroad (exclusive | It only failed because it was starved and 
? ot India), which will come in course of! had not a sufficient staff of instructors 
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to deal with the large number of recruits 
who, at the time, more than exhausted 
their slender resources. The Secretary 
of State for War, in his speech a few 
days ago on the Army, said that the 
cavalry had been dependent upon a 
system of large depots for which there 
was not accommodation. He would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
Canterbury, the old home of the cavalry 
depot, still existed, with ample room 
to accommodate the cavalry depot, 
although it was now otherwise employed. 
There was no lack of old cavalry barracks 
which were now either empty or being 
utilised for the accommodation of other 
branches of the service, and which might 
very well be again devoted to cavalry 
use. The right hon. Gentleman had 
expressed his unbounded confidence in 
soldiers and his determination to act 
upon their advice. He was sure he 
might say without presumption that 
in arriving at that determination he was 
acting on the right lines. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman would do well 
carefully to reconsider whether it would 
not be wise again to re-establish the 
cavalry depot. 


CoLoNEL SANDYS (Lancashire, Bootle) 
said he was very glad to hear the sugges- 
tions made by the noble Viscount in 
regard to the cavalry depot system. 
He supported those suggestions not be- 
cause he was in any way specially qualified 
to speak with reference to the advantages 
of cavalry depots, but because he was 
strongly in favour of keeping up the 
system of depots for every branch of the 
service. Every branch, whether cavalry, 
artillery, or infantry, should have some 
rallying point from which it could draw 
its recruits, where they could be trained, 
and where the time-expired men could go 
when they were no longer able to fulfil 
their services. There ought to be such a 
foundation for every unit of the service in 
the country, and in the event of war it 
could be extended to a battalion to take 
the place of any losses which might occur 
in the field. The system of depots for 
battalions of infantry answered well 
during the Peninsular War under the 
Duke of Wellington, and it stood well the 
strain of war at that time. He regretted 
that in later days the depots had, to a 
considerable extent, been set aside. The 


Viscount Valentia. 
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system had never been thoroughly tried. 
An efficient officer had never been placed 
at the head of the depot. The depot had 
never been a real depot. It had been a 
mere skeleton. He was sure that 
under the administration of the right 
hon. Gentleman a way could be found 
out of that difficulty. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman under his 
new scheme would consider the advisa- 
bilitv of having a system of depots 
capable of expansion and of stepping 
into the first line when that line 
became too much attenuated by force of 
circumstances. The policy of the Govern- 
ment was to reduce Army expenditure. 
He wished to point out one matter which 
had possibly escaped attention. He never 
could understand why there should be 
four majors in a regiment. Originally 
there were only two. There were places 
for two and no more ; the other two were 
about as useful as a fifth wheel to a coach. 
They walked about with spurs and used 
to be called “mud majors.” ‘Two 
majors were all that were necessary for 
the carrving on of the work of a battalion, 
and when considering questions of effi- 
ciency and economy the right hon. 
Gentleman might do away with the other 
two and save their pay. There was, 
however, one exception. Ifthe right hon. 
Gentleman saw his way to have real de- 
pots behind the Regular Army there 
should be a major in command of each 
depot when a battalion was at home. 
When a battalion went abroad there 
should be only two majors. 


*Mr. MURRAY MACDONALD (Fal- 
kirk Burghs) said he regarded the Estimate 
for men as being unnecessarily large. 
The Secretary of State for War had 
justified the number proposed only on the 
ground that they were required for the 
purpose of supplying drafts for the batta- 
lions in the Colonies and in India. But 
the right hon. Gentleman did not say 
what the requirements of the Colonies 
and India actually were. He said that 
the Secretary of State for India had not 
indicated to him that he intended to ask 
for anv fewer battalions than he had 
at present to meet the needs of India. 
The right hon. Gentleman spoke on that 
occasion merely as the Secretary of State 
for War, but he represented in the House 
not the War Office only, but also the 
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Government of which he was a prominent 
member. It seemed to him from what 
the right hon. Gentleman had said that 
the Cabinet as a whole had _ never 
considered what the requirements of the 
Colonies and India were, or even what 
our home requirements were. If that 
was really the case, he thought the posi- 
tion in which the followers of the Govern- 
ment stood was rather a curious one. 
They were pledged to effect economy in 
the expenditure on both the Army and 
the Navy, and he and many of his 
friends certainly understood that that 
economy would be secured by a reduc- 
tion in strength. It was not to be 
merely an economy due to improved 
administration—they were not ungrate- 
ful to the right hon. Gentleman for what 
had been effected in that way—but their 
view, and the view which they laid before 
the country, was that economy was to be 
effected by means of reductions in the 
strength. They felt that the outlook 
in the world at the present moment 
amply justified such a reduction. No 
one denied that our relations with 
foreign Powers were at present much 
letter than five years ago. Whatever 
might have been the justification for 
increasing our military armaments to the 
present strength a few years ago, that 
justification did not now exist. On 
those general grounds he felt very strongly 
that there was no justification for the 


maintenance of the strength proposed in | 


the Vote under discussion. He had been 
commissioned by a very considerable body 
of those who sat on the Ministerial benches 
to say that though they would not press 
their opposition to the present Estimates, 
recognising that the re-organisation 
scheme brought in by the right hon. 
Gentleman over-shadowed them, and not 
wishing to embarrass the right hon. 
Gentleman, they nevertheless desired to 
make it clear that they did not willingly 
accept them. 


*Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) 


said the Board of Selection had the duty | 
of selecting officers for promotion. The | 


board consisted of officers of high rank, 
and he understood that after they had 
made their selections of those who 
ought to be promoted their recom- 
uuendations were subject to revision by 
the Army Council. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Haupane, Haddington) said 
that was not so. 


*Mr. ASHLEY said that in that case 


' the question he was going to ask would be 


unnecessary. It was so until a year or 
eighteen months ago. 


Mr. HALDANE said the recommenda- 
tions were subject to revision by the 
Secretary of State on behalf of the Sover- 
eign, and by no other authority. 


*Mr. ASHLEY said he would change the 
form of his question. He wished to know 
if any recommendations of the board 
charged with the selection of officers 
for promotion had been vetoed by the 
Secretary of State when they came before 
him. He had listened with amazement to 
the remarks of the hon. Member who had 
preceded him in the debate. He had 
spoken as if there had been no reduction 
in the number of men in the Army during 
the last twelve months, and as if there 
was not going to be any reduction in 
the coming year. According to the 
Estimates they were asked to vote 
14,000 fewer men during the next finan- 
cial year than during the past year. 
During the past year some nine or ten 
battalions were disbanded, and the right 
hon. Gentleman had recently foreshad- 
owed the reduction or disbandment of 
another five line battalions, and also of the 
Third Coldstreams. When he was in 
Egypt there was a general impression in 
the regiment that it might be allowed 
to remain on. It would bea very good 
thing for the Army if it were. A more 
efficient battalion had not existed in the 
Army for a long time. Were the House 
aware that they were asked to vote 
only as many men as were thought 
necessary for the defence of the country 
in 1899, before the South African War ? 
He could not conceive how it could be 
argued that we did not want a larger 
force than we had then. Did we 
find that we had too manv Regular 
Troops during that War? -yWe 
had increased the Empire consider- 
ably since then, had added _ the 
Transvaal and Orange River Republics, 
and had increased our responsibilities 
in Egypt. There was, moreover, one 
form of reduction to which he particularly 
objected—he referred to the reduction 





307 
of the garrison artillery at Gibraltar, 
Malta, andthe Straits Settlements. Last 
year there were at Malta fifty-six officers 
and 1,700 non-commissioned officers and 
men of the garrison artillery. They were 
asked to vote this financial vear 250 
fewer men than last year. He had 
had the advantage of discussing the 
situation there in January last with 
several distinguished officers, who had 
expressed their opinion that if the re- 
duction was carried out there would not 
be a sufficient number of men to man the 
guns. That would be a very serious 
state of affairs in our naval and coaling 
station in the Mediterranean. The re- 
duction at Gibraltar amounted to 450 
officers and men, and he would like to 
know from the right hon. Gentleman the 
reason for that enormous reduction, when, 
owing to the redistribution of the Fleet, 
Gibraltar was to be made the head- 
quarters of the Atlantic Squadron. At 
the Straits Settlements the reduction was 
150 officers and men, and the reason for 
that he could not understand. The Royal 
Engineers were to be reduced by 700. 
That was a large decrease in such 
a highly skilled and highly technical 
body. If they were going to reduce 
the numbers in the unskilled branches of 
the Army, it was all the more reason 
why they should keep up the technical 
branches to the fullest number possible. 
The right hon. Gentleman must be 
aware of the great advantage to us, as a 
Colonial power, of having a considerable 
body of troops stationed at Malta and 
Gibraltar. Last vear, when a difficulty 
arose in Egypt, the garrison there was 
reinforced from those two stations instead 
of having to wait a fortnight for rein- 
forcements from home. He understood 
that there was a considerable doubt 
amongst the higher military authorities 
whether we had a sufficient number of 
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infantry in Malta to man __ the 
land defences of the island in case 
of emergency, and he thought that 


that ,was a dangerous state of things. 
Some hon. Members seemed to think that 
the Government had not gone far enough 
in the way of reductions in the regular 
forces; but they ought to consider 
the needs of the Empire. 

MENZIES (Lanarkshire, &.) 
reduction in 


Mr. 


did tnot think that the 
Mr. Ashley. 
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Army expenditure was nearly enough. 
The Estimates for Army expenditure at 
the present time were not nearly as low 
as they were prior to the Boer war. The 
contention for the increase in the Army 
expenditure some vears ago was that there 
was an alliance between France and 
Russia, from which considerable dange) 
might be expected; but we had now 
an entente cordiale with France, and 
surely not even hon. Gentlemen on 
the Opposition side of the House 
would allege that we ran at present the 
same danger on the Indian frontier as 
prior to the Russo-Japanese war. While 
he thought that considerable reductions 
should be made in the expenditure on the 
Army, he would be satisfied if they were 
made gradually. He did not agree with 
the suggestion that the deficiency vi 
officers should be made up by extra recruit- 
ing at the big public schools, such as Eton 
and Rugby. Those, of course, were the 
present sources from which the war offic: 
obtained their officers, but the mg! 
hon. Gentleman proposed to ampliy 
them. The privates in the Army were 
generally voung men out-of work, and 
he held that with a system ol 
officers, and a rank and file recruited iron 
young men who were not able to fin 
work, they could never make a popul 
Army. It they wanted to have a really 
national Army they must give a possil)l: 
career to all classes who joined it; ai d 
the ladders to the highest positions in th: 
Army must be by the way of merit, ai 
by merit alone. He was quite aware that 
the suggestion which he was making was 
far-reaching, but he maintained that th: 
national greatness of the country hed 
been reached by the possibility of every 
man rising from the lowest to the highest 
positions in the country’s service. It was 
well known that honest tradesmen ex- 
ercised considerable self-denial in order to 
give their sons a good education, in the 
hope that they would rise in the world. 
Many of those voung men_ became 
barristers, and it was even possible tor 
them to reach the Woolsack. 








class 


Mr. ASHLEY called attention to the 
fact that forty Members were not preset 


House counted; and, forty Members 
being found present— 
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Mr. MENZIES said he was quite aware 
that there weregreat difficultiesin the way 
of removing the barrier which prevented 
a man from entering the Army as a 
private and, through his ability and 
capacity, emerging as a colonel or even 
asa general. He quite admitted that 
the Secretary of State could not make 
such modifications in his Army scheme 
now; but if the right hon. Gentle- 
man would give some hope that he 
would keep that ideal before him he 
should be quite content. The carrying 
out of that ideal would be a great gain 
to the Liberal Party, and if there was 
equality of treatment he was quite sure, 
that as regarded efficiency there would 
be a very great gain indeed. 
Mr. HALDANE said the report on 
the reserve of officers contemplated 
the chances of promotion of non- 
commissioned — officers possible 
source of supplying the deficiency. That 
system existed in the Army. It was 
a very good system, and it would have 
operated verv largely but for the edu- 
cational test, which was increasingly 
high. It was very good for the Army 
that a man should feel he could rise from 
the position of a private to that of a 
field-marshal. It was equally certain 
that there should not be any privilege 
given to anv each man must 
conform to the standards of efficiency, 
and they were not diminishing standards, 
for officers in the Army. He thought 
they?had done pretty well in the matter 
of reductions, and the state of things was 
now more efficient than it was before 
the Boer War. As to the pay of the 
soldiers, they had in the Army a great 
mass of men, and it was important 
that they should level up the common 
soldier just as much as any other class 
of the community. If their pay and 
their conditions of life cost more, they 
were contributing towards the solution 
of the social problem by that increase of 
expenditure. With regard to the re- 
duction of the garrison artillery at the 
Mediterranean stations and elsewhere, 
the Admiralty and the Army had been 
working in co-operation in that matter. 
The question of the proper defence of 
those places had undergone a searching 
investigation by one of the most highly 
skilled naval and military committees 
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that had sat for a long time; and the 
reports of that committee had been 
submitted to the Committee of Imperial 
Defence. The result had been that they 
found that the defences of those places had 
been arranged on an utterly unscientific 
principle. The guns were useless, and 
useless men were kept there. They had 
substituted for them other guns of greater 
penetrating power and range, which 
had been put in different places from 
those occupied by the old guns. That 
policy had been carried on all over the 
{mpire, and he believed the Empire 
was now more powerfully defended than 
it had ever been. They had a smaller 
number of guns, with larger penetrating 
power and range, and just as many men 
as were wanted. There was nothing 
which contributed so little to military 
efficiency as to have too much in one 
place, and too little in another. Thev 
had been acting under the highest naval 
and military advice, and in each case 
the results had been scrutinised by the 
Defence Committee. That re-arrange- 
ment was begun under the late Govern- 
ment. The present Government were 
only carrying out the very good principles 
that were then laid down. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
levy) asked whether the military authori- 
ties of Malta had expressed their approval 
of the scheme. 


Mr. HALDANE said he could not say. 
But the highest naval and military 
talent of the Empire had been employed, 
and to ask the opinion of some military 
officer in a remote place would be like 
putting a problem in higher mathematics 
to some elementary schoolmaster. They 
had a large surplus of engineers beyond 
what they required for mobilisation. 
There was nothing that made for in- 
efficiency in the Army so much as having 
too much in the wrong place. The 
Selection Board was a Committee that 
advised him on the advice which he gave 
to the Sovereign. He had not interfered 
with decisions of the Committee. He 
attached the highest importance to the 
Committee, and even if he differed from 
their opinion he would think it a great 
evil in the long run to dissent from their 
view, because it would create a sense of 
unrest. The Army Council had never 
reviewed the procedure of the Selection 
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Committee, but three members of the 
Army Council sat on the Selection Board. 
As to the drafts to the Colonies and 
India, what the Colonies required had 
been considered very carefully, with 
the result that the Colonial battalions 
had been reduced. India was a big 
problem. He could only say that the 
responsibility rested primarily with the 
Secretary of State for India, and then 
with himself as a Cabinet Minister. They 
were both giving the question most 
anxious consideration. The problem of 
cavalry recruiting was perhaps the most 
difficult they had to deal with. Change 
of view had succeeded change of view in 
the last three or four years. The diffi- 
culty about depots was that unless they 
kept the recruit for a very long time he 


did not get a training equal to what he | 


would get in the regiment. There was a 
great deal of training that could only 
be got by working with soldiers living 
their normal life. He was not at all 
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MONS} 


|! Lorp BALCARRES said he understood 
that the Malta military authorities had 
‘not been consulted. 
| Mr. HALDANE said he understood the 
,hon. Member was speaking about the 
| garrison artillery. If the hon. Member 
asked about the infantry, he would reply 
| that what had been done was done under 
| the advice of the Defence Committee. 
| Lorp BALCARRES said he did not 
| yet understand whether the supreme 
military authorities in Malta had or had 
not given their sanction to the reduction. 


Mr. HALDANE replied that he did 
not consult every person in some remote 
part of the Empire about military policy. 


Lorp BALCARRES denied that Malta 
was a remote part of the Empire. Malta 
was becoming a very important feature 
in military policy, and he considered that 
the reduction of the garrison artillery was 
an extremely dangerous course. 


convinced that depot training was the | 


equivalent of regimental training. 
matter would undergo scrutiny before 
they came to a decision about it. But it 
would have to be decided, because the 
present state of things was far from 
settled. As to whether there was suffi- 
cient cavalry advice at the War Office, 
the new Director of Military Training 


was one of the most distinguished cavalry , 
soldiers in the Army—General D. Haig. 


Viscount VALENTIA: He is not a 


member of the Army Council. 


Mr. HALDANE said General Haig 
was a member of the General Staff, and 
of course training belonged to the 
General Staff. 
depots in connexion with the infantry, 
one formidable objection to the depot 
system as distinct from battalion training 
was not merely that it was not quite as 
good, but that in order to put up the neces- 
sary depots there would have to be an 
initial outlav of £10,000,000. With regard 
to the question of battalion majors, there 
was the possibility of the double com- 
pany system being put into operation in 
time of war; it existed in time of peace. 
A major was a very convenient person to 
command a double company. 


tem they had now was not one he would 
willingly depart from. 
Mr. Haldane. 


The | 


As to the question of | 


The sys- | 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight 
of the Clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the 
‘Chairman of Ways and Means under 
Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding 
was postponed without Question put. 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Standing Order 167 relating to Private 
3usiness, read. 

*THe CHAIRMAN or WAYS aAnp 
MEANS (Mr. Emmott, Oldham) moved 
an Amendment to Standing Order No. 
167, which, he explained, dealt with the 
payment of interest out of capital during 
the construction of railways. It em- 
powered committees to allow the payment 
of interest during the construction of new 
lines under certain restrictions. The 
first restriction at present was that the 
rate of interest allowed by the committee 
should not exceed 3 per cent. per annum. 
He proposed that 3 per cent. should be 
,altered to 4 per cert., and he was 
prompted to that course by the alteration 
in the value of money. If hon. Members 
looked at the Bank rate they would see 
that during 1906 it averaged over 4 
| per cent. whilst during 1896 it averaged 
24 per cent. He did not think the 
Bank rate for any one year was any 
For his calculation he 


great criterion. 
i had taken the four years 1892-3-4-5 
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and then the average of the years 1902 to { exceeding, 4 per cent. 


1905. While the average for the earlier 
period had been 2°51, the Bank rate for 
the later period had been 3°3. In addi 
tion, he had taken a typical gilt-edge 
stock—the London and North-Western 
Railway 3 per cent. debentures. In 1895 
they stood at 120. He had reason to 
remember that because he was one of 
those who purchased some of that stock 
at that price. The value of that stock 
yesterday was 90. People who, like 
himself, bought that stock in 1895 at 120 
were receiving £2 10s. for their money, 
but anyone purchasing now would 
receive £3 6s. 8d., or a difference of 33 1:3 
per cent., and that was exactly the differ- 
ence he was recommending the House 
to make in altering the Standing Order. 
The rate of interest sanctioned by that 
Order was originally 4 per cent., and it re- 
mained at that rate until 1896, when the 
rate of interest on money was extremely 
low and it was thought that it should be 
reduced to 3 per cent. But at the 
present time 3 per cent. interest was 
inadequate, and 4 per cent. would be a 
reasonable rate. One factor which 
weighed with him in suggesting the 
change was that promoters of enterprises 
which were not of a grossly speculative 
character were quite unable to obtain the 
money they wanted, although the enter- 
prises for which it was required were 
reasonably sound. The House was not 
now discussing whether it was right or 
wrong to allow interest at all. In such 
a discussion he would find himself an op- 
ponent to allowing interest, because 
he regarded the payment of interest out 
of capital was equivalent to watering 
stock. He was not defending the prin- 
ciple underlying the Standing Order. 
All he said was that for the last twenty 
or thirty years the House had adopted 
that principle, and that if they were to 
continue that principle the interest 
allowed ought to be adequate for the 
purpose. In his opinion 3° per cent. 
was inadequate and 4 per cent. was a 
reasonable amount. In dealing with the 
Private Bill legislation he had been a 
little appalled at seeing how few new 
schemes were going through. Promoters 
were unable to get the necessary money 
at 3 per cent. Enterprises really required 
and reasonably sound failed for lack of 
capital. Committees of the House, 
therefore, should be allowed to sanction 
the payment of interest up to, but not 
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They should 
consider each case on its merits. To 


raise the limit to 3} per cent. he did not 
think would be effective. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In line 11, to leave out the word ‘three’ 
and insert the word ‘four.’”°—(Z7he Chairman 
of Ways and Means.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 


‘three’ stand part of the Standing 
Order.” 
Sm F. BANBURY opposed — the 


Amendment. If the rate of interest 
were raised to 7 per cent. it would not 
attract more capital for new schemes. 
What was keeping new schemes back 
was the programme of hon. Gentlemen 
below the gangway on the Ministerial 
side. Investors were not philanthropists, 
and they were not going to invest their 
savings in concerns which might be 
interfered with by the House of Com- 
mons, and all the fruits of their labour 
swept away. The Chairman of Com- 
mittees had said that railway companies 
desired the alteration of the Standing 
Order. He would like to know what 
railway company had asked for it. 
As a railway director he did not agree. 
So far as he knew, the amount of 
money to be raised for railway schemes 
was very small, and the companies who 


desired sto raise the money did not 
at all desire the proposed change. 


Who had brought forward the change ? 
He did not suppose it was the hon. 
Gentleman himself. There must be some- 
body behind him. The hon. Gentleman 
had said that if they passed the scheme, 
it would only be the maximum charge, and 
that Committees upstairs would be able 
to alter it. He had great faith in the 
Committees upstairs, but he thought that 
that was rather an obligation to put upon 
them. An ordinary Committee went on 
the Standing Orders, and if a clerk was 
asked whether 4 per cent. was always 
charged, and he replied, “* Yes, that is the 
rate which has been charged for the last 
year or two,” the Committee would at 
once say, ‘* That is the proper rate which 
Parliament has determined upon.” It 
was true that there had been a 
change in the value of money, but 
how long was it going to last? Were 
they going to make the alteration because 
there had been a rise in the value of 


money ? Personally, he was inclined to 
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next two or three vears. He thought 
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think that dear money would last for the 


there were other circumstances to be 
considered. [An Hon. Memper: A 
Radical Government.} No: he would! 


not go so far as that; he always endea- 
voured to be fair. He did not quite agree 
with the interruption of his hon. friend. 
The rise in the value of money would not 
last. Was it not absurd to make an 
alteration which was of a very far- 
reaching character—because once made 
it could not be altered for ten or twelve 
vears—simply on the ground that for 


two or three vears there was a high 
bank rate? He would make the ad- 
mission that the payment of interest 


out of capital was a wrong thing to 
do, and great authorities in the 
House for many vears had refused to 
allow it. Could the hon. Gentleman 
tell him when the principle was first 
adopted ?, He believed it was a mis- 
take to allow interest to be paid out of 
capital, because the result was that 
when the works were completed the cost 
of those works meant the sum paid for 
them plus the interest, and, therefore, 
to a certain extent the capital was 
overloaded as soon as the enterprise 
began to bear fruit. But he quite 
admitted, from his experience in the 
City, that if they wished to attract small 
investors they must allow them some rate 
of interest pending construction. He 
could only remember one big company, 
the Great Central, that had ever done it. 
When the Great Central came to London 
they raised £11,000,000. The hon. Gentle- 
man had remarked that the ordinary 
stock of railway companies was paving, 
and that therefore the rate ought to be 
increased. But it did not always follow 
that railway companies raised money in 
the form of ordinary stock. The Great 
Central Company raised their £11,000,000 
in three categories—debenture, prefer- 
ence, andordinary stocks. That was the 
only company which he could remember 
that had availed itself of this particular 
clause. The real reason for the pro- 
vision was that when a promoter was 
desirous of raising money for a new rail- 
way—as was done in thecase of the Hull 
and Barnsley Company he believed ; they 


availed’ themselves of this particular 


clause, but that was a new railway— 
they used the clause because to invest 


Sir F. Banbury. 


‘Means had introduced the 
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money and lose the interest during con- 
struction in the hope of being recouped 
when the line earned money was the 
proper business way of looking at the 
matter. But small investors, who ought 
to be encouraged, could not afford to 
wait for interest during construction, and 
therefore it was that the rate of 3 per 
cent. interest out of capital was_per- 
mitted, and that had been the rate for the 
last ten years. Although he did not 
think it was a good thing, still he thought 
there was some necessity for it. But his 
contention was that 3 per cent. was 
enough for people to live upon for the 
time being. But it was not enough to 
attract the person who liked 4 per cent. 
Such a person said, “ I believe the railway 
will be four vears under construction ; [ 
cannot get more than 4 per cent. any- 
where else ; I know I can get this safely, 
and I shall run the chance of the railway 
turning out well.” That was just what the 
promoter of shady enterprises wanted to 


encourage, but that was not what the 
House of Commons should encourage. 


He would really like to know what was at 
the bottom of the proposal. He was sure 
the hon. Gentleman wovld acquit him 
of any desire to make insinuations. 
Thev knew that the Channel Tunnel 
was under consideration. The right hon. 
Gentleman the President of ihe Board 
of Trade laughed. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s experience, he admitted, 
was very great; but the right hon. 
Gentleman had not been in the City 
thirty-five vears as he had. He could 
not help thinking that the proposal 
would give a very great boon to the pro- 
moters of the Channel Tunnel. The 
estimates of the engineers for it amounted 
to £16,000,000, but he had never known 
estimates of engineers which were not 
exceeded, and, therefore, they would be 
much more likely to raise £20,000,000 or 
£24,000,000 —which, at the present 
moment, would be a_ practical im- 
possibility. If anybody contemplated 
raising £20,000,000 in the next three 
or four years for a new enterprise 
this alteration would enable them to 
raise the money very much more easily. 


Captain CRAIG (Down, E.) said he 
fully endorsed the observations of the hon. 
The Chairman of Ways and 
matter as 


Baronet. 
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being simply the omission of one word, 
hut the President of the Board of Trade 
would himself agree that the one word 
was worthy of weighty consideration 
from the financial point of view. He 
did not know whether hon. Members 
opposite had taken the trouble to inquire 
into the far-reaching effect of the pro- 
posal. He had taken the trouble to work 
out a calculation in connection with a 
«heme which had been completed for 
many years. He applied to it the 3 per 
cent. and the 4 per cent. rate for the 
purpose of ascertaining what would be 
the effect of the Amendment. He took 
round figure £1,000,000, and after 
making all the provision 


the 


necessary 


for payments during construction, he 
found that under the +4 per cent. 
rate all his money would have been 


expended, whereas under the 3 per cent. 
got the amount of 
£887,000, the actual saving being 

Those were very. striking 
He had worked out the figures 
for the Channel Tunnel scheme, and he 
found that it would mean an annual 
charge of £112,620. The capital sub- 
scribed for new enterprises must be 
tempted, but his point was that it was 
unwise to tempt it by a high rate of 
interest during construction. 
it would be wiser to adopt the policy 
of giving the poorer class of investors 
with 


rate he same 
work for 
£112,628 
hyures. 
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He thought | 


per cent. during construction 
the knowledge that at the end of) 
that time the concern would be es- 
tablished on a much sounder _ basis. 


He wished to secure for small investors 
sure and a proper return for their hard- 
earned savings. The large capitalists 
were guided by the best possible advice 
trom the City and the large towns, and 
were able to look much further ahead 
ud study the various large schemes of | 
railway development, docks, or other 
commercial enterprises much better than | 
the poorer class of small investors who 
generally invested on the strength of | 
statements made in prospectuses. Those | 
were the people who would have to bear 
he burden of the extra 1 per cent. 
now proposed. It would be better to 
have a fixed rate of interest applicable | 
to all railway schemes. If the Com- 
mittee to which a railway Bill was re- | 
ferred had the option of fixing any rate | 


of interest between 3 per cent. and 4 per! cent. too low, and genuinely desired to 
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cent. there would be the danger that a 
promoting company would obtain an 
advantage over a rival company by being 
authorised to pay a higher rate of in- 
terest than the rate paid by its com- 
petitor. He thought a strong case had 
been made out for sticking to the old bank 
rate, which he did not suppose anyone had 
ever found to be inconsistent with good 
business transactions, because it was based 
on good and sound finance. Why was the 
present Motion being made? What had 
given rise to it? <A clear exposition of 
the effect it would have upon the money 
market had been given to the House. 
He did not go so far as to say that 
there were any Bills promoting bogus 
or shaky undertakings, but he was 
afraid that there must be some moving 
element which had impelled the taking 
of the course they were now discussing. 
He hoped that before the discussion 
closed some evidence would be forth- 
coming to show where that motive 
came from. Was this particular move 
to be adopted every session of Parlia- 
ment? On the assembly of Parliament 
each year were they going to consider the 
price of Consols, the bank rate, and the 
state of the money market generally, and 
then alter the rate so as to suit that 
particular period? He thought they 
were proposing a very dangerous in- 
novation. The greatest security which 
small investors had at the present 
time was not so much a high rate 
of interest as a certainty of return, 
and so long as they got that there 
would be very little grumbling about the 
rate. This proposal was only adding to 
the uncertainty of the investors’ return, 
and the House ought not to meddle with 


ithe mattter unless a very strong case 


was made out. He was aware that this 
particular alteration was to be entirely 
devoted to the railway system, but that 
made it all the more serious because such 
huge sums would be involved. If it was 
proposed by the Motion to encourage the 
opening up of railways, canals, bridges, or 
tunnels, it was a futile way of going to 
work. The proposed system of book- 
keeping was not consistent with British 
caution in money matters. The hon. 
Gentleman seemed to think that 3 per 
cent. was too low, and that 4 per cent. 


was the proper rate. If he thought 3 per 
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raise it to anything like the bank figure, a 
figure consistent with the price of Consols 
and other Government securities, 34 
per cent. would suit him just as well. He 
(Captain (Craig) therefore suggested that 
3} per cent. should be substituted for 
4 per cent. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) said 
he really could not understand the object 
for proposing the change. What was 
the motive power behind the hon. Gentle- 
man? If, for instance, the Motion had 
reference to the Channel Tunnel and the 
Channel Tunnel was ten years in course 
of construction, and during the whole of 
that period 4 per cent. was to be paid on 


Standing 


the capital, it would mean that 40 per | 


cent. would be paid away. 


Mr. EMMOTT explained that there 
was no case in which anything like ten 
vears had ever been allowed. The time 
was usually five years at the most, and 
the payment of interest for only half that 
period. 

Mr. GORDON said he had had some 
experience of railway Bills the promoters 
of which had come to the House for an 
extension of time, and the extension had 
been sometimes as great as the time they 
had got in the original Bill. If honest 
members of the public wished to take 
shares in companies they ought to be 
content to take a reasonable and fair 
remuneration for their money, viz., 3 per 
cent. during the time of construction. 
The public had a right to see that the 
work intended to be done was carried 
out as promptly as_ possible. Four 
per cent. could not be got on a reason- 
ably safe investment. They could not 
get that rate of interest on a trustee 
security. If an investor got 3 per cent. 
from an undertaking during construction 
he ought to be amply satisfied. 
investor was going to be induced to put 
money in an undertaking because 4 per 
cent. was offered during construction 


and while not a shilling was being earned 


he thought it would be a dangerous 
experiment. It would be put into the 
glowing prospectuses which were brought 
before the public in order to induce them 
to put their money in concerns of that 
kind. If investors got 4 per cent. during 
construction they thought they would 
get a great deal more after the under- 
taking was completed and in working 


Cuptain Craig. 
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If the | 
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order. It might afterwards be found 
that the undertaking did not earn any 
dividend for the shareholders. The 
House ought to pause before it agreed to 
the proposal. He had had some con- 
nection with the applications made to 
Parliament in regard to railway con- 
/cerns, and he had never known a case 
in which any desire had been shown to 
exceed 3 per cent. People who took 
a true view of the financial situation 
would feel that the House was doing 
something to the detriment of the in- 
vesting public if it exceeded 3 per cent, 


*Mr. LUPTON said it had always 
seemed to him that the proposal to pay 
interest on an undertaking while it was 
in course of construction Was unnecessary. 
If an investor had £500 
investment, and if he desired to invest it 
in a new railway and to have interest 
during construction, he ought only to 
invest £450 in such an undertaking, aud 
retain £50 in his pocket. He would thus 

| save £50 as the interest on his capital and 
perhaps it would be the only part of his 
capital he would save. If no interest 
were payable by the coimpany out of 
capital the £450 would earn as large an 
income as the £500 if £50 were spent in 
interest during construction. He had 
always thought that the paviment of 
interest out of capita! during the construe- 
tion of works was unsound business. It 
was a kind of finance which 
would not allow in connection with any 
private enterprise. Parliamentary con- 
cerns were the only investments in which 
people could get interest during construc- 
tion. It was a system which weighed 
with ignorant people who did not under- 
stand such matters. They invested in 
|the undertakings thinking that when 
the work was completed similar interest 
would be continued. Much as he was 
impressed with the reasons put forward 
for the alteration, he thought, as business 
men, they should not encourage the class 
of investors who reliec upon that induce- 
ment in the prospectus; those poor 
people ought only to invest in railways 
already earning a dividend. He agreed 
with the hon. Gentleman in viewing 
;with alarm the lack of enterprise 
shown by the state of business before 
Committees of the House, but did not 
, think the difference between 3 and 
' 4 per cent. would remedy that. It was the 
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system of blackmail levied in connection 
with Second Readings which made _pro- 
moters feel that it was exceedingly risky 
to come before the House at all. 


Acland-Hood,RtHn.Sir Alex.F 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
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Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
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Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson.J.M. (Aberdeen, W.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
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| Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 58; Noes, 
(Division List No. 44.) 


Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, S.(Sheffield, Eeclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Shackleton, David James 
Smith, F. E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Snowden, P. 

Summerbell, T. 

Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lamark) 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Ward,John (Stoke upon Trent 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton 


Ayves—Sir 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Frederick = Banbury 
Captain Craig. 


Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Kearley, Hudson EK. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lundon, W. 

Macdonald, J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Mac Veigh,Charles (Donegal, EF.) 
M'Cullum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 


| Menzies, Walter 
| Micklem, Nathaniel 


Molteno, Perey Alport 
Mond, A, 
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Money, L. G. Chiozza Rea, Russell (Gloucester) , Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr 
Morse, L. L Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ | Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E t 
Murray, James 2edmond, John E. (Waterford | Tomkinson, James ] 
Myer, Horatio Rees, J. Dz | Torrance, Sir A. M. I 
Napier, T. B. Rickett, J. Compton | Verney, F. W. ; 
Nicholls, George Robertson,Sir G. Scott(Bradf’d | Villiers, Ernest Amherst is 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r | Robinson, 8. Wadsworth, J. v 
Nolan, Joseph Robson, Sir William Snowdon Walters, John Tudor a 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William Roche, Augustine (Cork) Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) L 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid Roche, John (Galway, East) Waterlow, D.S. ‘ 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) Roe, Sir Thomas White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) Rogers, F. E. Newman Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) Rose, Charles Day Wiles, Thomas 
O'Doherty, Philip Runciman, Walter Williamson, A. re 
O’ Dowd, John Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland Wills, Arthur Walters R 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon, N. Shipman, Dr. John G. Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) M 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. Smyth, Thoma F, (Leitrim, 8.) | Wood, T. M*Kinnon a 
Partington, Oswald Spicer, Sir Albert Young, Samuel 
Paul, Herbert Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. ) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) Stewart, Halley (Greenock) TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr, : 
Price,Robert John(Norfolk,E.) Strachey, Sir Edward Whiteley and Mr J. A, his 
Priestley, W.E.B.(Bradford,E.) Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) Pease. He 
Radford, G. H. Stuart, James (Sunderland) as 
Raphael, Herbert H. Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Word “four” there inserted in ihe | Lorp BALCARRES said that the the 
Standing Order. ‘right hon. Gentleman had not. satisfied Inc 
—_—— him that the reduction in the Field and tha 
SUPPLY [28rn Fesruary] REPORT. Garrison Artillery was justified by the tro 
Postponed Proceeding on Question, | substitute which was proposed to be lio: 
That this House doth agree with | found for the men in the Regular forces. lar: 
the Committee in the First Resolution,| The right hon. Gentleman promised, cig] 
“That a number of Land Forces, not ex- | in his memorandum, not to deal with he 
ceeding 190,000, all ranks, be maintained | that force until an efficient substitute wot 
for the Service of the United Kingdom of | had been found, and he had not. satisfied in t 
Great Britain and Ireland at Home and| him that he had found such a substitute. met 
Abroad, excluding His Majesty’s Indian | It must be remembered that that was a alo 
Possessions, during the year ending on the | most difficult force to improvise in time of 
31st day of March, 1908,” resumed. of need, and he thought if the reduction stat 
Lorp BALCARRES, resuming his ier “3 apr on it would be found J goo 
. : ye entirely premature. 
speech, said he was not quite clear as to} ° sik ik oan and 
the exact proposal of the Secretary for} Mr. COBBOLD (Ipswich) wished to _—_ 
y . . . a So? 
War in his statement in respect to the | repeat the protest of the hon. Member Ta 
proposed reduction in horse, field, and | for Falkirk against the very large Army id 
garrison artillery by 2,630 men during | that the Estimates provided for. The (rent 
the coming financial year. The right | Secretary of State in introducing the ig 
hon. Gentleman said in his Memorandum | Kstimates did not deal very much with the e V 
‘ RY. 7 _ - ’ co 2 ‘ p 
attached to Estimates that— Regular Army, but spent his time in a 
* No reduction of the establishments of the | explaining about the Auxiliary Army. But mn 
regular artillery can properly be made until | the right hon. Gentleman said that they my 
personnel, trained on a non-Regular basis to the | howe Armv of 160.000 . It wa 
requisite extent, is ready to fill the gap.” were to have an Army of 160, men, with 
and that the reason for such a large 
He contended that the substitute was Pa prob: 
ae Army was that he had been compelled : 
not available at present, and that the ; ; ’ eg night 
1 : : by the Secretary of State for India 5 
small number of men forthcoming now | , ° that 
can . ane : to keep the present number of troops : 
were not trained sufficiently to fill the 7 Colon 
. The rj : . there, although they were commensurate 
gap. 1e right hon. Gentleman appeared | | : “e : furth 
eee oie ans p with the number of Indian troops after 
to be anticipating in his reduction of men . inade 
"ee se “ene ai the Mutiny. He urged upon the Govern- . 
the development of his Territorial Army. aaa they 
H Rees .**|ment that, having regard to our present ee 
e thought it was a dangerous thing at Tee iy i, Oe Gent] 
aint s 5 policy in India, as we were not now 
any time to reduce the artillery. See Se 80 mM 
: , making the aggressive frontier wars that 
. ° . Ta ’ 
Mr. HALDANE said that the men] we did a few years ago, and, having gether 
" . ° . 5 : - . Was 
would be trained with eighteen-and-a- | found in the Ameer of Afghanistan a Re 
half pounders, safe and sure ally, were not likely ep 
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to embark upon them again, this elsewhere, that the forces might 
large Army was not necessary. [An) be diminished under present conditions 
Hon’ Memper: What wars?] Hein the course of the year. He hoped 


should say that the wars in Afghanistan 
were foolish wars. He did not recollect 
any war in which he could not say with 
Lord Salisbury that we “ put our money 
on the wrong horse.” 


*Vr. SPEAKER said that he must 
remind the hon. Member that this 
Resolution expressly excluded — His 
Majesty’s Indian possessions. The Army 
in India was not before the House. 


Mr. COBBOLD expressed regret for 
his ignorance of the forms of the House. 
He had noticed in Vote A that there was 
a statement to the effect that there were 
in India 76,000 men. He therefore 
thought he was permitted to speak on 
India. The Secretary of State had stated 
that they had reduced the number of 
troops in the Colonies by eight batta- 
lions and that they might be more 
largely reduced in future also. The 
eight battalions was a tale gone by, and 
he hoped that in the present vear the; 
would see a very considerable reduction 
inthe Army in regard to the require- 
ments of the Colonies. In South Africa 
alone provision was made for upwards 
of 16,000 troops. It had been truly 
stated that we were not going to dra- 


yoon South Africa into patriotism, 
and in present circumstances an 
army of upwards of 16,000 men in 
South Africa was a menace to peace. 


In Malta, too, although the right hon. 
Gentleman had reduced the garrison 
there, and although hon. Members said 
he was imperilling our position by that 
reduction, there were still 7,500 troops, 
and it was not a place in which a large 
army ought to be concentrated, because 
it was not healthy. If there was a war 
with the Mediterranean Powers it would 
probabiy become a fever camp. The 
right hon. Gentleman had twice said 
that he was not certain whether in the 
Colonies there was not still a margin for } 
further reductions. If, therefore, they | 
made their protest on that occasion 
they might persuade the right hon. 
Gentleman in regard to Malta, where 


30 many troops were congested  to- 
gether, also Gibraltar, where there | 
was a force of 3,809 men, and |! 


Lygpt, where there were 5,100, and 


that their protest would be, as 
it were, recorded by the Secretary of 
State, and that they would not be 
assumed to assent to the maintenance 
of the present military forces which 
they thought were more than suffi- 
cient for the safety of the Empire. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs) said that while the 
hon. Member considered that the troops 
provided for in the Estimates were 
too many, he considered that they were 
far too few. He was afraid that there 
were some hon. Members who would 
be content if they had a two-Power 
standard equal to the Navy of 
Switzerland and Servia, and an army 
equal to that of Monte Carlo. It was 
almost pitiful to hear little Englanders 


making one speech after another, 
trying to pull down the flag of old 
fngland. We had tremendous _ re- 
sponsibilities, and if hon. Members 


on the other side of the House would 
go round the world—he thought 
some of them could go round twice 
with great advantage-—and see our great 
possessions and appreciate them, and 
if they saw foreign armies manceuvring, 
they would come to the conclusion that 
our Army was not big enough. It was 
only by years of travel that one got an 
idea of what the British Army ought 
to be, and what our responsibilities 
were. What was our Army of 190,000 
in comparison with that of Russia, 
Germany, France, or even Japan? 
Heaven help us if we had to fight any of 
those countries, because if we did we 
should be beaten. He doubted whether 
the Territorial Army would have sufficient 
stiffening with their training to stand 
shot and shell—although they might be 
if the enemy was good enough to give us 
six months’ notice of war. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question of the 
Territorial Army does not arise on this 
Estimate. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER- GRAY said 
that Malta had before now proved 
a very convenient half-way house. It 
was so in the Egyptian Campaign, and 
a number of Indian troops were quartered 
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there when we were on the brink of wat 
with Russia, and perhaps their presence 
averted it. Malta was a great possession, 
and the troops there were a great help 
towards peace. Those who remembered 
the trying times the Britons went through 
in Egypt about a year ago would not, he 
thought, grudge the few troops we had 
there. The only way to rule those 
Eastern Powers was to show that we were 
just and strong, and the more the troops 
were reduced in our dependencies or 
Colonies, the greater danger would there 
be of insults to our flag. 


*Mr. LUPTON did not agree with 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite. 
He had seen the great armies of France, 
Germany, Russia and Italy; he had seen a 
great review of 250,000 men, a most 
magnificent sight, but 30,000 of those men 
were cuirassiers with front and back plates 
and therefore unfit for battle. One thou- 
sand mounted infantry would have beaten 
them all. He congratulated the right 
hon. Gentleman upon the reduction he 
had made in the Army in the last two 
years. The Army now was 190,000 men, 
a reduction of some 30,000 on what it was 
two vears ago. He suggested that the 
right hon. Gentleman should continue 
to reduce it for the next five vears in the 
same ratio of 16,000 a year. That 
would result in a reduction of a further 
80,000 men, and they would then get the 
Army down to what it ought to be, 100,000 
strong. They might then havean Army in 
the highest degree effective, not birds of 
passage as now, but all highly trained, 
every soldier an expert in his business and 
fit to be an officer, and every man entering 
the ranks with the object of being an 
officer. No one should be an officer unless 
he passed through the ranks. That would 
attract the intellect of the country, and the 
right hon. Gentleman would have such a 
force as had not been seen for a longtime. 
There had been times in history when 
similar armies had existed, and when 
1,009 of such men were as good as 10,000 
of the insufficiently trained troops of 
to-day. It had been truly said that 
training was necessary before an efficient 
soldier could be obtained, but he would 
point out to the hon. and gallant Member 
opposite that the soldiers of to-day 
were amateurs. Engineers, lawyers and 
doctors practised their professions every 
day, but as we fortunately 


Major Anstruther-Gray. 
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‘| not have a war every day military men 
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‘for the most part never practised 
their profession, and were mere amateurs, 
who got into what might be called a 
college groove and thought they knew 
something. When, however, they came 
into the field they were totally smashed 
by a body of farmers gathered hurriedly 
together. That happened in America 
130 vears ago and in Africa recently, 
and it would happen again, so long as 
we had officers who were proud in their 
own conceit, and without a really sound 
training. Of course he had a great 
respect for men who had seen service 

real veterans. They ought to reduce the 
Army until they got it efficient. After all, 
we had not such a small defensive force 
for the Empire. There were 1,300,000 
armed men who were subject to the orders 
of the King. What was wanted was not 
more troops, but more application on the 
part of the soldier to his business, and 
a large Territorial Army to defend the 
county against raids. What good purpose 
did the 16,000 troops we had in South 
Africa serve? That was now an inde- 
pendent Colony. Supposing the Boers 
rose again, what would become of those 
16,000 men? They would not be safe, be- 
cause the Boers would take possession of 
the communications, and those 16,000 
men would be prisoners. Sixteen thou- 
sand men were too many to be Jost in 
that way, and the sooner they got home 
the safer they would be. The object of 
the Government should be to get the 
Army officered only by those people who 
had passed through the ranks of the Army. 
The Secretary of State for War had 
confessed that he was in a difficulty with 
regard to the officers—then why did he 
not adopt the course of passing them 
through the ranks ¢ Of course there was 
the old tradition, the old social objection, 
that the soldiers would not obey a mati 
unless he came from a superior rank. 
He did not believe it for a moment. In 
the mines of the country the discipline 
was of the strictest, and the men cheer- 
fully obeyed the man who knew his 
business who was put over them. It did 
not matter where that man came from. 
whether he came from the ranks or from 
above; and in the mines the men would 
obey to the last letter any instruction 
of the officials in dangerous enterprises. 
As it was in the mines, so it would bein 
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the Army. Let them have good men who 
had passed through the ranks and the 
troops would cheerfully obey them. 


si A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 
shire, Wellington) said he would not 
follow the hon. Member for Sleaford 
int» his novel form of recruiting 
whether from the heights above or from 
the depths below. He often thought how 
exceptionally fortunate the House was in 
having more Army reformers and strate- 
gists than any other such assembly in the 
world. He was quite certain that if 
foreign nations only realised the immense 
amount of latent power at our command 
in the House in the way of the organisa- 
tion of our naval and military forces they 
would disarm to-morrow. He simply 
desired to put a few questions to the right 
hon. Gentleman, not as an official, but as 
an old soldier who for thirty vears had had 


{14 Marcn 1907} 





to study Army circulars and War Office | 
documents which, however they might | 


encourage young soldiers in the hope of 
something they were going to get or create 


disappointment because of something they | 
and had succeeded in making it as efficient 


were going to lose, gave neither encourage- 
ment nor disappointment to the old 
because he knew he would get 

The question he desired to put 


soldier, 
nothing. 


was with regard to the 3rd Battalion of the | 


Coldstream Guards. The right hon. 
Gentleman would agree that in all cases 
of reduction great hardship fell upon 
the private soldier, the non-commissioned, 
and the commissioned officers, for the 
reason that though the private soldier 
might be absorbed in the other battalions 
he must necessarily lose his chance of 
promotion to non-commissioned 
because, though the battalion was in- 
creased, the establishment of non-com- 
missioned officers was not. The number 
of non-commissioned officers was limited. 
As with the non-commissioned officers 
so with the commissioned ranks. Every 
keen subaltern looked forward to the time 
when he would become a captain and 
command his company, and to the time 
When having passed through his majority 
he occupied the proudest position that a 
soldier could fill and became the colonel of 
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curious position ; it was the only battalion 
in the Army which figured in the Esti- 
mates as a battalion. As the right jhon. 
Gentleman knew, there was no_ finer 
battalion in the Army. They were sent 
to Egypt at a critical moment. No 
regiment could drill or shoot better, 
or had a better character. They de- 
served better of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment than to be put into the Army 
Estimates as a battalion in a state of 
suspended animation. Those who had 
joined that battalion were now to be de- 
prived of the chance of that promotion to 
which they looked forward when they 
enlisted. The right hon. Gentleman well 
knew, as every soldier in the House knew, 
that the success of the scheme on which he 


(Report). 


| had embarked depended, first of all, on 


whether he could get the necessary num- 
ber of men; and, secondly, on whether 
he could get the right and the best sort 
of officers. It was not a great encourage- 
ment to officers, non-commissioned 
officers, and men, when they had taken up 
the most difficult duty of forming a new 
battalion of an old and historic regiment, 


as either of the two preceding battalions, 
to find themselves disbanded. He be- 
longed to a battalion of the Guards, and 
he held that these officers had formed a 
battalion as efficient as any battalion of 
the Guards. It was on esprit de corps 


‘that the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme 


depended, and he did not think that the 
Secretary for War had helped himself by 
throwing this very wet blanket on officers, 
non-commissioned officers and men, who 


had done their best for King and country. 


| possessions 


rank, | There were many posts in our Colonies— 


he did not mean the self-governing 
Colonies, but Nigeria and others of our 
under the Crown—which 
could be filled by officers, non-com- 
missioned officers and men. It was in 
those Colonies, in unhealthy climates, and 
amid uncertain, savage warfare, that 
many of our most distinguished soldiers 
had received their military training and 
laid the foundation of their great reputa- 
tions. He urged that where vacancies 


' occurred in those Colonies the first offer 


areally good regiment. Everybody would | 


see by 
battalions that hardship was being cast 
upon all ranks alike. The 3rd Battalion 
of the Coldstream Guards was in this 


the reduction of the number of | 


of them should be made to officers, non- 
commissioned officers, and men of experi- 
ence and training, who were now supernu- 
merary to the establishment at home 
because the battalions were disbanded. 
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If the right hon. Gentleman would take 
that suggestion into consideration, he 
would do something to mitigate what 
was undoubtedly felt by many officers 
in the Army to be a very serious blow 
indeed. 


Supply 


Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans) said it was difficult for 
Members sitting on that side side of the 
House to listen to the hon. Member for 
Ipswich without protesting against his 
attitude of mind on the subject of 
the Army. The hon. Member had told 
them that the presence of troops in 
South Africa was a menace to peace. 
He thought that the hon. Member was 
not aware that the troops in South 
Africa were put in a centre where they 
could be trained exceptionally well under 
semi-service conditions for the duties 
which naturally devolved upon them. 
The hon. Member seemed to think that 
16,000 troops were a source of danger to 
the peace of the country where they were. 
He (Mr. Carlile) was sure that was not the 
mind of most of the people of the country, 
certainly not the mind of the people in 
South Africa, who were more immediately 
concerned. The troops were in the 
midst of a country where hostilities had 
recently been in progress, and they 
were halfway between us and India, 
where they might at any time be re- 
quired. He was afraid that the protests 
of the hon. Members for Ipswich and 
Sleaford, raised within hearing of the 
Minister for War, had fallen on ready 
ears. They had to regret that the right 
hon. Gentleman, trying to meet the 
views of a small section of the com- 
munity, had taken very efficient steps 
towards reducing the number of our 
soldiers, to the manifest loss of service 
inallitsranks. Reference had been made 
to the presence of troops in Malta 
and in Egypt. Their presence in those 
places was of the same advantage as their 
presence in South Africa; it was where 
they could be trained, and where they 
were halfway to those great centres of 
military responsibility which lay about 
the British Empire. The hon. Member 
for the Sleaford Division said that we 
did not have a war every year. Of course, 
that condition of things was never 
likely to obtain, but at any rate if such 
minds as those of the hon. Members to 

Sir A. Aclund-IToud. 
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whom he had referred were in control of 
the affairs of the country, then, should 
we have even one war, it would 
wipe us out so far as being a first or 
second or third class Power was con- 
cerned. But those hon. Menfbers knew 
perfectly well that their homes were 
safe. They knew that they represented 
a small minority, and that they could 
indulge in that sort of talk against the 
Army and its interests with impunity ; 
and they could go home to their beds 
knowing that, although they raised 
their voices against the power of the 
Army, yet others looked after the interests 
of the Empire. 


*Mr. MADDISON (Burnley) said the 
hon. Member for St. Albans had stated 
that those who were advocating so 
strongly a reduction in the Army repre- 
sented only an insignificant number of 
people in the country. He knew that 
a great majority not only of Labour 
Members but also of the Liberal Party, 
put in their programme at the last 
election retrenchment in regard to both 
the Army and the Navy. He could 
assure the hon. Member for St. Albans 
that although he had hurled against 
them the charge of cowardice— 


Mr. CARLILE said he had 
no such expression with regard to the 
hon. Member or any other hon. Member. 
He had charged nobody with cowardice. 
He asked that the hon. Member should 
be called upon to withdraw the state- 
ment; which was altogether unwarranted. 


used 


*Vr. MADDISON said that if the ex- 
pression had offended the hon. Member 
he would willingly withdraw it. 


Mr. CARLILE: Do you withdraw it? 
I ask you, Mr. Speaker, to call upon the 
hon. Member to withdraw the offensive 
expression. 


¥*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
for Burnley did not accuse the hon. 
Member of cowardice. All the hon. 
Member said was that the hon. Member 


charged certain friends of his with 
cowardice. If the hon. Member says 


that he did not make use of such an 


expression there is an end of it. 


Mr. CARLILE said the hon. Member 
accused him of using an expression which 
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he never used, and upon that ground he 
asked for the withdrawal of the accusation. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
hon. Member for Burnley intended by usin; 
the word “cowardice” to imply that th 
hon. Member actually used that word. 


Mr. CARLILE: But he said so. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think he 
intended to say so. What he intended to 
summarise was that the general trend of 
the speech of the hon. Member would 
lead people to suppose that his friends 
had shown cowardice. 


*Mr. MADDISON said he was quite 
willing to withdraw the word if it was 
offensive to the hon. Member. They 
did not yield one inch to hon. Members 
opposite in their recognition of the 
bravery, devotion, and self-denial of the 
Army, nor would they be slack in defend- 
ing the country which was to them 
everything, and which they loved with 
as intense a devotion as those who wanted 
tokeep up the present bloated armamen s. 
So far from the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for War having 
listened to the voice of Labour Members, 
as the hon. Member forSt. Albans appeared 
to think he had done, they did not think 
he had gone far enough, and thev asked 
him to continue the method of safe 
reduction until the Army had 
brought down to something like reason- 
able proportions. After all, it was not 
mili ary experts who ought to decide 
the number of the British Army; that 
had to be determined by _ policy. 
They had every reason so far to trust 
implicitly the policy of the Govern- 
ment. They had read with delight 
the speeches of the Prime Minister in 
which he had shown an intense interest 
in the promotion of international peace. 
They all remembered the great ideal 
he had held up to the nation to 
form part of a League of Peace. 
They were pleased with all those ex- 
pressions and believed in their sincerity, 
but they wanted the reduction of the 
Army to follow those expressions. Thev 
had just granted a Constitution to the 
Transvaal, and at the head of that 
(rovernment was General Botha, whose 
presence in that capacity was one of the 
best securities for peace they could 
possibly have. They expected His 
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Majesty’s Government to remember what 
had happened in the Transvaal, and they 
would not expect to have an Army quite 
so large when a saner and a truer policy 
had been adopted in the Transvaal. 
Without occupying further the time of the 
House, he would make a strong plea 
to the right hon. Gentleman to go on 
reducing the Army, and to make it more 
substantial than it had hitherto been. 
He believed that they were still a long 
way ahead of the margin of safety in 
regard to the Army. Hon. Members on 
the Opposition side seemed to think 
that they were now getting somewhere 
near the danger point in regard to reduc- 
tions. He hoped the Government would 
not allow themselves to be led too 
much by military experts. The hon. 
and gallant Member for Somerset had 
made an appeal on behalf of the men who 
had been disbanded. He agreed that 
they should look after such men and 
do what they could for them. In such 
matters Labour Members were as much 
alive to the interest of the country as 
hon. Members opposite, but he wished 
the Government to remember that every 
man in the Army had to be kept by some 
man working outside the Army. Not 
one of their soldiers earned his breakfast 
or a button on his uniform. Someone 
was working in the mill or in the mine 
to provide the uniform and the meals 
for the soldier. [Opposition cries of 
“No, no.”] That was an economic truth 
which could not be disputed. The Army 
was unproductive, and it had to be kept 
by those in the produc‘ive sphere. There 
must be an Army, he admitted, but it 
should be kept as small as was consistent 
with the safety of the country. 


Mr. HALDANE suggested that the 
Resolution might now be agreed to, so that 
he might introduce the Army Annual Bill. 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD said he was 
quite ready to agree to that with the con- 
currence of hon. Gentlemen behind him. 
He hoped the Government would be able 
to give more time to the Consolidation 
Bill on Monday. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 

Ordered, That leave be given to bring 
in a Bill to provide, during twelve 
months, for the discipline and regulation 
of the Army; and that Mr. Secretary 
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Haldane, Mr. Edmund Robertson, and Mr. 
Buchanan, do prepare and bring it in. 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 

“To provide during twelve months, 
for the discipline and regulation of the 
Army,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 107.] 

SUPPLY [28TH FEBRUARY] REPORT, 

Second Resolution read a second time. 


*Sir H. AUBREY-FLETCHER (Sussex, 

Lewes), as one who had entered the Army 
fifty-four years ago, urged the Secretary 
for War not to listen to arguments for 
still further reducing the Army. He 
was well acquainted with both Malta and 
Gibraltar, and the opinion of all military 
experts was that those fortresses ought 
not to be denuded of their artillery. 
Gibraltar was a very important strategic 
position. He regretted, too, the reduc- 
tions that had taken place in the Guards 
and in infantry battalions. The result 
of disbanding battalions had been to 
make a number of non-commissioned 
officers lose their positions. Those in 
other regiments feared that their time 
might come. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would not pay too much 
attention to hon. Members below the 
gangway who advocated a considerable 
reduction in the Army. The House 
should remember that the non-com- 
missioned officers were the backbone of 
the Army. Those who had been con- 
nected with regiments now disbanded 
would have to wait some time before 
they could be placed in positions in other 
regiments. The House should recognise 
that when a young officer joined a regi- 
ment, he wished to make it his home. 
Many men had followed their fathers and 
grandfathers in the same regiment hoping 
to serve their time in it as their fore- 
fathers had done. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would not do away with 
any more battalions. 


Mr. HALDANE regretted the neces- 
sity for the disbanding of those fine 
battalions, and submitted that the best 
provision possible had been made for the 
officers. Nobody had had his pay 
diminished until an offer had been made 
to him of an appointment as nearly as 
possible equivalent. 


Adjournment 
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The action with regard to the 
garrison artillery at Malta and Gibraltar 


| had not been taken without close con- 


sideration. A Committee, appointed 
in the time of the late Government, 
had revised the whole of our garrisons as 
far as the Mediterranean. In many 
cases it found the guns were of an anti- 
quated pattern and of no use against 
naval attack. The guns which the Com- 
mittee pronounced useless were being 
taken away. The reductions were 
entirely in consequence of the Report of 
that Committee, and were advised by the 
Defence Committee after carefully con- 
sidering the Report. He hoped that the 
hon. Gentleman would realise that the 
reductions were not the outcome of any 
new policy, or of any arbitrary act of his ; 
hut that they were the result of the 
policy laid down, for good reasons, in the 
time of the late Government. 


Resolution agreed to. 
WAYS AND MEANS [12 Marci] REPORT. 

Second Resolution, “That, towards 
making good the Supply granted to His 
Majesty for the service of the year 
ending on the 3lst March, 1908, the sum 
of £38,114,700, be granted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United King- 
dom,” agreed to, 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Gentlemen appointed to bring ina 
sill upon the Resolution reported from 
the Committee of Ways and Means on 
the 13th day of this instant March, and 
then agreed to by the House, that they 
do make provision therein pursuant to 
the said Resolution. 

CONSOLIDATED FUND (NO. 1) BILL. 

“To apply certain sums out of the 
Consolidated Fund to the service of the 
years ending on the thirty-first day of 
March, one thousand nine hundred and 
seven and one thousand nine hundred 
and eight,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion made, and Question, ‘“ That 
this House do now adjourn’—(J/r. 
Whiteley)—put, and agreed to. 

Adjourned accordingly at Twenty- 
eight minutes before Eleven 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 15th March, 1907. 


The House met at Twelve of the 


Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill ; London Government Scheme 
(Southwark Borough Market) Bill. Read 
the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Ackton | 
Hall; Bersham ; Blantyre Fame; Both- | 


well; Bowers (two); Calderbank ; Cefn 


Brithdir; Dearham ; Earnock ; Eddle- | 


| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
| —_ 
| ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 

Copy presented, of Memorandum show- 
ing the Amendments proposed to the 
Army Act [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ARMY (MILITARY SAVINGS BANKS). 





| Copy presented, of Statement of the 
| Amounts due by the Public to Depositors 
(on 3lst March, 1905, and of the Receipts. 
| Interest, and Disbursements during the 
; vear ended 31st March, 1906, ete. [by 
| Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
| printed. [No. 80.] 


PROBATION IN THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA. 

Copy presented, of Memorandum on 
_the Probation System as at present in 
force in the United States of America 
|by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


wood; Ferniegain; Frickley ; Frystone | 


(two); Gwersyllt; Halton ; Kirkwood ; 
Law; Moston; Nackerty ; Newmains ; 


Nostall ; Peckfield ; St. Helens; Shire. | 
oiks ; Stock Field ; Tibshelf ; Uddingston ; | 
Vietoria ; Wheldale; Windber ; and, | 


Wollescote Collieries ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Abernethy, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL OPTION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL, 

Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Earl’s Court, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY. 
Petition from Northampton, for pro- 
hibition ; to lie upon the Table. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES (METRIC 
SYSTEM) BILL. 
Petition from the Association of Trade 
Protection Societies, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


VOL, CLXXI. [FourtH SERIEs.] 


| QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
(CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


| Kak 
| Work and Discharges in Chatham 
| Dockyard. 
| Mr. E. H. LAMB (Rochester): To 
;ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
| whether he will appoint a Committee, 
| similar to the one recently appointed for 
| Woolwich Arsenal by the Secretary of 
| State for War, to consider and report 
;}upon how far the work of Chatham 
| Dockyard can be kept more regular, so as 
to xeep the machinery more fully em- 
| ployed and prevent frequent discharges 
| of workmen. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The programme of work for each year is 
| arranged by professional officers of great 
| experience with the object of avoiding 
discharges as far as possible, and the 
Admiralty do not consider that such a 
committee as that suggested by the hon. 
Member would be able to improve in any 
| way upon the existing arrangements. 





Royal Irish Constabulary. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, FE.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state the number of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary on active service in Irelard, 

M 
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and the cost, and the number of pen- 
sioners, and the cost; and whether a 
reduction of the force is in contemplation. 


(duswered by Mir. Birre i.) The Esti- 
mates for the coming year provide for a 
force of 9,969, including officers, at a net 
cost of £915,034. The present number 
of pensions is 7,980, and the cost 
£391,965. The numbers of the Royal 
lrish Constabulary have since 1903 been 
reduced by 1,230, including officers. 
The question of further reducing the 
force, in accordance with the plan 
adopted by the late Government, has 
been before the Irish Government for 
some time, but no decision has yet been 
arrived at. 


State of the Congo. 

Mr. HERBERT (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe): To ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if he will ask 
the Belgian Government when the Com- 
mission appointed to report upon the Law 
affecting the Congo is likely to present its 
Report ; and whether he will, at_ the 
same time, intimate to the Belgian 
Government that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment is not disposed to wait indefinitely 
for a decision in the matter. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
(frey.) 1 would refer the hon. Member 
to the Answer given on the 12th instant 
to the hon. Member for the Tottenham 
Divisionlof Middlesex. + 


1Canada and the Agenda for the Colonial 
Conference. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies what were the terms of the Secre- 
tary of State's cablegram to the Governor- 
General of Canada on 25th September 
last, relative to subjects for discussion at 
the Colonial Conference, and_ the 
Governor -General’s reply __ thereto 
whether these despatches have been laid 
before the Canadian Parliament ; and, if 
so, will he say why they have been 
omitted from the ofticial correspondence 
presented to this House. 

(Ansie red hy Mr. Churchill.) The 
Secretary of State’s telegram of the 25th 
September was as follows : “ Matter most 
urgent. When may reply be expected 





+ See (4) Debates, clxx., 1410-20, 
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to my despatch 22nd February, Colonial 
Conference, paragraph 5.” The despatch 
is printed on pages 3-4 of (Cd. 2975,} 
The Governor-General’s reply, dated 28th 
September, was as follows: “In answer 
to your telegram of 25th September, 
responsible Ministers do not desire at 
the present time to present any new 
subject for discussion at Colonial Con- 
ference.” The Papers laid before the 
Dominion Parliament respecting the 
Colonial Conference have not yet been 
received at the Colonial Office. It did 
not appear to be necessary to include the 
telegrams quoted above in the Papers 
laid before Parliament, in view of th 
terms of paragraph 2 of the Secretary of 
State’s despatch in [Cd. 3337}. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether any reply has been received to 
the Secretary of State’s cablegram to the 
Governor-General of Canada, of 21st 
January last, asking for the names of the 
Ministers and stati who wovld attend the 
Colonial Conference ; and, if so, will he 
give the names of these gentlemen. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) 1 reter 
the hon. Member to my Answer to the 
hon. Member for the Central Division of 
Shettield on the 1&th of February. 


Luncheon Interval in the Board of Works 
ce, Dublin. 
DELANY = (Queen’s 


Mr. County, 


|Ossory): To ask the Secretary to the 


Treasury if he will ask the Board of 
Works, Dublin, to explain how it is that 
the Secretary has instructed an ex- 
policeman to take the time each member 
of the staff returns from lunch, with the 
object of allowing only thirty minutes 
for the purpose; and, considering that 
this policy is not adopted by any office in 
the vicinity of Merrion Street, and that 
it is impossible to expect anyone situated 
as the statf of the Board of Works are, to 
go to an outside restaurant to obtain 
a lunch and return in_half-an-hour, will 
he see that this practice advocated by the 
Secretary is discontinued, 


(Answered by Mr. Ltunciman.) The 
reference is no doubc to a temporary 
messenger in the department who has had 
meritorious service in the Royal Irish 


+ See (4) Debates, clxix., 544. 
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3y order of the Board | accident took place and the advanced age 


this officer takes the time at which each | of Gourlay, he will consider the advisa- 


member of the staff returns from lunch. 
The interval of thirty minutes is that 
usually allowed throughout the public 
service, 


Erection of Houses at Hampton Court— 
Contractors and the Fair Wages Clause. 


Mr. W. TT. WILSON (Lancashire, 
Westhoughton) : To ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works whether he is aware 
that the firm of contractors who are 
carrying out the work required in the 
erection of two houses in the Home 
Park, Hampton Court, do not pay the 
standard rate of wage or observe the 
working rules of the district; and 
whether he will take steps to compel this 
firm to observe the fair wages clause. 


(duswered by Mr. Hurcourt.) I am 
informed that the wages paid by the 
huilders, referred to conform to the fair 
wages Resolution of the House of Com- 
mons, and are at the “rates generally 
accepted as current for competent work- 
men” in the district. I am not aware 
what the “ working rules” are, nor am I 
empowered to interfere on the matter of 
rules unless in the case of sub-letting. 


Publication of Attendances of Members 
of County Councils. 

Mr. W. T. WILSON: To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether it is the duty of a clerk 
to a county council to supply to an 
elector a record of the attendances of a 
member or members at the meetings of a 
county council ; and whether any charge 
ismade when such a record is supplied. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Tam 
not aware of any legal obligation on the 
clerk of a county council to supply this 
information to an elector. 


Sentence on Driver Gourlay. 

Mr. WARDLE (Stockport): To ask 
the Secretary for Scotland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
sentence of five months imprisonment 
passed on driver Gourlay at Edin- 
burgh upon Tuesday last in connee- 
tion with the Arbroath disaster ; and 
whether, in view of the absence of 
Wnanimity among the jury and_ their 
recommendation of leniency, the  ex- 
tenuating circumstances under which the 


bility of 
sentence. 


revising or remitting the 


(Answered hy Mr. Sinclair.) My atten- 
tion has been ealled to this matter, and 
it is receiving consideration. 


Sale of the Bunnahow Estate County 
Galway. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the attention 
of the Commissioners has been directed 
to the circumstances attending the sa'e 
of the grass lands of Bunnahow, Oran- 
more, county Galway, formerly in 
possession of Mr. Robert Thomas Lattery, 
of London; whether he is aware that 
Mr. Lattery surrendered these lands in 
the interest of the small uneconomic 
holders of land in the neighbourhood of 
Gilrae ; could he say if any attempt was 
made to buy up these lands by outsiders 
to the exclusion of the small occupiers ; 
and, having regard to the peace and good 
order of the district, would he advise the 
Commissioners to take such steps as may 
he necessary to see that these small 
occupiers are provided for. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The lands 
in question have been offered for sale to 
the Estates Commissioners, who have 
had them inspected, and have informed 
the owner of the price they are prepared 
to give. <A iarge number of small 
tenants in the neighbourhood have applied 
to the Commissioners for holdings on the 
property, and their applications — will 
receive full consideration in the event 
of the property being acquired. 


Sale of the Lisanoner Ranch Estates, 
County Cavan. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, if 
he will state whether the estate of 
Joseph Bennet, Little Bawnboy, county 
Cavan, known as Lisanoner Ranch, 
has yet been dealt with by the 
Estates Commissioners ; and how many 
evicted tenants is it proposed to put 
upon this untenanted land. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Land 
Judge has notified to the Estates Com- 
missioners that he is prepared to accept 

M 2 








343 Ruilway 


{COMMONS} 


(Contracts) Bill. 344 


the price which they provisionally offered | continues to teach as principal, he will 
for this property, and the Commissioners | 


have accordingly prepared a scheme for 
the re-sale of the estate in fourteen 
parcels, nine of which are for evicted 
tenants. ‘This scheme has been referred 
to an inspector with the object’ of 
obtaining from the selected persons 
undertakings for purchase. 


Father Dolphin and the Principal of 
Doohoma National School. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 


Father Dolphin, P.P., manager — of | 
Doohoma national school, about four 


years ago compelled Mr. Cryan and other 
teachers in his parish to write to the 
local Press renouncing the 
organisation ; and whether there is any- 
thing in their agreement which demands 
such action; and, if not, will they be 


choose to associate themselves with such 
an association. 


Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, seeing the manager of Doohoma 
national school ordered the key to be 
iaken from the principal, Mr. Cryan, on 
the 25th instant, and the children turned 
out of school, he can state whether the 
.sational Commissioners have been re- 
quested to sanction the new appoint- 
ment; and whether a new agreement 
detailing terms of service required by 
the Commissioners’ rules has been 
perfected between the manager and the 
teacher, 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- | 


| 


teacher's | 


order an inquiry into the whole case, or 
the dismissal of the manager, with 
the view of protecting national school 
teachers from managers of schools who 
are outside the control of any authority, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that they have no official information 
upon the subject of these Questions. 


Irish Constabulary and_ Dublin Metro- 
politan Police Recruits. 


Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, 


| if he can state the number of Royal Lrish 
| Constabulary and Dublin Metropolitan 


drawn 
Galway, and 
any, are 
League ; 
recent 


Police recruits that have been 
from Clare, Leitrim, 
Tipperary ; how many, if 
members of the United Irish 


and whether, in view of the 


protected from dismissal should they | remarks made by Judges sf Assizes in 


these counties, he will consider the 
advisability of discontinuing recruiting 
for either of these forces in the counties 
named, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell) The num- 
ber of recruits now in training who have 


| been drawn from the counties named is, 


in the case of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, forty-seven, and, in the case 
of the Dublin Metropolitan Police, four. 
The police authorities have no informa- 
tion as to whether these men were 
members of the United Irish League or 
of any other political body. The 
regulations do not prohibit the admission 
of such persons, There is no intention 


of limiting the area from which police 


tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of IreJand | 


© 


whether he is aware that Father Dolphin, | 


Pane, Doohoma 


manager of 


national | 


school, county Mayo, gave three months’ | 


notice of dismissal to Mr. Cryan, principal | 
the charges being | 


teacher ; that, on 
investigated by the bishop, the dismissal 
was withdrawn on the 6th ult. ; that on 
the 21st ult. the manager wrote to Mr. 
Cryan demanding the key of the school, 
and, on refusal, sent his curate on the 
25th inst. forcibly to evict the principal, 
when Mr. Cryan was assaulted, the 
children ordered cut of the school, and 
the key taken ; and whether, seeing that 
on the following morning the key of the 
school was returned to Mr. Cryan, who 


recruits are drawn. 


RAILWAYS (CONTRACTS) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. LAMBTON (Durham, 5.E.), in 
moving the Second Reading of the Rail 
ways (Contracts) Bill, apologised to hon. 
Members for the Bill’s not being in their 
hands at an earlier date, which, he said, 
was due to the fact that he was not ac- 
quainted with the process of bringing in 
private Members’ Bills. The House would 


' see that it was a modest measure, and was 


of a kind which ought to be brought in 
by a private Member on a Friday after- 
‘noon. It was not an heroic measure, nor 
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did it propose a great change. He did not 
imagine it would entitle him to much glory, 
nor did he hope that a statue would be 
erected in his honour at all the principal 
railway stations on account of it. On the 
other hand, it ought not to excite much 
opposition. He saw there was no objec- 
tion to it even by the Member for the City 
of London, who generally objected to a 


Railways 


measure which was brought forward ona | 


Fridav. 
thought 
on the question of law, and 
very great diflidence in  approach- 
ing questions of that kind. The 
affected the law as to carriers. 


Bill 
There were three classes of carriers— 


In introducing the Bill he 
he ought to say something 
he had 
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carriers without hire, private carriers and | 


common carriers. 
were responsible for loss through gross 


Carriers without hire | 


negligence ; private carriers also were | 


responsible for loss arising through ne- 
glect ; while common carriers were respon 


sible for every kind of loss, except that | : 
ditions laid down by Act of Parliament in 


resulung from act ot God or the 
King’s enemies. 
gratuitous carriers, except to point out 
that even those who carried gratuitously 
for others were liable to pay compensation 


for gross negligence. In 1830, when the 


He need not deal with | 


| an equitable condition. 
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The Lord Chief Justice said it could not 
be considered to be an act of God, 
but it was open to the jury to find a 
verdict for the plaintiff if there was negli- 
gent driving. There was also an owner's 
risk rate, and the question was whether 
the companies at the preset moment, 
under the rates they could levy, were in 
The Bill really 
dealt with the owner’s risk rate, which 
limited the railway companies’ liability as 
common carriers to cases of wilful miscon- 
duct, but he proposed under the Bill to 
make them liable for gross negligence as 
well. It might be said that that was 
dealing with contracts in an arbitrary 
fashion, and violated what was called the 
sanctity of contracts ; but he would point 
out that railway companies were in a 
different position from an ordinary indi- 
vidual, as they enjoyed a monopoly 
granted by Parliament, which gave them 


|an arbitrary position and enabled them 


to force contracts upon people. The con- 


regard to those special contracts, and con- 


| tracting out under the Common Carriers 


Carriers Act was passed, many common | 


carriers tried to limit their liability by 
publishing notices of conditions which 
the Law Courts said were unfair 


| themselves from 


and unjust. ‘That Act was followed up by | 


the Railway and Canal Trattie Acts 
of 1854 and 1894, and under them the 
railway companies were by law to be 
regarded as common earriers. At the 
same time they were able to contract 
themselves out of their liability as 
common carriers. 
the sanction of Parliament, they were 
allowed to charge two rates. 
first was the ordinary rate, which made 


them common carriers, and under which | 


they were liable for every loss, except 
those occasioned by act of God or by 
the King’s enemies. Those twoexceptions 


The | 


| were caused by wilful misconduct. 


At present, under | 


Act, were limited to cases which could be 
proved to be just and reasonable. He 
asked was it just and reasonable that a 
company should be able to exonerate 
acts caused by gross 


negligence on the part of their 
own servants? He did not think 
anyone would say that was a 


principle that ought to be enforced. 
The question of wilful misconduct 
was very difficult to prove or to deal 
with. Goods sent at owner’s risk might 
be treated in a way that was grossly 
negligent, although there was no wilful 
misconduct. Damage done by a railway 
company’s servants through gross negli- 
gence might be quite as injurious as If It 
He 
did not wish to bring before the 
House specific cases based on private 


'information, because it would be diffi- 


| cult to discuss their merits. 


were not of much practical importance in | 


this country. The idea of danger from 


the King’s enemies, so long as_ the | 


Government kept up the Navy, was 
not to be apprehended. 
God under our climatie conditions was not 


Also an Act of | 


He would, 
however, take complaints laid by the 
Midlands Chamber of Commerce against 
certain railway companies, in which it was 
contended that the latter since 1902 had 
been very arbitrary in their proceedings 


'with regard to damage to goods carried 


such that they need have any fear of. | 


He noticed, however, that a claim was 
made the other day on the ground that 
a motor-omnibus skidded on a greasy 


at owner's risk rates, and that traders 
were not treated as they should be. The 
railway companies replied that of the 
eleven cases brought forward three had 


road, which was said to be an act ot God. | reference to explosives for which they 








347 Railways 


could not be expected to pay compensa- 
tion, because they were carried at owner's 
risk. In one case, however, some car- 
tridges were left out in the rain all night 
without covering. Some blunders were 
worse than crimes, and he said that to 
leave such goods out all night was gross 
negligence, and equally injurious as it 
there had been wilful misconduct. The 
railway companies said that traders 
ought not to grumble, because, after all, 
there were two rates—the ordinary and 
the owner's risk rates—and they could 
choose between them. But, as a matter 
of fact, traders had not, in certain cases, 
got the choice, in consequence of the keen 
competition existing. One case struck his 
attention, and that had reference to the 
sending of flowers from Glasgow to Lon- 
don. There was an extremely small 
difference between the two rates, but, 
flowers being a perishable commodity, it 
was essential that under stress of com- 
petition they should be got to the market 
early. The railway companies pointed 
out that a good deal of delay and injury 
was caused by the way in which traders 
sent their goods, and, no doubt, they had 
some ground for that complaint. He 
might take the case of Sandown. If the 
precise locality was not specified a sporting 
porter might send the goods to the place 
where races were held, while a consump- 
tive porter would send them to Sandown, 
Isle of Wight. The trader, under those 
circumstances, must risk the idiosyncra- 
cies of the railway porters. The railway 
companies, he was informed, had added 
greatly to the number of articles which 
must be sent at owner's risk. Therefore, 
the traders were unable, in more cases 
than ever, to obtain compensation unless 
they could prove wilful misconduct. 
Since 1902 there had been a Joint Claims 
Committee to deal with claims, and cases 
were not considered on their merits. The 
companies had by combining done away 
with that competition which in the old 
days used to give some protection 
against arbitrary action. The com- 
panies objected to an amendment of 
the law in this respect. A number of 
substitutes for “ wilful misconduct,” or 
“ gross negligence,” had been proposed, 
but not being a lawyer he was not 
concerned about words. 





geuce,” and the words “negligence of a 

serious character” had been suggested ; 

but he was not caring about the form 
Mr. Lambton. 
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companies objected to “culpable negli- | 
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of words so long as the principle of 
the Bill was made manifest. Any form 
of words which would carry out the 
principle would be acceptable to him. He 
maintained that it was not just and 
reasonable to exclude gross negligence 
from the sphere of liability. He hoped 
that the House had been able to follow, 
to some extent, the case he had brought 
forward, and would give the Bill 
a Second Reading and send it to the 
Grand Committee on Trade. The Bill 
was not ambitious. It was brought in 
in the interests of traders and of the 
railway companies of the country. He 
had tried to be strictly impartial. Of 
course he recognised that traders never 
would be satisfied with rates. No one 
ever was satisfied with rates of any sort 
or taxes. He would be glad, however, if 
his proposals conduced to a more friendly 
and sociable feeling between traders and 
the great carrying companies. For the 
benefit of all it was essential to remove 
from the minds of the traders the sus- 
picion that the railway companies were 
treating them unreasonably. He begged 
to move. 


*Mr. HOOPER (Dudley), in seconding 
the Motion, said that the first thing the 
House had a right to ask was that the 
promotion of the Bill should state the 
exact grievance, explain the proposed 
remedy, and say to what extent the 
trading community of the country 
affirmed the grievance and approved 
the remedy. The grievance was that 
in regard to merchandise carried at 
owner's risk the railway companies were 
relieved from liability for damage or 
detention, except it was proved that 
either arose from “ wilful —miscon- 
duct” on the part of the companies 
servants. The traders said that it was 
practically impossible to prove that even 
though private detectives were sent with 
each consignment of goods, because, even 
though they might witness acts of negli- 
gence they could not diagnose the porter'’s 
mind and prove the motive controlling 
his actions. The railway companies, 
therefore, were practically immune from 
all liability except in a few isolated cases, 
no matter how careless their servants 
might be. Traders affirmed under those 
circumstances that to throw upon them 
the onus of proving “ wilful misconduct’ 


was harsh, unreasonable, and unfair. 
That shortly was the grievance. As to 
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the remedy, they asked the House by this ; graph 64 of their. Report the Committee 


Bill to approve what he admitted was 


an important principle—that all rail- | 


way companies in the handling of 
merchandise in course of transit should 
ba responsible for acts of gross careless- 
ness on the part of their servants; and 
that they should not have the power, 


under any circumstances, to contract 
themselves out of that obligation. The 
traders submitted that railway com- 


panies had had granted to them, from time 
to time, great privileges ; that they had 
practically a monopoly of transit, and held 
in their hands the trade life of the 
country. They contended that with 
those privileges there were allied certain 
obligations on the part of the railway 
companies, one of which was that in the 
handling of traders’ goods they should 
exercise reasonable care, and that power 
to contract out of that obligation ought 
to be refused. The practical effect of 
the Bill, if passed, would be that in 


the owner's risk contracts, the words 
“wilful misconduct” would be elimin- 
ated, and in their stead would be 
substituted “gross negligence.” The 


benefit to traders of that would be 
this. At the present moment when a 
trader brought a claim in a Court 
of law the Judge would not allow the 
case to go before a jury unless wilful 
misconduct could be proved. It was prac- 
tically impossible to prove that and in 
consequence it was almost impossible to 
get a case before a jury. If, on the other 
hand, the railway company were liable 
for acts of gross negligence, then it would 
follow that where an act could be proved 
from which it could be reasonably inferred 
that there had been gross negligence, the 
Judge would be bound to let the case go 
to a jury, and it would be for the jury to 
determine whether upon the facts proved 
gross negligence had been committed. He 
would pray in aid of that contention the 
Report of the Departmental Committee 
(appointed by the late Government) which 


sat to consider the fruit industry and | 


issued its Report in 1905, That Com- 


mittee took a great mass of evidence | 
| proved the remedy. Further, no less than 


from the railway companies on the one 
hand, and the traders on the other, and 
among the many questions submitted to 
them for consideration was the question 
of the owner’s risk contract with the 
“‘wilful misconduct ” clause. 


stated— 


“That the exemption of a company from 


| liability unless ‘wilful misconduct’ is proved 


is too stringent a condition, for in hardly any 
case would it be possible for a consignee to 
obtain the necessary evidence, as that would 
have to be derived from the servants of the 
company itself. ‘They consider that the term 
‘culpable negligence’ should be substituted 
for ‘ wilful misconduct.—” 


The Bill practically adopted that recom- 
mendation, and he thought he would 
receive the assent of the House when he 
said that the attitude of the traders in 
the matter could not be considered 
unreasonable, when they could call in aid 
the Report of an impartial tribunal 
which made that recommendation after 
hearing evidence both from the railway 
companies and from the traders. He 
thought he would be able to shew, by 
overwhelming evidence, that the traders 
altirmed the grievance and approved the 
remedy. No less than thirty-nine 
chambers of commerce in all parts of the 
country, including those of London, Liver- 
pool, Manchester, Birmingham, Aberdeen, 
and his own constituency Dudley—repre- 
senting almost all the important industrial 
centres of the country—had given their re- 
cognition to the principle of the Bill. In 
addition to that, on the 13th of October 
last a conference was held, at the West- 
minster Palace Hotel, of representatives 
of the chambers of commerce of the 
United Kingdom, for the purpose of 
considering the grievance and its remedy. 
At that conference 150 representatives 
of the trade of the country met, at a 
great sacrifice of time and money, 
and gave unanimous expression to the 
widespread nature of the grievance, and 
approved the remedy now before the 
House. Furthermore, the Associated 
Chambers of Commerce last week held 
their annual meeting under the presi- 
dency of his hon. friend the Member 
for the Rotherham Division of York- 
shire. They represented about 100 
chambers of commerce, and spoke in no 
uncertain voice as to the widespread 
nature of the grievance, and they also ap- 


forty Chambers of Agriculture and thirty- 
two trade associations, including the 
British Iron Trade Association, and the 


great trade-protection societies, had 


In para-| approved, by resolution or otherwise, of 
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the principle of the Bill, and had 
spoken of the widespread character 
of the grievance. The House, there- 
fore, would agree that behind the 
principle of the Bill was a_ great 
volume of trade opinion. It might 
be asked how was it that the 
question had become suddenly acute, 
having regard to the fact that the 
owners risk rate had been in use for so 
many years. ‘The answer was simple. 
It was, that prior to 1902 the railway 
companies individually settled the claim 
of the individual trader, and that to some 
extent the trader had the benefit of the 
competition between the railway com- 
panies. The attitude of the railway 
companies before 1902 in regard to the 
payment of these claims was that while 
they were protected by the “wilful 
misconduct ” clause, and were not legally 
liable in any case, yet where they were 
satisfied that gross negligence had been 
committed by their servants, they would 
acknowledge the claim of a trader and 
compensate him as an act ot grace while 
denying liability. On the whole, although 
there might have been some grumbling 
here and there, that system provided a 
fair working basis, and generally gave 
satisfaction to the traders. But in 1902 
the railway companies entered into a 
combine which had been referred to, and, 
as a result, had set up a Central Claims 
Committee. No railway was allowed to 
settle the claims independently, and the 
Central Claims Committee had insisted 
more strongly on the strict legal rights 
of the companies, and had enforced 
them more rigidly than before. If there- 
fore the Bill passed into law its practical 
effect would be to restore the practice 
which obtained up to 1902, with this 
exception, that traders would be enabled 
then to claim as a right that which prior 
to 1902 was given as a matter of grace. 
It was necessary for the information of 
the House, in order that they might form 
a judgment on the issue, that he should 
say one or two words on the main argu- 
ments which would be used by the 
railway companies in support of their 
position. As he understood, the rail- 
way companies said they had two rates 
—one the company’s risk rate under 
which they accepted responsibility, and 
the other the owner's risk rate. If there- 
fore the traders did not like the conditions 
attaching to owner's risk rates, why did 
they not send their goods under the com- 


Mr. Hooper. 
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pany’s risk rates? On the face of it that 
seemed a very fair and reasonable argu- 
ment ; butacloser examination showed that 
it was fallacious. The traders said they 
had practically no alternative, because tlie 
companies’ rate was in many Cases so 
much higher than the owner’s risk rate 
as to make it, owing to the exigencies 
of trade competition, compulsory upon 
them to send their goods by the lower 
rate, in spite of the conditions. On that 
point he would again refer to the Report 
of the Committee on the fruit industries, 
in paragraph 56 of which it said that 
the disparity existed in some cases 
to the extent of 50 per cent., and 
there were cases cited where the dif- 
ference was 100 per cent. He had 
information from traders which showed 
that the difference ranged from a very 
small percentage up to 200 per cent, 
He would quote on that point the 
judgment of Lord Justice Lindley in 
the case of Manchester, Sheffield and 
Lincoln Railway 7. Brown. Lord Jus- 
tice Lindley said :— 

“In the case now before the Court the 
plaintiff was a fish merchant sending his fish 
to market, and practically he was compelled to 
send his goods at the lower rate. It is true he 
was not compelled to do so by the railway 
company, but it is plain that unless the plain- 
tiff sent his fish as cheaply as he could he 
would be undersold in the market by his com- 
petitors in trade. ” 

That was just the traders’ contention. 
He desired further to state that the 
traders of the country viewed with in- 
creasing anxiety the action of the rail- 
way companies in saying that certain 
classes of goods could only be carried 
under the owner’s risk rate, and un- 
less the traders sent them under that 
rate they would not carry them at all. 
Another argument used by the railway 
companies was that if traders sent their 
goods at company’s risk, the increased 
rate for freight would be in excess of their 
losses under the owner’s risk rate, and 
therefore, after all, the traders were the 
gainers. To that the traders replied that 
where the company’s risk rate was in 
excess of the owner's risk rate to an ex- 
tent beyond a percentage necessary to 
cover claims, the company’s rate was 
fictitious and arbitrary. He could prove 
that by a concrete case from the evivence 
and report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee. In paragraph 63 they found, 
and indeed it was admitted by the 
railway companies, that 5 per cent. 
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added to the owner’s risk rate would 
be a fair percentage to cover average 
losses for claims. Consequently hon. 
Members would naturally suppose that 
the company’s risk rate would be owner's 


risk rate plus 5 per cent. to cover | 
claims, but the Committee found in some | 


eases the percentage was no less than 50 
per cent. higher, which showed how arbi- 
trary, unreasonable, and unfair the 
company’s risk rate was. They might be 
asked what quid pro quo the traders were 
willing to give the railway companies 
for the lower rate quoted to them. It 
was quite fair that if the railway com- 
panies undertook to carry traders’ goods 
at lower rates they should receive a 
quid pro quo, and the traders said they 
were willing to relieve the railway com- 
panies from the common law liability 
as carriers and from the liability for 
accidents if the cause of such accidents 


was ordinary negligence. But where the | 


accidents were the consequence of 
gross negligence the railway companies 
ought not to ask for any relief. The 
distinction between ordinary and gross 
negligence was well understood in law, 
and it would be for a jury to determine 
whether the facts constituted 
negligence. He ought, in fairness to the 


railway companies, to say that they did | 


to-day in some extreme cases pay traders’ 
claims, although they were not legally 
compelled to do so under the terms of the 
owner's risk contracts. They paid the 
claims but denied liability. But the 
traders said they did not wish to come 
cap in hand and ask as a matter of grace 
that to which they were entitled ss of 
right. The railway companies made the 
strong assertion that the owner’s risk 
rate was a boon to the trader in that he 
was enabled to pack his goods less care- 


fully and more economically than he | 


would be enabled to do under the com- 
pany srisk rate. But that fact was taken 
into consideration in the classification of 
the goods, and an increased charge was 
made according to the classification. 
fraders, therefore, could not see that it 
Was any argument for the railway 
companies to say, “If you send your 
goods not properly packed we ure 
entitled to be grossly negligent.” While 
he thought it his duty to put these 
arguments, he rested his case upon the 
broad principle that the railway com- 
panies which had now practically a 
monopoly ought not to be allowed under 
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any circumstances to contract them- 
seives out of their liability for gross 
|negligence. He thought that to allow 
|them to do so must produce slack- 
|ness in management and be detrimental 
to the trading community. There 
| was one other point. Objection had 
| been taken to the Bill on the ground 
that it was another piece of grand- 
‘motherly legislation, and that it did 
_ violence to the great principle of freedom 
| of contract between adults. He admitted 
that principle and its importance, but the 
principle itself rested on the assumption 
|that it operated in the interests of the 
|community at large, and if it could be 
| proved in any given circumstances that 
|the principle clashed with the interests 
| of the community, then to that extent the 
| principle must give way and an exception 
'be established. It was not necessary, 
however, for him to prove that the 
contractual relations between railway 
/companies and traders constituted such 
un exception, for Parliament had already 
interfered in respect to these very con- 
tracts, saying to the railway companies, 
“Thou shalt not do this,” and “thou 
| shalt not do that.” Let him sketch in a 
few brief sentences for the information 
of the House what Parliament had 
heretofore done. Prior to 1830 the 
common carriers of the day sought to 
limit their common law liability by 
issuing publie notices to the effect that 
they would not be liable under certain 
conditions. So prevalent did that 
custom become that Parliament  inter- 
vened on behalf of the traders and passed 
the Carriers Act of 1830, which prescribed 
| that no such notice should be valid, but 
at the same time gave the carrier 
'a right to enter into special contracts 
with particular traders with regard to 
the carriage of their goods. There 
'were several legal decisions, and it 
|was ultimately held in the law 
‘courts that when a railway company 
| sent a printed set of conditions to a trader, 
iand he received it, it amounted to a 
special contract, although he had_ not 
agreed thereto and had even protested. It 
was in consequence of those legal decisions 
‘that Parliament again intervened and 
passed the Railway and Canal Traffie Act 
of 1854, Section 7 of which governed the 
|ease to-day. That section said in effect 
| that such contracts must not only be in 
| writing but signed, and the conditions 
'must be such as a Judge or a Court 


| 
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deemed just and _ reasonable. 
special contracts, the owner’s risk contracts 
with their “ wilful misconduct” clause, 
had been taken before the Judges, who 
had decided in favour of the railway 
company ; consequently the traders had 
come to the House, and placed their case 
before it as the highest tribunal. In conelu- 
sion, he would like to say that the Bill had 
not been conceived in any spirit hostile to 
the railway companies. He recognised 
that railway companies were trading 
concerns and not philanthropic institu- 
tions. But he held say that they did not 
stand on the same footing as ordinary 
trading corporations. They had had 
great privileges conferred upon them by 
Parliament, and allied to those great 
privileges were great responsibilities to 
the community at large. He thanked 
the House for the patience with which 
they had listened to him. He had 
endeavoured to compress his arguments 
as much as possible compatible with the 
clear elucidation ot the case, and he now 
begged to second the Motion. 


Railways 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time. 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said he recognised the spirit in 
which the mover and seconder of the 
Bill had advocated its acceptance by 
House, and he was glad to note 
concluding words of the speech of the 
hon. Member for Dudley, in which he dis- 
claimed any special hostility to the railway 
companies. 


{COMMONS} 


Those | had attended their meetings, and if the 





| of anybody else. 
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companies’ voting power ad been jn 
proportion to the volume of their capital, 
Probably, if that had been the case, the 
verdict might have gone the other way, 
As was very well known, it had been found 
almost impossible to organise any «hare- 
holders so as to establish their }» litical 
or economic power in anything like pro- 
portion to the tremendous interests they 
represented, But, after all, their money 
was risked in an industry, and the 
shareholder in a railway was entitled 
to at least as much consideration 
other traders whose money was risked 
for the benefit of the genera! community. 
Another thing was, that if it was to be 
a question of presuming gross negligence, 
and should this Bill pass it would nearly 
amount to presumption in some cases, 
where there was no evidence of negli 
gence, it was to be borne in mind 
that the servants of railway  com- 
panies were not more addicted to habits 
of gross negligence than the servants 
There was no greater 
reason for presuming gross negligence 
in their case than in that of others. He 
hoped that, with that initial disclaimer 


as all 


or declaration, he might be permitted to 


| celved 


the | 
the | 


He felt also that, in rising | 


to state the case of the railway companies, | 


he had to appeal to the known generosity 
of the House towards the advocates of 
unpopular causes. He did not plead 
guilty to having a deservedly unpopular 
cause, but he had to recognise what had 


happened recently in the House when | 
anything was demanded by the trade | 


unions or by the chambers of commerce 
as against the railways. Although 
chambers of commerce were useful and 
representative bodies, yet it must be borne 
in mind that for the purposes of this dis- 
pute they were parties to the litigation 
and could not be treated as umpires, 
and what they said should not be taken 
as the last word on the subject. The 


findings of the chambers of commerce | 


were very different from what 
might have been if the railway companies 


Mr. Hooper. 


they | 


say what the railway companies con- 
to be their case. The traders 
should not be allowed to be judges in 
their own cause. The hon. Member for 
Dudley had made the important admis 
sion that even at the present time, 
notwithstanding the existence of the Joint 
Claims Committee, the railway companies 
ina very large number of cases did stop 
short of insisting on the exaction of their 
full rights, and that they did pay in 
respect of claims which, under the strict 
terms of the owner's risk clause, they 
might very justly and legally repudiate. 
He was glad of that admission. If it was 
to be a question that freedom of con- 
tract must go, let them remember 
that railway companies themselves did 
not enjoy the rights of free contract. A 
railway company was not entitled to say, 
“We will get from you all the rates we 
can,” because they were limited in respect 
of the amount they could take, for the 
reason that the State imposed a maximum 
rate. Again, the railway companies were 
obliged to charge the same rate to all 
traders, and could not give preference to 
one over another, In those initial and 
most important respects railway com- 
panies had been deprived of the right ot 
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entering into what was called free con- 
tract. It was not on the basis of free 
contract, however, that they were going 
to argue the question. There were 
other considerations which appeared to 
him to be the true reason why, if at all, 
the House should interfere. It had been 
attempted to be argued that owner's risk 
terms were so favourable to traders, or 
rather were so wide apart from the 
carriers’ risk terms, that the higher rate 
paid under the carriers’ risk terms was not 
really a true alternative at all. The hon. 
Member for Dudley had quoted Lord Jus- 
tice Lindley, but those who read the virile 
observations of Lord Bramwell in the 
same case would see how he, at all events, 
brushed aside that kind of argument. 
The lower rate terms, which constituted 
the owner’s risk clause, could not at one 
and the same time be so intolerably 
unjust as to demand a remedy from the 
House, and also be so good that they 
put the alternative in the shade and 
altogether out of sight. If it was to be 
argued as a case of two alternatives, one 
of which might be described as altogether 
oat of sight, and therefore of no use at 
all to the parties, the companies were 
entitled to ask which was to be the 
datum line? Was this a Bill to get 
rid by a side wind, and without avowing 
real purpose, of the maximum rate 
created by Parliament with such gigantic 
labour and with the exercise of such 
splendid skill and judicial faculty as was 
involved in the inquiries of 1888 and 
1892? Which was to be the datum line ? 
It must be borne in mind that the carriers’ 
risk rate was admittedly less than the 
maximum rate in practically every case, 
and that maximum rate was _ fixed, 
after very close inquiry by Parliament, 
so recently as fourteen years ago. The 
position was that, starting from that 
datum line, in the great majority of cases 
the railway companies had given traders 
the alternative of taking owner’s risk 


Its 


rates at a diminution from the rate 
in their favour greater than the 


diminution which represented the cost 
of insurance. Therefore the trader was 
really in a position, under the owner's 
risk contract, even if he took the whole 
of the risk of the company’s “ gross 
negligence,” of having got more into his 
pocket than the burden of insuring 
against that “gross negligence” would 
lay upon him, The traders contended 
that competition among themselves de- 
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stroyed the value of the alternative rate. 
But how did it operate to do so? It was 
so good that it tempted them to keep the 
money in their pocket, and shirk the 
obligation of insurance. ‘The result was 
that they did not insure ; yet they came 
to the House and after having received 
from the companies the money for the 
premiuin on that insurance, claimed to be 
allowed to keep that money in their 
pockets, and still to be in the position that 
they would have occupied if they had 
effected the insurance. That was how the 
companies could put the case if they chose 
to take the extreme point of view. What 
the railway companies feared was the great 
ambiguity of the words “ gross negli- 
gence.” The President of the Board of 
Trade, being the acute man they knew 
him to be, was quick to seize upon that 
ditticulty at the interview he was kind 
enough to give to the railway companies 
in one of the committee rooms of the 
House. As he had said, there was no 
necessary presumption that railway 
servants were more likely to be guilty of 
negligence than anybody else. Parliament 
ought not to encourage the idea that the 
disappointment of a trader, or the amount 
of damage which he suffered, was 
the necessary measure of the negligence 
of which anyone had been guilty. He 
could understand that the trader who sent 
by rail cut flowers, or strawberries or 
season fruit, and who lost his market by 
delay, would be very indignant, but his 
indignation was not of itself evidence, 
although it was indignation with which 
they all sympathised. They all wanted 
to get their goods sent at low 
rates at possible and without delay, 
but the indignation felt when one was 
disappointed could not be accepted as con- 
clusive evidence of negligence, or of any- 
thing like gross negligence by anybody. 
He had looked through the list 
of eleven cases which had been 
referred to, and he found that except in 
one or two of them there was practically 
no evidence available at all. In all 
those cases, however, it was the f 


as 


fact 
that such evidence as there was must be 
in the possession of the railway company 
itself. That was the direction, if he 
might respectfully point it out, where 
possibly something in the nature of a 
remedy might be found, if they looked at 
the consequences which flowed from that 
necessary state of things. He did not 
known what would result if the railway 
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companies were to say that they would 
accept the provisions of the Bill. It 
must be borne in mind that the Bill, not 
content with abolishing the supposed 
freedom of contract, made it impossible 
for the railway companies to say, “If you 
do not like these conditions we will offer 
you others.” it closed the door to any 
alteration at the instance of the railway 
companies themselves. If they withdrew 
the owner's risk rate, that would be an 
unreasonable interfering with the rates, 
which would bring them under the terms 
of the Railway and Canal Commis- 
sion Act. Again, there was a similar 
provision against anything like altering 
the amount to be paid under the owner’s 
risk rates. That made it very ditticult 
for the railway companies to say that 
they would on any terms agree to the 
Bill. Of course it was obvious that they 
must leave themselves, as he had begun 
by saying, to the generosity of the House. 
He felt quite certain that they were safe 
in leaving themselves to the justice of the 
House; and anybody must be able to 
see that there were possible conditions 
upon which the issue might be equitably 
settled. The right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade had 
himself said that it ought to be possible 
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to find a better form of words than 
“gross negligence” There were other 


possible alternatives which he could 
only hint at. In truth, he thought it was 
better perhaps not to look at the past, for 
when traders said that they had suffered 
the railway companies replied that they 
had been very well paid for it. The 
traders, however, denied that, and inquiry 
into that part of the subject had now 
become unprofitable. There was a higher 
position altogether to be taken up, and 
that was, what did public policy require ? 
He could quite conceive its being said, 
and very cogently advocated, though 
perhaps not in any legal sense, but still 
in a sense which interested legislators, 
that it was not in accordance with public 
policy that any persons in the realm 
should be allowed to contract themselves 
out of the consequences of their gross 
negligence. That was what they might 
call the extreme case at one end of the 
scale. The hon. Member for Dudley had 
talked about the unreasonable require- 
ments of the companies about packing. 
That was at the other end of the scale, 
He did not think it would be contended 
that the House should artifically assist 


Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
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those who by imperfect packing of their 
goods subjected railway servants all along 
the line, as well as the servants of the con- 
signees and the carting agents, to excep- 
t onal temptations. ‘That wasanother object 
which Parliament ought not to make 
the subject of a special legislative effort. 
The railway companies submitted them- 
selves in all respects to the sense of 
justice which animated the House, and 
they asked hon. Members to remember 
that although the chambers of commerce 
had demanded this reform there were 
many reasons why it should not be 
conceded in the way the Bill had been 
formulated. Although it might be true 
that by reason of their great wealth the 
railway companies were all powerful, 
the traders throngh the chambers of 
commerce were powerful in a way which 
made it practically impossible to resist 
their demands. After all, railway com- 
panies were traders and were entitled to 
justice from the House. They thought 
it was quite possible to find some other 
equitable solution of the claim, and he 
hoped the President of the Board of 
Trade would give them the assistance 
of his department and experience in 
finding that solution. 


*Mr. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, Rush- 
cliffe) supported the Second Reading of 
the Bill. They had heard the case of 
the traders presented by the mover 
of the Bill and its supporter, and the 
case of the railway companies presented 
by the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
with all the acumen and legal training 
which he possessed and in his position 
as a railway director. The discussion 
brought back old memories. The 
House could not be better employed 
on a Friday afternoon than in quietly 
and moderately discussing such a matter. 
Were the great railway systems of 
the country manned and worked in a 
manner which tended to promote the 
social welfare of the community } The 
railway companies stood in an entirely 
exceptional position, and that fact should 
never be forgotten. It had been forgotten 
too much in the past. Every railway 
company was the creation of Parliament, 
and had to come to the House for its 
powers. He had been looking into the 
record of the old Committees, and he 
found that Mr. Gladstone was Chairman 
of one great Railway Committee in 1844 
which inquired into the position of the 
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railway companies. The Act of 1844, 
jssued from the Report of that Committee, 
and the preamble of that Act ran— 
“Whereas it is expedient that the conces. 
sions of new lines of railways should be subject 
to such conditions as are hereinafter contained 
for the benefit of the public.” 


They had heard a good deal about 
traders, but he wanted to speak solely 
from the point of view of the public. 
The right hon. Member for the Hallam 
Division had said that traders should 
not be the judges in their own case. 
That was not exactly the position, 
because the House of Commons were 
the judges. The situation reminded 
him of what happened in 1892, when 
railway companies made an extra- 
ordinary abuse of their powers. A Com- 
mittee was appointed, and in 1894 they 
presented a very strong Report to the 
House. They investigated the whole 
question of the manner in which railway 
companies had exercised the powers given 
them by the Acts of 1891 and 1892. 
Any one who read through that Report 
would conclude that the railway com- 
punies were then tried and found wanting. 
Then, as to-day, it was found that a joint 
committee of railway managers had been 
formed to promote concerted action by 
those great corporations, and thus to 
vitiate the protection given to the public | 
by each case being decided on its own 
merits. The right hon. Member for the | 
Hallam Division had said that the share- 
holders were badly organised, and could | 
ot present their case ; but railway boards | 
and their railway associations _ pre- | 
sented an example of most complete and | 
powerful trade unionism. The joint 
committee of railway managers in 18?1 
wrived at certain conditions which were 
not disclosed when the Act of 1892 was 
passed, and had they been disclosed, 
that Act would have been framed in | 
quite a different way. The Select Com- | 
wittee in 1893 reported that-— 








“Tn view, however, of the action of the railway 
companies, and of the alarms felt by traders 
as to the future, they are of opinion that 
matters canuot be lett as they now are, and 
that some greater security should be provided 
against unreasonable increases of rates within 
the maximum charves fixed by recent Acts of 
Parliament as the minimum protection to 
which traders are entitled. Your Committee 
are also of opinion that traders should be pro- 
tected against the imposition of unreasonable 
conditions of transport on risk notes and 
otherwise.” 
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Very little had been done since 1893— 
during the last fourteen years—and 
therefore he welcomed this Bill as an in- 
stalment. It must be borne in mind that 
in 1865a Royal Commission, of which the 
then Duke of Devonshire was head, laid 
down that it was the right and duty of 
Parliament whenever a railway company 
applied for increased powers to see how 
far it had exercised the powers it already 
possesse |. They all acknowledged that 
railway companies had rights, but those 
rights were founded on Acts of Parlia- 
ment in which certain conditions were 
implied and imposed, and the House must 
see that they were observed in a reason- 
able manner. In 1882 the then Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade put some 
foolish stipulations into an Act of Parlia- 
ment in regard to electric lighting which 
delayed the development of electric 
lighting in this country for years. He 
did not wish to see unreasonable restric- 
tions, but he held that in the matter of 
railways they should watch very jealously 
the powers which were given by Parlia- 
ment and see that the conditions under 
which they were granted were carefully 
fulfilled. He gathered from the con- 


| cluding sentences of the speech of the 


right hon. Member for the Hallam 
Division that there was a possibility of a 
If they went to a division 
he would support the Second Reading, 
although he gathered from the 
promoters that they were not wedded 
particular form of words. 
If, however, some other way of carrying 
out the main purpose and object of the 
Bill could be found, he for one would 
support it. He hopel they would hear 
the view of the President of the Board of 
Trade on the question as speaking for the 
Government. 


modus rirendi, 


CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping) said that in view of the moderation 
with which the hon. Members who 
moved and seconded the Bill had ex- 
pressed themselves it should not be 
impossible for the railway companies 
and the traders to come together and 
discover some modus rivendi, ‘The object 
of all who represented the railway 
companies should be to remove suspicion 
from the minds of those who had dealings 
with them. He hoped that as time 
went on they would be able to prove 
to the House that their great object 
was to be of use to the community, 
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while at the same time acting fairly to 
those who had entrusted them with the 
spending of their money. While there 
were two rates—one at owner's risk 
and the other at company’s risk—the 
owner's risk rate was entirely voluntary. 
That fact was referred to by the hon. 
Member for Dudley, who said, “ Yes, 
it is perfectly true that it is voluntary, 
but you must remember that there 
now sits a powerful board in London, 
and that they are, practically speaking, 
too much for the small trader who finds 
fault with his voluntary rate.” In 
answer to that he would point out 
that in the last six months in connection 
with the company which he had _ the 
honour to represent there were over 
3,000 claims in regard to owners’ risk 
contracts, and only one was for over £50. 
county court jurisdiction now extended 
to cases where the amount involved was 
£100, so that the means of redress open 
to the owner who thought he was 
aggrieved owing to the negligent hand- 
ling of his goods was cheap. The trader 
could take his case to the county court, 
and the fact that the railway com- 
panies had a joint committee in London 
did not really affect him at all. He 
was sorry that the right hon. Member 
for the Rushcliffe Division had gone 
back forty years to look for the misdeeds 
of railway companies. Would it be 
impossible in his own career to discover 
some little acts which could not be 


defended ? 


*\Mr. ELLIS said the Committee of 


1893 reported the misdeeds of 1892-3. 


CoLoneEL LOCKWOOD J said he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman went 
back to 1865. He honestly confessed 
that blameless as he looked upon himself 
now, he would be sorry to go back forty 
years to the salad days of youth, and 
say that he never did anything wrong. 
Railway companies when they started 
their career did exercise powers which 
they would not attempt to exercise now 
in view of the present temper of the 
House of Commons. If these contracts 
were to be altered—and it was a very 
good thing that it was in the power oi 
the House to alter and vary them—the 
House ought to remember the liabilities 
of the railway companies under their 
present contracts, and view the contracts 
in the light of modern times. They 

Colonel Lockwood. 
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surely would not ask that all the onus 
should be put on the company and none 
on the trader. He could not explain 
that to the House better than in the 
words of Sir Charles Owens, a member 
of the deputation to the President of the 
Board of Trade. He said— 

‘We have said to the traders, if you will 
relieve us, the railway companies, of liabilities 
A, B, C, and D, we, en the otber hand, will 
reduce your rates by the amount X. That is 
a business proposition. But J venture to 
sugvest it is the reverse of a business pro- 
position if the trader brings ina Bill to the 
House and sugeests that while the rate is still 
to be reduced by X, the liabilities A, B, C, and 
D, or one of them, is to be transferred back 
from the shoulders of the trader to the 
shoulders of the railway company. Surely, 
in Common justice, if a trader wishes to retire 
from an absolutely voluntary contract, both 
parties to that contract should be left tree to 
enter into another contract, but one party to 
that contract should not be relieved ot obliga- 
tions on the one hand, while they remain on 
the shoulders of the company on the other.” 


That was what the companies felt. In 
regard to gross or wilful negligence, legal 
definitions had been given to them, but it 
seemed to him open to doubt whether it 
could be accurately defined. Words had 
been suggested to the Board of Trade, and 
in his reply the President of the Board 
would no doubt state whether or not his 
advisers thought those words sutticient. 
If they were sufficient, something would 
be gained upon which an understanding 
could be arrived at between the traders 
and the railway companies. 


*Mr. BEALE (Ayrshire, 8.) said he 
would speak on the question from the 
point of view of a lawyer. He repre 
sented a large constituency in which there 
were many traders who took one side ot 
the question, and there were others who 
were interested on the other side as 
railway proprietors. Therefore, _ his 
interest in the question was to help in 
finding, if possible, a way out of the 
ditticulty with which they were faced 
The proposition in the Bill was practi- 
cally to substitute “ gross negligence ” for 
“wilful misconduct ” in the present con- 
tract notes employed by the railway 
companies. He was quite alive to the 
difficulty in which hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site who represented the railway com- 
panies were placed by the necessity which 
had arisen for the introduction of a detini- 
tion of “gross negligence.” It appeared 
to him that the railway companies had 
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had it in their power to avoid the neces- 
sity of any such definition at all, and yet 
to meet the reasonable requirements of 
traders who had brought forward this 

ill, for the railway companies had got 
it declared in the Courts that a contract 
which in terms exonerated them from 
everything except “ wilful misconduct ” 
was a lawful contract which would be 
upheld. He believed the railway com- 
panies Were very fortunate in getting such 
decisions. He thought it was brought 
about by a certain straining of the Act on 
the part of the Courts. If the railway 
companies had taken a liberal view and 
held that a line between “ wilful miscon- 
duct ” and “ gross negligence ” ought not 
to be drawn so as to exclude things 
which were reasonably and_ popularly 
called gross negligence, the House would 
not have heard of this Bill. He did not 
blame railway managers for protecting 
the interests of the companies when 
claims were made which could not always 
be justitied, but he thought when they 
took every objection they could they 
threw away a grand opportunity of avoid- 
ing the ditticulties of which this bill 
attempted the solution. The traders who 
supported the Bill were really asking 
nothing more than that the intention of 
the Act of 1854 should be madea reality. 
Before the passing of that Act the law 
was to be found in the works of several 
writers, of whom the most noted was Mr. 
Story. In his definition of the law he 
said— 

“Carriers cannot by special notice exempt 
themselves trom responsibility for gross negli- 
gence or fraud, or by demanding exorbitant 
rates. compel the owner to yield to unjust 
terms. 

After the Act of 1854 was passed its 
intention was very fully discussed in the 
House of Lords in the North Statiordshire 
case. The Judges were summoned to 
state their opinions to the House of 
Lords. He would read some of the state- 
ments which were made as to the meaning 
and intention oft he Act. Mr. Justice 
Crompton said— 

“Carriers cannot say we will not carry your 
soods at all unless you pay insurance, or agree 


that we are not to be responsible whatever | 


negligence we may be guilty of, either by not 
providing proper carriages or by gross neglect 
or defauit of our servants.” 

Sed , . 

Baron Martin said— 


“The condition could not mean that the 
company should not be under the obligation to 
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avoid aciual negligence or misfeasance, as that 
would be contrary to the enactment.” 

Chief Justice Cockburn expressed an 
opinion to exactly the same effect. 
He believed that this Bill would never 
have been introduced if it had not been 
that the railway companies had _at- 
tempted to draw a line to exonerate 
themselves from liability in case of gross 
negligence on the part of their em- 
ployees. The offer of alternative rates 
at company’s risk had no doubt been held 
in many cases under the then circum- 
stances to remove the injustice done to 
traders. The question always arose as 
to what was a reasonable alternative 
rate under the circumstances and that 
was the question now. As a matter 
of fact many people had gone into 
business and had invested a large amount 
of capital on the strength of these low 
rates at owner's risk being maintained, 
and if they were not to be continued, or 
something like them, those people would 
he unable to carry on their business. He 
hoped that the Bill would become law, 
because it was reasonably required on 
the part of traders, and he could not see 
that it would do injustice to the railway 


companies. Any definitions required on 
their behalf could be suggested in 


Committee. 


Mr. ABEL SMITH (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford) said he did not desire 
to prolong the debate unnecessarily, 
but he would like, on behalf of those 
whom he represented, to say that 
the agricultural community regarded 
this measure as of very great im- 
portance to them. It was idle to 
talk about freedom of contract in this 
regard. It had been pointed out by 
several hon. Gentlemen that the railway 
companies owed their very existence to 
the action of Parliament, which had 
always exercised a certain control over 
the arrangements and contracts which 
they made with their customers. The 
only desire of those who promoted 
the Bill was to see that fair terms 
were given to traders, and speciall\ 
to agriculturists who were compelled 
to employ the great railway com- 
panies as carriers of their goods. It 
seemed to him, looking at the question not 


from a technical or legal point of view, but 


as a practical man, that 1t was monstrous 
that the railway companies should be 
able to contract themselves out of theic 
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responsibility for the gross negligence 
of those whom they employed ; and he 
hoped, therefore, that the Bill would be 
given a Second Reading and any neces- 
sary Amendments of details could be 
made in Committee upstairs. It was 
a matter of special importance to the 
agricultural community, because they | 
dealt in perishable articles which had to | 
be sent to market by rail. Allusion had 


{COMMONS} 


(Contracts) Bill. 368 
another matter of great importance to 
the country was the competition between 
native fruit growers and dairymen and 
the same class in Denmark, Belgium, and 
Holland. The native farmers and fruit 


‘growers believed that they were handi- 


been made in the Report of the Depart- | 


mental Committee on the fruit growing 
industry. 
that trade knew that the men engaged in 
it attached considerable importance to 
the Bill. The most modern and enter- 
prising farmers in the country who made 
their living by consigning their produce, 
such as milk and fruit, by rail to market 


Those who were familiar with | 


capped by what they considered the 
favouring rates and other privileges 
accorded by the railway companies to 
foreign growers and producers, as against 
the unfair rates demanded by the railway 
companies from them. Hon. Members 
opposite were very much in favour of 
protection, and he would, therefore, invite 


| their support to the Bill for the protection 


were keenly interested in the Bill, which | 
had been supported in a very moderate | 
and reasonable spirit ; and he hoped that | 
the House would give it a Second Reading | 


so that the legal questions involved could 
be calmly discussed in Committee in a 
satisfactory way. 


*Mr. BRIGHT (Oldham) said that some 
time ago certain railway companies were 
under the temptation, for the sake of 


of our home products, and he hoped that 
the system of railway rates would be 
revised so as to prevent the unfairness 
which at present prevailed. He therefore 
supported the Bill and hoped it would 
be passed into law. 


sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
said that the reasen for establishing the 
Joint Claims Committee was to see that 


| justice was done to all classes of traders. 


His hon. friend the Member for Hertford- 
shire had talked about free contract, and 


| the seconder of the Bill had also mentioned 


gaining traftic from competitors, to allow | 


to large traders claims for damages 
almost as if their goods had been for- 
warded under carrier's risk instead of 
under owner’s risk. That was done for 
the larger traders, whom they wanted to 
propitiate, but not for the smaller, who 
were thus at a disadvantge. 
mittee of managers who considered the 
matter had behaved not ungenerously 
to the traders, and had shown themselves 
to be perfectly ready in many cases, even 
where gross negligence was not proved, 
to meet the traders in the demands that 
they had made. 


*Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) said 
that his constituents, who consisted 
largely of agriculturists, miners and 
working men, hundreds of whom were 
members of co-operative societies, would, 
he knew, desire him to support this Bill. 
Co-operative societies had suffered loss 
by the present unfair system of railway 
rates on the carriage of perishable goods, 
and the impossibility of getting security | 
that their perishable goods should be | 
carried to market except in large quan- | 
tities and packed in an expensive manner. 


‘did not complain of that, 


The Com- | 


it, but the railway companies did not 
found their opposition to the Bill on any 
question of that sort. ‘The railway 
companies themselves had not the power 
of entering into free contracts. They 
hat they 
were under an obligation to carry goods 
under certain conditions imposed by 
Parliament. The railway companies had, 
like other companies, to face a rise in 
price in the raw material necessary to 
them in order that they might carry 
on their business. Every other trader 
who had to encounter that rise of 
price put up his own price and so 
recouped himself, but the railway com- 


|panies had to go on carrying goods 


Without any increase of price. Again, 
there had been large increases of rates 
and taxes for which they could not recoup 
themselves, as the ordinary traders would, 
by putting up their prices, because they 
were under an obligation to Parliament. 
But the railway companies had said 
that they were prepared to meet the 
traders under certain conditions, if the 


traders would in their turn relieve 
them from certain obligations which 
Parliament had imposed upon them. 


They said, that if the traders would do 


But, apart from these local reasons, | that, they they would give them lower 


Mr. Abel Smith. 
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rates. Now the traders came and said they | 


would accept the proposition that they 


should carry their goods at a lower rate, | 


but they would not accept the other terms 
which the railway companies proposed. 
The hon, Gentleman in charge of the Bill 
said it would be impossible for the traders 
to do so in consequence of the keen com- 
petition now existing, and that traders 
who sent their goods rw at owner's risk 
rate would suffer if they took the or- 
dinary company’s risk rate. Surely that 
was an argument against the traders 
and not the railway companies, because if 
the owner’s risk rate was so onerous 
the traders would not have availed them- 
selves of it. Railway companies did 
their best to meet the traders, The 
traders were the customers of the railway 
companies and the latter had no desire 
to quarrel with their customers; it 
would be foolish of them if they did so. 
The railway companies desired to be on 
friendly terms with their customers, but 
there must always be some small differ- 
ences of opinion, and as his hon. friend 
himself had said, no rate would satisfy 
every trader. They must not forget the 
real effect of this Bill. As lately as four- 
teen years ago, it was enacted that the 
railway companies were to charge for the 
carriage of goods certain rates and to 
undertake certain liabilities to their custo- 
mers. The effect of the Bill was to 
say that the rates which had _ been 
charged had been so excessive and 
had been imposed in such a manner as 
to render nugatory the wishes of Parlia- 


ment in the bargain entered into 
fourteen years ago. If that was 
so, the proper course was to have a 


real and thorough inquiry. But it was 
now proposed to effect a change by 
means of a private Members’ Bill intro- 
duced at the instance of an interested 
party. Such a course was, he thought, 
detrimental not only to the railway com- 
panies but to the true interests of the | 
country, Contracts had constantly been 
entered into between Parliament and | 
other people, as in this case, and if on | 
the faith of those bargains people had | 
invested their money in certain under- 
takings, the terms ought not to be altered 
Without the consent of one party. He | 
had never heard of cases where the 
companies had refused to take goods 
except at the owner's risk rate, and he | 
did not think the companies had any | 
power to do so. 


They were bound to | 
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accept goods if they were brought to 
their stations. 


Mr. HOOPER said that what he had 
stated was that it was so in a large 
number of cases. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that if a trader 
presented to the railway companies for 
carrage goods which were not properly 
packed, he would say the companies 
were not bound to receive them. But, 
subject to that, the railway companies 
had no alternative but to accept the 
goods. It had been said that, after all, 
all the traders desired was to substitute 
the words “gross negligence” for the 
word “ wilful misconduct.” There had 
been very many different interpre- 
tations of the word “gross,” and he 
believed one learned Judge had stated 
that “gross” meant nothing at all, 
and that it might just as well be called 
“negligence” as “ gross negligence.” In 
his judgment it was perfectly unfair for 
the traders, who had availed themselves 
of the generosity which the railway com- 
panies had shown in making reduced 
rates, to say they would accept what the 
railway companies gave but would not 
accept the conditions imposed. It had been 
said that there was in some cases a differ- 
ence of 50 per cent. between owner’s risk 
rate and the rate sanctioned by Parlia- 
ment. That of course was a large differ- 
ence, but there being so many rates 
(hundreds of thousands of them), he 
would not like to say off-hand that it 
was not possible for such a rate to be 
imposed, but he doubted it. Because, 
however, the railway companies had been 
so anxious to meet the traders and had 
over and over again reduced the rates, 
there was at the present moment in 
some cases a considerable divergence 
between the owner's risk rate and the 
ordinary Parliamentary rate. The pro- 


'moters of the Bill desired to change the 


rate which Parliament fixed fourteen years 
ago and to substitute another rate which 
would make it impossible for railway com- 


| panies to charge it with any chance of profit 


to themselves. It had been said that the 
railway companies, owing to the establish- 
ment of the Joint Claims Committee, did 


| not meet claims in the way in which they 


did formerly. He knew, however, that on 
one particular railway in England during 
the last six months 3,000 claims had been 


x 
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met. In one case Messrs. Buggins & 
Co., of Birmingham, claimed £98 Lés., the 
value of 11 tons 7 ewt. second-hand 
wire rope delayed and a portion wrongly 
converted. That consignment, which was 
despatched on September 17th, 1906, from 
Monument Lane Station, should have 
gone to William Harrison Ltd., Brown- 
hills. About the same time another 
coil of cable weighing about 4 tons was 
being dealt with, which should have gone 
to the Wood Farm Colhery Co., at Blox- 
wich. The large coil weighing 11 tons 
7 ewt., and measuring 4,800 yards was 
sent to Bloxwich in error, and although 
the firm there were only expecting one 
1.500 yards long, they cut the amount 
they required off the large one, which they 
must have seen was not the one ordered 
by them. That had the effect of destroying 
the large coil for the purpose for which 
Messrs. Wm. Harrison Ltd, Brownhills, 
required it. The traffic was carried at 
owner's risk at a reduced rate, but in 
spite of that the Joint Claims Committee 
authorised settlement of the claim, al- 
though the company’s servants’ mistake 
in confusing the two consignments could 
not be considered “ wilful misconduct. ” 
Such a case as that showed that although 
the railway companies had shown great 
consideration to the traders, in some 
instances traders showed no considera- 
tion for them. He hoped, although he 
knew it was a vain hope, that the Bill 
would not be carried, but if it was carried 
he trusted that the President of the 
Board of Trade would remember that 
the railway companies had as much right 
to consideration as the traders. The 
Chairman of Ways and Means on the pre- 
vious night had stated that he would 
view with great apprehension the absence 
of any capital which was now put into 
railways; but it was not the best way to 
encourage the influx of new capital to 
take away powers which had _ been 
deliberately granted. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Luoyp-Georce, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said the discussion had been of 
an exceedingly satisfactory character, as 
it had been carried on in a conciliatory 
spirit on both sides, and he was very 
glad to see the frame of mind in which 
the railway companies were prepared to 
meet the traders. He did not quarrel 


Sir F. Banbury. 
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down, and he agreed it would be very 
disastrous from the point of view even 
of the trader if they were to put such 
conditions on railway companies that 
they frightened off capital from railway 
investments. It was in the interests of 
the railway companies to obtain more 
capital, in order to afford greater facilities, 
and it was also in the interests of labour 
and the traders of the country. In a 
discussion they had recently had, the 


reason assigned for the long hours 
of labour was that railways could 
not cope with the excessive  trattic 


unless they had more facilities, and 
he quite agreed that nothing should be 
done to make railway investments so 
unremunerative that the companies could 
not get money for the purposes of 
development. The case under considera- 
tion was one in which the Board of 
Trade ought not to take a side.  Rail- 
way companies were themselves traders, 
and it would be a mistake to regard 


them as if their interests were not 
identical with those of the general 


trade of the country. He was glad to 
see that the Second Reading was not 
contested at all. He assumed that 
there would be no division, and there- 
fore the matter resolved itself into a 
question of the frame in which the Bill 
should ultimately pass through the 
House. For that reason his duty was a 
light one. He did not mean to say that 
the railway companies accepted the fair- 
ness or justice of some of the contentions 
put forward in the interests of the Bill, 
but they were not prepared to oppose 
the Second Reading. He had a very 
satisfactory interview the other day with 
the representatives of the railway com- 
panies, and he ventured to suggest to 
them that they had better turn their 
mind to the framing of some form of 
alternative words which would meet the 
justice of the case all round. He must 
say they met the suggestion very fairly, 
though he was not sure that their alter- 
native words would be accepted. He 
did not think there had been any quite 
satisfactory discrimination between ordi- 
nary negligence and gross negligence, 
and the whole difficulty had arisen from 
that fact. He was not going to express 
any opinion upon so difficult and com- 
plicated a legal problem, and he had, 
therefore, taken the opinion of the legal 


with the hon. Baronet who had just sat | advisers of the Government. All these 





of 1 
rail 
wat 
pres 
uc 
‘por 


Ci 


the . 


M 
the 
exter 
not 1 
selve 
of th 
preve 
lines 
and 
trade) 
under 
so far 
cernec 
that 
shoulc 
Comm 
that 
purely 
it ha 
railwa: 
to fine 
He did 
the tra 
srtoss 
quite a 

he thot 
Whole 
had be 





373 Railways 
questions could be discussed in Committee | 
upstairs, and he did not despair, especi- | 
ally having regard to the admirable | 
spirit which prevailed on both sides, of a | 
reasonable arrangement being arrived at. 
He thought it possible the railway com- 
panies might be able to import words 
into their contracts which would cover 
the case. Admitting that in certain 
cases they ought to compensate for 
damage sustained even by those who 
sent goods at owner's risk, they con- 
tended that they ought to be the sole 
judges of the kind and class of cases in | 
which the compensation should be 
given; but that was not a claim which | 
the general public would admit. It must | 
he put upon a much more satisfactory | 
basis than that. Certain arrangements 
which had been made between the com- 
panies themselves would have the effect, 
he thought, of restraining the operation 
of the competitive system between the 
railways, and would have to be vigilantly 
watched. At all events, up to the) 
present,he did not think the traders had | 
much reason to congratulate themselves | 
upon those arrangements. 


CoLoNEL LOCKWOOD: You mean | 


the Joint Claims Board ? 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he meant | 
the Joint Claims Board to a certain | 
extent. He thought the traders had 
not much reason to congratulate them- | 
selves on the result of the appointment | 
of that Board. It had the effect of | 
preventing competition among certain | 


lines of railways in the country, | 
and it was the business of the | 
trader to encourage competition. He 


understood that the Bill was accepted, 
so far as the Second Reading was con- 
cerned, and therefore he would suggest 
that the best plan would be that it 
should be sent to one of the Standing | 
Committees. It was very desirable 
that the question should be discussed 
purely as one of alternatives, although 
it had been suggested that the 
railway companies had done their best 
to find some alternative form of words. 
He did not find, on the other hand, that 
the traders were absolutely agreed about 
gross negligence. The traders were 
quite agreed as to what they wanted, and 
he thought the railway companies on the 
whole were prepared to meet them. It 
had been stated, on behalf of the railway 
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companies, that the trader wanted the 
railway company to pay the premium, 
to take the risk, and also to reduce the 
rate. He did not think the trader madea 
claim of that sort. He was willing to take 
ordinary risks upon his own shoulder 
—the ordinary case of carelessness. 
Chat was as much as the trader could be 
expected to take upon himself. It was 
rather too much to say that railway com- 
panies should exercise no discretion and 
no care —that they should be able to shunt 
a truck of fish or fruit into a siding for 
a couple of days through sheer careless- 
ness, and then send it forward to market 
after the goods had been irretrievably 


damaged, without any legal liability 
to pay for the damage. That was 
an utterly inequitable doctrine. He 


did not say they would not pay; he 
was merely discussing their legal liability. 
Fortunately, in a good many cases they 
had paid compensation, but only as an act 
Taking their pure legal liability 
they would not be liable, because the 
case assumed was not wilful misconduct. 
But it would be gross negligence, and it 
was clearly a case in which railway 
to compensate the 
The trader did not contemplate 
What he con- 
templated was cases of accident—the 
thousand little carelessnesses of an 
ordinary working day. Those he was 


trader. 


| prepared to take and to pay a premium 


on them. In the circumstances, he saw 
no object to be gained by prolonging the 
discussion. He thought the best plan 
would be to take the Second Reading 
now, and send the Bill to the Standing 
Committee on Trade. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS (Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) recognised that the subject 
had been discussed without any exhibition 
of Party feeling on the part of the 
railway companies and the traders. If 
some such arrangement as had been 
referred to could be arrived at, he 
believed it would be in the interest both 
of the companies and of the public. As 
one who represented a railway company 
and had given some study to the subject, 
he thought the trader had not so much 
ground of complaint, at all events, as had 
been made out by the seconder of the Re- 
solution. The hon. Member had admitted 
that the owner’s risk rate was not com- 
pulsory upon the trader in _ theory, 
although he sought to make out that it 
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was in practice. He could not see, | 
if the owners risk rate was not | 
forced on traders, why they could 
not avail themselves of the  op- 
portunity and take the companys’ risk 
rates, which were regulated by statute. 
The owner’s risk rates were low rates | 
allowed in consideration of the trader's | 
accepting all risks for damage, except | 
damage arising from the wilful mis- | 
conduct of the companies’ servants. 
He had heard it said that the com- 
panies servants discriminated between 
goods consigned at owner's risk | 
and those consigned at company’s | 
risk. He protested against that allega- | 
tion. The men who handled the 
goods had no means of distinguishing 
between them, and they were no worse 
than any one else’s servants. He ob- 
jected to Clause 1 of the Bill, because it 
made a railway company liable for gross 
negligence, although they might have 
expressly contracted themselves out of 
that liability by voluntary agreement 
with the trader. Then he thought 
Clause 2, which prevented the company | 
from withdrawing the present owners | 
risk rates, was extremely unfair. He | 
accepted the Second Keading of the | 
Bill, trusting that some satisfactory form | 
of words with regard to gross negligence | 
would be found and substituted for the 
clauses now in the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE intimated that 
the Government would be prepared to 
approve of any better form of words, if 
such a form could be found. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that if 
an arrangement of that sort could be 
made he believed the Bill could be made 
to satisfy both the railway companies 
and the traders. The railway companies 
reluctantly accepted the proposal, because 
they felt the general interest of the 
public had to be considered. If the 
proposals when placed upon the Paper 
carried out the view which he and his 
right hon. friend the Member for the 
Hallam Division of Shettield thought 
reasonable they would have a very happy 
solution. 


*Mr. MOND (Chester: said he would 
not have intervened had it not been 
for the observations of the right hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down. 
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Trade was always too anxious to arrive 
at a bargain between the traders and 
the railway companies. To-day a kind 
of ad misericordiam appeal had been 
made by the railway companies, who had 
done what they always had done in every 
Act of Parliament affecting them. They 
had accepted the Bill and immediately 
proceeded to whittle away the privileges 
for which the traders had pressed. He 


considered that the gentlemen who repre- 


sented railway companies had ingeniously 
House and the 
President of the Board of Trade. 


CoLtoneEL LOCKWOOD asked whether 
it was in order to say that the object of 
Members who had spoken was to confuse 
the House. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKEP said that 
he understood the hon. Member to mean 
that the arguments used by the repre- 
sentatives of railway companies had the 
effect of confusing the House, and if so 
he was in order. It would not be in 
order to accuse Members of deliberately 
misrepresenting facts for the purpose ot 
confusing the issue. 


*Mr. MOND said he withdrew his 
observation, if it appeared to convey any 
personal imputation. With the usual 
ordinary rate, the carrier’s rate, and the 
maximum rate, the railway companies had 
three independent rates. The maximum 
rates the railway companies never charged 
in ordinary practice, because they knew 
that if they attempted to charge them the 
country would revolt. As everybody 
knew, those rates were fixed ridicu- 
lously high. He was now talking of 
the comparison between the maximum, 
the ordinary, and the owner’s risk rates. 
It was true that the owner's risk rates 
were much lower than the maximum 
rates, but they were not in many cases 
much lower than the ordinary traders’ 
rates. What traders complained of was 
that the railway companies, under the 
owner's risk rates, wanted the traders to 
take the risk of the dislocation of trafic 
and the companies’ mismanagement upon 
the top of all the other risks they had to 
take. With regard to milk and other 
agricultural produce, many cases had oc- 
curred where goods properly addressed 
and consigned had been sent to wrong 
destinations, and, after having been 





It appeared to him that the Board of 
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the place from which they were sent 
and that to which they had been con- 
signed, were eventually delivered in 
a condemned state. In every such 
case the railway companies had refused 
The farmers 


to pay compensation. 
suffered most severely, because the 
railway companies practically refused 


to carry their milk at any other than 
owner's risk rates. He knew that 
legally they could not refuse, but the 
tarmers would have to spend thousands 
of pounds in taking the railway com- 
panies before the Railway and Canal 
Commission in order to compel them to do 
so, and that they could not atford. In fact, 
he knew of one railway company that had 
no rate in their book save the owner's 
risk rate. The railway directors in the 
House did not appear to be particularly 
well acquainted with the details of their 


own business. They were reasonable 
men when they came to the House of 
Commons, and if they could only 


instil some of their reasonable spirit into 
their goods managers and lower officials, 
raders would have less cause of complaint. 
That was really the point of Sub-section 2 
of the Bill. It was absolutely vital. I 
Sub-section 2 did not remain the Bill 
would be valueless, and they need not 
have it at all. The railway companies 
were adopting their old practice; while 
they were willing to accept the Bill, they 
were so endeavouring to whittle down 
the phraseology that the Bill would be 
useless when passed. That sub-section 
had been very carefully drafted by people 
who had had years of experience in these 
particular matters, and the section was 
not unreasonable, because all it did 
was to declare that if the company raised 
any owner’s risk rate it should be deemed 
unreasonable under Section 1 of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1894, and 
thus would enable the traders to appeal to 
the Railway Commissioners. The railway 


companies ought to be reasonable. There 
could be no objection to such a sub-sec- 


tion, and unless the traders had some pro- 
tection of that sort the Bill would be abso- 
lutely valueless. He therefore earnestly 
asked the promoters not to allow any 
form of words to be introduced which 
would alter that clause. If they did 
they would only land themselves 
as they did in the Private Siding 
Act. They were fifteen years getting 
that Bill, and now they had to go to the 
Railway Commissioners to find out what it 
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meant. The traders and the agricultural 
classes of the country were determined 
to have this Bill whether the Board of 
Trade and the railway companies liked it 
or not. They had been told of the treat- 
ment they had received from the railway 
companies, but he warned hon. Gentle- 
men opposite that unless they wanted to 
see State railways in a very few years 
in order to save trade and agriculture 
from being ruined and strangled, they 
would be wise to accept a small measure 
such as that now before the House. 


Mr. CLEMENT EDWARDS (Denbigh 
District) said he would not have in- 
tervened in the debate, but for what 
had fallen from the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the City of London. What 
hon. Members had said might not have 
been said to confuse the House, but 
it had confused the issue between the 
railway companies and the traders. 
What the hon. Member for the City 
said was perfectly true, that if a 
trader did not like to take the owner's 
risk rate he could fall back on the 
legal maximum rate, but the hon. Mem- 
ber treated the legal maximum rate as 
if it was a possible standard rate, 
whereas it was perfectly notorious that if 
the maximum rates were put into opera- 
tion to-morrow, more than half the 
traders in the country would be ruined. 
The late chairman of the London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway had 
stated that the maximum rates had been 
fixed as the limit to which railways 
could go under circumstances of the most 
abnormal character, and to suggest that 
the companies could enforce their 
maximum rates as if they were applic- 
able to the normal state of trade was 
absurd and calculated to mislead the 
country as to the position in which the 
controversy stood. That being so, the 
position in which the traders were placed 
was really the same as that in which a 
person was placed by a highwayman who 
put a pistol to his head and said, “ Your 
money or your life.” The form was for 
the railway company to say, “Take our 
owner's risk rate which is possible, or 
take our maximum rate which will ruin 
and destroy your trade.” It was an 
extraordinary thing, but for the last 
seven years there had been a continuous 
increase on the part of the railway com- 
panies in the number of goods placed in 
the category of owner’s risk. At present 
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there were no less than 180 different 
classes of goods in that category, 
and it was time Parliament took the 
necessary steps to protect the traders 
and restricted the contracts of the 
railway companies in that regard. 
The position had been made particularly 
acute by the fact that 
cently the railway companies had 
extended the principle 


claims in regard to owner’s risk rates. It 


had been suggested by the hon. Member 


for the City that the Joint Claims Com- 
mittee of the railway companies had been 
formed in the interests of small traders. 
They had heard that story before. He 
hoped not only that the Bill would go 
through, but that there would be no 
weakening of its phraseology. A great 
railway director once said that, unless 
the State controlled the railway com- 
panies, the railway companies would soon 
control the State. That had been the 
position for many years, and was the 
position at the present time. There was 
now a great opportunity to change the 
whole course of things, and he hoped the 
President of the Board of Trade would 
grasp the situation and make a great 
name for himself. 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
remarked that the House had heard the 
points of view of the great railway com- 
panies and of the organised traders ; he 
wanted to put the case of another section 


of the community—that section which had | 


no railway company to grumble at. The 
great difficulty with regard to railways was 
that new ones seldom paid. If, therefore, 
the carrying rates of railways were com- 


pulsorily reduced, prospecting promoters | 


of new lines would be discouraged from 
proceeding with them. Parliament did 
not want to make the position of railway 
companies unbearable. It had been 
contended that railways were monopolies, 
but that was no longer the case. They 
had competing with them other methods 
of transit, but they carried goods better 
and cheaper than any other carrier. He 
was not a railway shareholder. 


except to send an enormous amount of 

trafic on certain systems. He had 

nothing to thank them for; they had 

a great deal to thank him for. They 

had got enormous sums of money out of 

the work he had projected and carried 
Mr. Clement Edwards. 
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tion so as to deal with the whole of the | 


He had | 


had nothing to do with the companies | 
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through, and he hoped they would get a 
lot more. He did not want to dis- 
courage railway companies. Everybody 
who knew anything about the country 
knew that our great prosperity was due 
to the railway companies. It was futile 
to attempt to drive the railway 
companies. Such attempts had always 
‘failed in the past and would fail in the 
future. He ask the supporters of the 
Bill not to expect too much from it. He 
was sometimes accused of being a Radical. 
Had he ever said a word against the 
rights of property or ever threatened to 


ideprive the owners of one fraction 
‘of their legal and rural rights? If they 


attacked security of capital which was 
now earning only 35 per cent., they 
would do great harm to the traders of 
the country. 


Mr. CHARLES WILSON .(Hull, W.) 
said that owing to the present- position of 
the companies and the Socialistic tendency 
in the House and elsewhere, everybody 
was in a very nervous state, and nobody 
would put anything into companies, 
industrial or otherwise. He considered 
the phraseology of the Bill was rather a 
matter of arrangement between the 
President of the Board of Trade and the 
| railway companies. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. LAMBTON moved that Bill be 
referred to the Standing Committee on 


Trade. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE suggested to 
|\hon. Gentlemen opposite representing 
(the railway companies that they should 
: put down the words they proposed as 





' soon as possible, as they would have to be 
'considered by the Law Officers of the 

Crown. There might be alternative forms 
| of words. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD said the right 
hon. Gentleman had one alternative 
form before him. 


Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.) asked 
whether the railway companies were 
officially represented in the House. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) raised the 
question whether it was right for a 
Minister of the Crown to refer to repre- 
sentatives of railway companies in the 
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House. He was under the impression | 
that the House was represented by | 
members for constituencies, and not by | 
directors of railway companies, and that 
the mover of the Bill was representing 
the great public. To ask any hon. 
Member what the railway companies had 
to say about the matter seemed to him 
to be quite a new order of procedure. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I do not see anything 
disorderly in it. We all represent the 
public, but we also represent other 
interests at times. 


Sir F. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 
E.) said it was only suggested that those 
who were in a position to speak for the 
railway companies should, with regard 
to an alternative form of words proposed 
by them, place those words as early as 
possible before the Committee with the 
view of their consideration by the Board 
of Trade and others. 


Bill referred to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, etc. 


LIGHTS ON VEHICLES BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*Masor RENTON (Lincolnshire, Gains- 
borough) said the Bill of which he desired 
to move the Second Reading would 
be familiar to many Members of 
the House. It was introduced first in 
1893 and received a Second Reading 
in 1897. The principle of the Bill was 
that roads should be rendered safe to all 
who used them. If the Bill became law 
it would affect not one class but every- 
body who travelled on _ highways. 
He thought that Parliament should not 
leave to county councils questions which 
affected life and limb, and that the time 
had come when Parliament should pass in 
regard to the lighting of vehicles a 
statute law which should be universal in 
its character It was quite true that 
county and borough councils had adopted 
by-laws for their areas, but those by-laws 
were a source of difficulty and trouble 
which increased year by year as the 
population increased. In sixty out of 
sixty-two counties and in 223 out of 
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324 boroughs there were by-laws with 
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a total lack of uniformity, and what 
the promoters of the Bill asked was that 
all vehicles should carry a light at night so 
that they might be seen by everybody 
approaching them. It had also been sug- 
gested that vehicles should be compelled 
to carry a red light behind, but as they 
desired to go on the line of least re- 
sistance the promoters had abandoned 
that idea. Their great desire was to 
get uniformity. No doubt variety and 
elasticity were two excellent things, but 
when it came to the safety of the public 
the House would agree that uniformity 
was better. At the present time one 
could go from one county where a vehicle 
had to carry two lights into another 
where it had to carry only one, and pass 
from that into a third where it had to 
carry one in front and one behind. As it 
was in the counties so it was in boroughs. 
There was no uniformity whatsoever. 
In regard to the provision of lamps, it 
would be found that the expense was 
very little; an excellent lamp could 
be purchased for 2s. or 3s., and such a 
lamp would cast a red light behind, while 
the cost of maintaining it would be about 
Id. per eight hours. One source of 
danger arose from carts which travelled 
by night at a walking pace. Those were 
the very carts which should have some 
light. It was said that a heavy cart 
going along the road at night made such a 
noise that people were bound to hear it 
and could get out of its way. But he 
would undertake to say that there was not 
a single Member of the House who had not 
on at least one occasion either had an 
accident or been threatened with one 
by one of those carts going along the road. 
One could imagine the danger of meeting 
such a vehicle unlighted on the road when 
driving along on a dark night, the 
roads very soft, and travelling down winc. 
Harvest carts and brewers’ drays were in 
such cases absolutely noiseless until one 
was right uponthem. Thenit was urged 
that insummer months heavy carts should 
be exempted. Personally he had always 
regarded the darkness of summer as 
being quite as inconvenient as_ the 
darkness of winter. Indeed, on a cloudy 
night in summer, when the leaves were 
thick upon the trees, he thought hon. 
Members would agree that a country lane 
as even darker than in winter. It was also 
said that the proposal would entail cost 
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upon farmers. No one in the House; would be most happy to consider 
had greater sympathy with the agri-| any Amendment in a most sympathetic 
cultal interest than he, but he did not} spirit, so long as it did not go against 
think that the proposal would cause! the principle of the measure. He asked 
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any appreciable expense or annoyance 
t» farmers. He had not heard a word 
against the Bill from any person con- 
nected with farmers or the agricultural 
interest. As a matter of fact, farmers 
did not send their carts along the roads at 
night to any great extent. The greatest 
offenders in thit respect were heavy 
brewers’ vans and _ furniture vans. 
Those were frequently on the road, and it 
was to them that the Bill would 
apply. There was also very great 
danger when carts were standing 
still. He had been inundated recently 
with harrowing details of people who had 
been injured by meeting at night with 
accidents which might easily have been 
prevented. He would not weary the 
House by reading an account of accidents 
brought to his notice, but there was 
one specially flagrant case which occurred 
in his own constituency about a year ago. 
A young man was riding home at night on 
his bicycle, and he was travelling down- 


'the House, for the sake of all whose 
| business or whose pleasure took them 
|along the roads at night, or during the 
hours of darkness, to read the Bill a 
second time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a_ second 
time.” 





Sir F. BANBURY said the Bill was 
ie very simple one, and, as far as he 
could see, it did very little to alter 
the existing state of affairs. He did 
not quite see how the Bill was going 
'to remedy the present state of things. 
|The by-laws of counties differed, for in 
|one they might have to carry two o1 
three lights, as the case might be, while 
|in another county only one light was 
required. The Bill did not remedy that. 
They had the existing by-laws of county 
‘councils, and, if this Bill became law, 
|the County Council of Wiltshire, for 





wind. » A cart with no light was passing | instance, would have an opportunity of 
through a gateway and he crashed into | making whatever regulations it liked with 
the! wheel of the cart. The result of | regard to lights to becarried. It was only, 
the* accident was that he was unable | as he understood, in the event of the county 
to”attend business for thirty-five weeks, | council or the borough council not 
and he was under medical treat-| making any by-laws that the provisions 
ment for forty-six weeks. Accidents|of the Bill would come into force. 


of that kind were growing more frequent 
every day of the week, whereas thev 
might 
was not brought forward in the interest 
of any one class of the community but 
in the interests of all who travelled. 
He was aware that it was said that 


easily be avoided. The Bill} 


Therefore the numerous differences which 
lexisted at the present time would 
continue. But he did not think that 
that was any detriment to the Bill. 
The great object of head-lights was to 
enable one to see what was coming along 
the road, and one light carried on the 





the Bill was primarily in the interest of | off side would serve the purpose quite 
those who drove motor cars. The|as well as two lamps ahead. There were 
answer to that was that a similar} one or two small matters in the clauses 
Bill was introduced in 1893, before motor|to which he would like to allude. No 
cars were thought of. He thought it/doubt some years ago there was 
quite possible, if the Bill were carried, | considerable opposition on the part of 
to do without the mon trous and exag- | agriculturists to proposals of this sort, 
geratel head-lights which they now/|but he thought that that opposition 
carried, for they would no longer have the | had to a certain extent died down. In 
excuse that they could not see what was | most cases farmers had to carry lights 
on the road. He would only say in|on their vehicles and they had become 
conclusion that he was well aware, | accustomed to it. Heagreed that the pro- 
as were most promoters of Bills, that! vision of lights was notan excessive burden. 
the Bill had defects and{ required some | But it frequently occurred that a plough 
amendment. If the House permitted | or some other agricultural implement had 
the Bill to go upstairs its supporters'to be brought from the field across a 
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road, and to require that in all such in- | certainly not the rule. He could testify 
stances the farmer must provide lights | that in the case of the Mersey Docks 
would impose a burden on him. He|and Harbour Board the approaches to 
did not suppose that the mover of the} their docks were not of a character to 
Bill intended that, but was was a Com- | encourage bicycles, because the thorough- 
mittee point which no doubt would be | fares were monopolised by heavily-laden 
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made. There was one other point. Clause There 
was no need to light them, and it must 
be apparent to the House that where 
they had inflammable goods like hay and 
cotton and other materials of that kind 
it was undesirable, in the interests of 
safety, that they should multiply lights. 
In the view of the Dock Board, and 
of the people of Liverpool generally, 
it was thought that there was sufficient 
light in the public streets, as well as in 
other directions, to make quite needless 
the provisions of this Bill. He under- 
stood that the mover of the Bill «was 
prepared to accept suggestions on that 
point, and he hoped it would not escape 
the attention of the Committee. Every 
day they had fresh evidence of the 
disastrous nature of fire in one direction 
or another. By the use ofglights in the 
vicinity of docks and similar places, 


$ said that the Bill should not apply ne 
Scotland or Ireland. If there was acd 
place in the United Kingdom to which it | 
should apply it was Scotland. In 
the Highlands a man might run into 
a cart and sustain an accident when he 
was twenty miles away from any place | 
where he could obtain medical assistance, | 
whereas if the cart carried a light the | 
accident would be avoided. Therefore it | 
seemed to him that Scotland ought | 
undoubtedly to be included. He did | 
not know anything about Ireland. If | 
Ireland had no regulations in force, there | 
could be no harm in extending the Bill | 
to that country, so that she might not | 
suffer the injustice of being treated | 
differently from England or Scotland. 
With those qualifications he wished to 
support the Bill. 





| 
| 


Mr. ADKINS (Lancashire, Middleton) 
said that the County Councils Association 
had had this matter under their con- 
sideration on more than one occasion, and 
the Resolution which they passed some 
years ago in favour of some such legisla- 
tion still stood. As the main point of the | 
sill was to get universality of application 
throughout the country, the County 
Councils Association would like it to be 
read a second time. The important | 
matters were that there should be further 
uniformity in the position and character 
of the lights, and that there should be | 
no exceptions as regarded time. Those | 
were matters which might be practically 
dealt with in Committee, and therefore, | 
he hoped the Bill would be read a second 
time and committed. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, | 
East Toxteth) said he in no way opposed 
the Bill, but he wished on behalf of | 
the Mersey Harbour and Dock Board to 
point out the necessity of a little more 
elasticity being introduced into the Bill 
in Committee. There were portions of 
great cities, especially those contiguous to | 
the great docks, where bicycles were 





‘Committee some such 
| following should be inserted in the Bill: 


| The first.] 


lorries proceeding to the docks. 


|explosions might be caused and human 


life endangered. He was sure that the 
House would desire to introduce safe- 
guards which would as far as possible 
minimise the danger to human life and 
property caused by the use of lights in 


| circumstances such as he had described. 


He suggested to his hon. friend that in 
clause as the 


“ That the Act shall not apply to well- 
lighted areas in towns of a larger popula- 
than 200,009 inhabitants, where the 


local authorities have already exempted 


slow-going vehicles proceeding at a 
walking pace; nor in the boroughs of 
Bootle, Birkenhead and Salford.” That 


| would include Manchester, which claimed 
| to be the third or fourth seaport of the 


United Kingdom. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
He would not go into that 
controversey, but Manchester claimed 
a place, and therefore he thought it had a 
right to be considered in the matter. 
This might appear a small point, but in 
great cities, with big docks, it was a very 
important point, and he trusted that the 
promoters of the Bill when in Committee 
would understand that, if they passed the 
Second Reading, they reserved to them- 
selves the right to introduce exceptions 
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n the public interest, where human life | 
and property might otherwise be en- | 


dangered. 


Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) pointed 
out that whilst the Bill as it stood com- 
pelled the owner to place a lamp on his 
vehicle it did not provide that anybody 
should keep it lighted. It was, there- 
fore, necessary that some provision 
should be made for the person in charge 
of the vehicle to see that the lamp was 
kept lighted during the specified hours. 
In his opinion it would be difficult to 
make a universal rule that a red light 
should be placed at the back of every 
vehicle, but such a rule might be made 
in the case of timber waggons. Already 
in many counties there was a special 
regulation that timber waggons must 
carry a red light at the back. He did 
not think the exemptions should be 
confined to the few cities which had 
been mentioned by the hon. Member 
for the East Toxteth Division of Liver- 
pool. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said he would oppose the sug- 
gestion that the Bill should apply to 
Scotland until public opinion in Scot- 
land was declared to be more in favour 
of it. He was afraid there were certain 
parts of Scotland where the Bill would 
be looked upon as inflicting a con- 
siderable hardship. Besides the diffi- 
culty of getting small vehicles to carry 
lights there was the difficulty which 
would be encountered in regard to 
motor cars. He did not think it 
would be found that there was 
any desire on the part of country 
districts to favour the acceleration 
of speed of motor cars. If all 
vehicles were compelled to carry lights 
he was afraid the strength of the lights 
on motor cars would be considerably 
reduced. He was not prepared to ex- 
tend the Bill to Scotland, because many 
counties in Scotland would be found 
to be against it. 


*CoLONEL SANDYS (Lancashire, Bootle) 
saida good deal of interest was taken by 
his constituency in the Bill, with which | 
he thoroughly agreed. 


Mr. Austin Taylor. 
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He thought it | 
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was most desirable that there should be 
one rule throughout the United King- 
dom. It was true that there were ex- 
ceptions to every rule, and the Liver- 
pool Cart Owners Association had com- 
municated with him, pointing out that 
in well-lighted thoroughfares it was 
almost useless to require vehicles to 
carry a light. He hoped that when the 
Bill came to be considered in Committee, 
provision would be made for exempting 
well-lighted thoroughfares in such cities 
as Liverpool and Manchester and other 
large towns. Words might be inserted 
enabling the local authorities to define 
the areas which were well-lighted, and 
then all other areas should come within 
the scope of the Bill. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Boltox) said that 
where the streets were well-lighted 
the provisions of the Bill would be 
totally unnecessary, and would be 
very onerous if enforced. It would be 
quite impossible to carry out the pro- 
posals in regard to lorries, which were 
flat carts laden well over the sides, be- 
cause they could not fix a lamp on them. 
In county council areas where such 
lorries had to carry lights they were 
nearly always placed underneath where 
they could not be seen. Moreover, the 
lamps would be dangerous in the case of 
large loads of cotton-waste which reached 
well over the sides, because they might 
catch fire. In Bolton he had never 
known an accident through the absence 
of lights on vehicles in the well-lighted 
streets. 


Mr. C. DUNCAN (Barrow-in-furness) 
was afraid that if they made so many 
exceptions the Bill would be useless. 
and would apply only to the North Pole. 
He would like some of those hon. Members 
who talked about no light being necessary 
in a well lighted street to define what 
they meant by a well-lighted street. 


Mr. HARWOOD: All our streets are 
well-lighted. 


Mr. C. DUNCAN thought probably 
there might be a difference of opinion 
amongst the hon. Member’s constituents 
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upon that point. He had twice very 
nearly lost his life through vehicles 
not carrying lights, and the matter 
was a far more serious one than some 
hon. Members seemed to appreciate. Prob- 
ably the greatest danger had not yet 
been mentioned. They had heard a good 
deal about the danger of carts without 
lights moving along at a slow pace, but 

his ‘opinion the cart which was not 
moving at all was the greatest danger. 
He thought all vehicles should carry 
a light so that one driver might see the 
position of another vehicle. The objec- 
tions which had been raised were all 
points which could be dealt with in 
Committee, and he should support the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


Mr. MARNHAM (Surrey, Chertsey) 
said that when the Bill got into Com- 
nuittee he hoped the suggestion made by 
the Association of County Councils that 
there should be uniformity would be 
carefully considered. Unless that were 
secured there would be a good many 
difficulties in the case of carts and drays 
and other vehicles coming from one 
district to another, because thev would rot 
know which districts had adopted the 
by-laws with regard to lights and which 
had not. Those who were acquainted 
with the country districts knew the danger 
of getting about the roads on a dark 
winter’s night, and sometimes the dark- 
ess In summer was even worse than in 
winter. He hoped that the Bill would 
receive a Second Reading in order 
that that danger to the public might be 
lessened. An objection had been raised 
in regard to the trouble and expense 
of providing lights, but such trifling things 
ought not to be taken into considera- 
tion when the prevention of accidents was 
the object to be attained. In these 
days of cheap illumination the provision 
: lamps ought not to be any hardship at 
a l. 


Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barkston Ash) supported the Bill. They 
had had similar provisions in force in 
the West Riding of Yorkshire for a long 
time and they had worked well. He 
could assure those who had _ raised 
objections to the Bill that when its 
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would disappear. When the proposal was 
first made to apply similar regulations 
to Yorkshire he moved an Amendment 
to exempt various classes of agricultural 
produce, but his proposal was rejected. 
He was glad to say that the cause of 
his objection had now wholly dis- 
appeared, because the farmers had come 
to realise that if the Act was carried out 
fairly and with common-sense no harm 
would be done. The hon. Member for 
the Leith Burghs had stated that he was 
afraid the Bill would lead to motor cars 
reducing the power of their lights, and he 
also objected to the Bill applying to 
Scotland. He ventured to think that as 
far as the Highlands of Scotland were 
concerned there was not the faintest 
chance of the power of the motor car 
lights being reduced, because it was the 
possibility of meeting not a cart, but 
a pig or a donkey or a cow in the road 
motorist had to fear. He 
wished to emphasise the necessity of 
insisting upon red lights being carried 
behind timber waggons. They had a 
regulation to that effect in Yorkshire, and 
no objection had been raised to it. He 


‘hoped proper provision would be made in 


provisions came into force their objections | 


the Bill for the trimming and lighting of 
the lamps. It had been suggested that 
two lights should be insisted upon,\but 
he thought that would be considered a 
grievance by agriculturists. The regula- 
tion that lorries should carry lights had 
been enforced in Yorkshire with very little 
objection, and notwithstanding what had 
been said by the hon. Member for Bolton 
he did not see why it should not be carried 
out in Lancashire as well. As to there 
being no suitable place to fix a lamp on a 
lorry, the light was often carried on a 
projecting hook which kept the light clear 
of the cotton or wool. The objections 
which had been raised did not appear to 
him to be very serious, and he hoped the 
Bill would speedily become law. 


Mr. ARTHUR STANLEY (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) said that he heartily supported 
the Bill, not merely as Chairman of the 
Royal Automobile Club and Motor Union, 
representing some 15, 000 motorists, but 
also as President of the Tramways Associ- 
ation. The Bill was as important to tram- 
way traffic as to motorists and cyclists. He 
was glad to note that the former hostility 
of agriculturists was dying out. Motorists 
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recognised that the powerful head-lights | hon. friend behind him, who was weil 
which they carried at present were a | qualified to speak on behalf of the motor 
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danger, but the Bill would hardly 
remove the necessity for them, because 
ordinary traffic was not to be compelled 
to carry tail-lights. Those head-lights 
blinded the drivers and the horses and 
he wished he could think the Bill would 
very largely remedy that. But he was 
afraid it would not, because the essential 
point was missed from the Bill, that 
there should be a light at the rear of 
the cart. There was the ridiculous 
anomaly that they forced swift-going 
traffic to havea light at the back but slow- 
going traffic, which was likely to be over- 
taken, was exempt. He thought the 
ground .on which the hon. Member for 
Bolton asked that his constituency should 
be exempted was not a good one. He 
wished to support the Bill because he 
believed it would be a step in the right 
direction for the safety of the public and 
would be one of the first indications that 
the House realised that traffic on the road 
must be adapted to the road and not the 
road to the traffic. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said he was not going to 
speak against the Bill, although he had 
given notice of his intention to move 
its rejection. Having been informed by 
his hon. friend that it was not the 
Bill of last year, he had withdrawn his 
objection to it. He would protest 
against any attempt to extend the Bill 
further than it went at present. He 
hoped that its promoters would re- 
member that its provisions represented 
the extreme amount of latitude that 


ought to be given to motorists. The 
roads were not made for the selfish 


gratification of motorists, but for the 
general use of the public at large. The 
Bill did not apply to Scotland, and it 
did “not include the most objectionable 
features of last year’s measure. 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) said 
the hon. Member for Orkney and Shet- 
land was well-known to be a very hostile 
critic in regard to the deeds of motorists, 
and if the Bill had been brought for- 
ward in their interest, it would have in 
him one of its strongest opponents. His 

Mr. Arthur Stanley. 


‘councils for adoption 
‘thought advisable. 


industry, had carefully abstained from 
saying anything from the motorist’s point 
of view, and he was glad he did so. The 
‘House should consider the question 
not as it affected any particular class of 
traffic, but with the sole desire to pro- 
vide for public safety on the roads, 


| Great danger to people on foot or 
|on horseback resulted from vehicles 
jnot being properly lighted. When 
'a similar Bill was before the House 
|three years ago he was inundated 
| with correspondence pointing out 


'the dangers arising from that cause. 
| His hon. friend hit the nail on the 
‘head when he said that the Bill 
|did not go quite far enough. In the 
case of a fast motor-car which was not 
easily overtaken on the road, the carry- 
ing of a light in the rear was compulsory, 
| but agricultural carts and timber wagons 
were exempt from that obligation. 
It seemed to be an anomaly that 
the slow moving vehicle which was most 
likely to be overtaken by another should 
not be required to carry a light in the 
rear. Admirable model by-laws had 
been drawn up by the Home Office and 
issued to county councils and borough 
where it was 
The by-law with 
reference to vehicles carrying projecting 
timber might with advantage be adopted 
in the Bill. Some of the worst accidents 
had occurred through unlighted vehicles 
standing at the side of the road. He 
thought that was a matter which should 
receive consideration when the Bill was 


in Committee. Under the by-laws 
there was a_ penalty more than 
twice as large as that proposed 


byfthe Bill. The fact that in England 
sixty-two counties and 223 boroughs 
had adopted the by-laws, showed that 
there was a large consensus of opinion 


|in favour of uniformity in the matter. 


The hon. Member for the City of London 
wondered why Scotiand was not in- 
cluded in the Bill. Scotland was in ad- 
vance of England in this as in most 
other matters. The Burgh Police 
Act of 1903 contained provisions 
more stringent than those in the by- 
laws issued by the Home Office. The 
regulations under the Act had _ been 
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adopted by all except five burghs. Of| but there were seventy-seven boroughs 
the five, three had more stringent regu-| in England and Wales where there were 
lations of their own. In twenty-seven| no by-laws at all; forty counties 
of the counties of Scotland the regula- | which did not require agricultural 
tions under the Act were in force, and| carts, or carts going at a walking 
only six counties had no by-laws. He} pace, to carry any lights; and_ thir- 
thought, however, that in Scotland| teen counties which required no lights 
there was room for greater uniformity. | to be carried during the summer months. 
The variations in the requirements of} All those exemptions seemed to the 
the different by-laws with respect to} Government to be inadvisable and bad. 
lighting gave rise to a great deal of| Agricultural carts were just as dangerous 
trouble to people who used the roads|as any other form of vehicle. In fact 
and had to cross the border between one | it was perhaps more dangerous to leave 
county and another. That might be|a small number of vehicles unlighted 
avoided by the adoption of a uniform| where people were accustomed to find 
system for the whole country. The! lights in use, than to dispense with 
Bill would provide for the enforcement | lamps altogether. As to the exemp- 
of certain uniformity all over England. | tions in the summer months, he would 
The provisions were not in any way | point out that in our climate a great 
oppressive or unreasonable. They were | many summer nights were dark, or foggy, 
designed for the public safety and with | or stormy, and lights were just as neces- 
no intention to promote the interests of | sary then as at any other time of the 
those who owned motors or any other| vear. There was no reason for all those 
class of vehicle. For none of the offences | local differences. He had had a map 
under the Bill would the penalty exceed | prepared showing the nature of the by- 
40s. He did not think any more reason- | laws in force in the different counties of 
able proposal could well be put before | England and Wales. Taking a line from 
the House. east to west he found that in East Suffolk 
| the by-laws exempted agricultural carts, 
*Tue UNDER-SECRETARYorSTATE | and there was an exemption for the 
ror tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr.| Summer months, while in West Suffolk 

| there was an exemption for agricultural 
said everyone who had taken part in the | carts, but no exemption for the summer 
debate had supported the Second Read-| months; in Cambridgeshire there were 
ing of the Bill, and that unanimity the| both of those exemptions ; in Bedford- 
(Government were very glad to welcome, | shire, Northamptonshire, and Warwick- 
for the measure was one which they were | shire there were no exemptions ; and in 
anxious should be passed. It was a very | Worcestershire, Herefordshire, Radnore- 
necessary Bill. He supposed there was shire and Cardiganshire there were ex- 
hardly any Member of the House who} emptions for agricultural carts. Those 
had not had personal knowledge either of | facts showed that there were marked 
an actual accident, or of a narrow escape differences in the conduct of the various 
from accident, owing to the absence of| local authorities. It was an absurd 
lights on vehicles on country roads at mistake to suppose that a measure of this 
nioht. The use of lights became more | sort was more in the interest of motors 
and more necessary as roads became more | than of the agricultural carts with which 
and more frequented. The old English | they were likely to collide. It took two 
highways for a long time were almost|to make a collision. The regulations 
deserted at night, but now they were alive | were required not only to save motorists 
with new forms of locomotion. Regula- | running into carts, but to save carts from 
tions of the kind proposed were therefore | being run into by motorists. The Bill 
more necessarv than before. In the! of 1905 included Scotland, but he thought 
interest of public safety a certain mini-| it was perhaps wise on this occasion to 
mum standard of lighting of vehicles | omit Scotland, though not because Scot- 
ought to be universally enforced. The | land was ahead of England in this respect, 
hon. Member for the City of London had | forshe wasnot. Several of the chief coun- 
suggested that the local authorities had | ties in Scotland had no by-laws, and 
already very generally adopted by-laws, | almost all of them exempted the summer 
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months, and almost all exempted agri- 


Lights on 


cultural waggons. But the reason why 
it was possibly wise to exclude Scotland 
was because that country had separate 
statutes which dealt with the regulations 
as to lighting. An even stronger reason 
was that on the last occasion when the 
Bill was before the House it was bitterly 
opposed by almost all the Scottish 
Members who spoke, and was rejected by 
one vote. If the Scottish Members 
expressed a desire to have the Bill ex- 
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tended to Scotland, and if his hon. friend 
who had charge of the Bill could see his 
way to agree, that could be done in 
Committee. Certain drafting Amend- 
ments would be necessary when the Bill 
got into Committee. The point raised by 
the hon. Members for Liverpool and | 
Bolton would no doubt receive con- 
sideration, although he was at a loss 
to understand why a regulation which 
was enforced in London and Manchester 
should be wholly impossible of enforce- 
ment in Liverpool or Bolton. That was 
a matter on which the Committee would 
decide. He hoped the House would grant 
the measure a Second Reading. Once 
the Bill was passed into law custom | 
would very soon adapt itself to! 
the new legislation, and soon everyone | 
would wonder why it had been postponed 
so long. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8.) | 
said he wondered how the Under- | 
Secretary had been able to satisfy | 


himself that an unlighted vehicle was a | 
source of danger on an English road, | 
but not on a Scottish road. He thought | 
the House would be perfectly entitled | 
to proceed in a matter of this kind | 
on general principles, and to see that | 
some portions of the community were not 
exposed to penalties from which others | 
were exempt. As regarded the sugyes- 
tion of the hon. Members for Liverpoo! 
and Bolton, he sincerely hoped the pro- | 
moters of the Bill would not consent to 
the exemption they claimed. He had | 
had considerable experience in the pass- | 


ing of by-laws, and he had found that | 
the moment they began to exempt it was 
very difficult to stop. The hon. Member 
for Bolton had given an interesting account | 
of the use of lorries in that town, and had | 
- stated that when the vehicles were loaded ! 


Mr. Herbert Samuel. 
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in a certain way the light underneath 
would be obscured. That could easily 
be remedied by requiring that the light 
should be put on the side of the lorry. 
He had the honour at one time to repre- 
sent one of the Divisions of Liverpool, 
and he knew something of the way in 
which lorries were used in that city. 
He supposed that a large proportion 
of the carts and lorries used in Liverpool] 
and Bolton did not traverse only the 
confines of these places, but that they 
passed in and out of the adjoining 
counties. If they were going to give 
exemptions within the borough or city 
the first man summoned for not com- 
plying with the regulations outside would 
siy that his instructions were to work 
within the borough or city to which he 
velonged. By allowing exetuptions they 
provided every sort of excuse for evading 
the law. He thought, that 
some consideration should be given to 
the agricultural aspect of the question, 
because, as the hon. Gentleman knew, the 
main difficulty which led agriculturists 
to ask for special provisions was not that 
thev wanted to be put on a different 
footing from others who habitually used 
the roads, but because it frequently 
happened that an agricultural cart or 
waggon was taken out with the intention 
that the person in charge should be home 
before dark, but was prevented from 
doing so. It was difficult also for carts 
on the field to carry the necessary lamps, 
and that was one of the reasons which led 
agriculturists to ask special considera- 
tion. The opinion among agriculturists 
had been to his knowledge largely altered 


however, 


\in that respect, for they realised that if 


there was to be a general law they must 
be amenable to it as much as the rest of 
the community. They realised that the 
dangers to which they were exposed at 
present made it desirable that they 
should be protected, and that if they 
were protected other people must be 
protected against them. When the Bill 
reached Committee it might be necessary 
to consider whether some special pro- 
vision should be made in regard to 
agricultural carts which had been in use 
on a field. He hoped the Committee up- 
tairs would resist further exemptions 
which might destroy the real value of the 


Bill. 
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*Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) said 


that he was very glad that agreement 
was so general as to the desirability of the 
Bill, and especially that its promoters 
would have the active support of 
the Government. He did not intend 
to detain the House, but he had 
been directly challenged by his hon. 
friend the Member for the City of London 
to answer him on one or two points. 
The first point that his hon. friend raised 
was about the inclusion of agricultural 
implements. He had spoken of agricul- 
tural implements as if the Bill included 
evervthing, spades, mattocks, and so 
on, that came under that heading. 


Sr F. BANBURY said that there was 


nothing to show that it did not. 


*Mr. COURTHOPE said that if the 
Baronet would notice it the Bill said hon. 
“drawn by animal traction.” He did 
not think a spade was an implement 
drawn by animal traction, and it was per- 
fectly clear to anyone who read that 
clause that it was intended to apply to 
such things as mowing and reaping 
machines, and those kinds of implements 
were a great source of danger. They 
were a far greater danger on the road 
than carts or waggons, and as an 
agriculturist himself, he did not think 
the words would inflict any hardship at 
all on the agricultural community. 
With regard to the exemption of Scotland 
and Ireland, they would like, if they 
thought it were possible or feasible, that 
the Bill should apply to the whole United 
Kingdom. There was no great opposition 
to the Bill, in fact there was a general 
consensus of opinion in favour of it in 
England and Wales, as far as they could 
make out ; but there seemed to be a con- 
siderable amount of opposition in Scot- 
land and Ireland ; and they had acted on 
the principle of half aloaf being better than 
no bread. It might be a bad principle, 
but still it was sometimes necessary in 
practice. He thought it was certainly 
better that they should lay down the 
principle of uniformity in the question of 
the lighting of vehicles through England 
and Wales than perhaps lose even that by 
asking for the principle to be applied to 
the whole of the United Kingdom. A 
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the hon. Member for Kingston, and also 
by the Under-Secretary for the Home 
Office, which he would not have expected 
from either of them. They had said that 
there was nothing in the Bill requiring 
the lamp to be lighted. All he could say 
was that if the lamp was not alight, how 
was it going to display to the front a 
white light visible at a reasonable dis- 
tance? As long as it displayed a white 
light visible to the front for a reasonable 
distance he did not care personally 
whether it was alight or whether it 
showed a light by another means. He 
did not think it mattered at all. What 
was wanted was a light showing, and it 
did not matter how it was obtained. 


An HON. MEMBER: The Bill does 
not say it shall display a light, but that it 
shall be so placed as to display a light. 


*Mr. 
agreed — 
‘*so constructed and placed as to show a white 
light for a reasonable distance. 


COURTHOPE said he quite 


He was not going to argue a point of 
legal interpretation, but he would have 
thought that that conveyed to the 
ordinary mind that the light was to 
be visible from a reasonable distance 
between the stated hours. As the Under- 
Secretary for the Home Office had said, 
however, that could be easily altered in 
Committee by the insertion of other words, 
and he was perfectly certain the hon. 
Member for Gainsborough would be the 
first to admit the Amendment. A num- 
hon. Members, including the 
hon. Member for East Toxteth and the 
hon. Member for Bolton, had pleaded 
for an exemption in favour of their 
particular constituencies. He thought 
himself that that would be very un- 
desirable. They had talked about 
lorries carrying cotton waste, and 
the danger in those cases of having a 
lamp. All he could say was that lorries 
carrying cotton waste and other in- 
flammable materials in many parts of 
the country were lighted, and, as far 


ber of 


as one could make out, without 
much danger. If cases of accident 
occurred frequently owing to the 


fact that they were carrying lamps, 
he was certain that safety lamps of some 
kind could be adopted. But the fact 
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remained that lamps were carried by | | his constituents wished to break any 
lorries loaded with inflammable materials | law, but if the Bill were extended to 


without accidents in many parts of the 
country. Why should they not be in 
other parts ? 
great mistake if exceptions were made in 
favour of certain towns to suit the con- 
venience of individual Members. The 
hon. 
the Association 


County Councils’ 


He thought it would be a | 


Member for Middleton on behalf of | 
had | 


given the Bill very valuable support, and | 


he entirely endorsed what he had said as to | 


the desirability of getting absolute unifor- 
mity throughout the country. It was for 
that purpose that the Bill had been intro- 


duced. One or two right hon. and hon. 


| Scotland the cost of the lights would 
be to them a serious and unnecessary 
additional expense in bringing home 
their crops and agricultural implements 


from the fields. He would therefore 
|oppose the extension of the Bill to 
Scotland. 

Mr. W. NICHOLSON (Hampshire, 
Petersfield) hoped that when the 
Bill went to Committee a_ clause 
would be inserted making it clear 
‘that vehicles in the service of the 


Gentlemen had referred to the question | 
a collision occurred near Aldershot be- 


of lights behind slow-moving vehicles. 
He quite agreed with them there, and he 


hoped it might be possible in Committee | 


for the Home Office to support or possibly | 


bring forward themselves the suggestion | 


that on timber waggons and waggons 
carrying scaffold poles, and so on, there 
should be lights behind. In _ those 
cases of slow-moving vehicles, there was 


Crown were bound to carry lights as 
well as other vehicles. Some time ago 


tween an Army Service waggon and a 
farmer’s cart; and the defence set up 
was that asthe waggon was in the service 
of the Crown the by-laws of the county 
in regard to the carrying of lights did 


‘not apply to it. 


quite as much, or in fact more, danger to | 


vehicles overtaking them than to vehicles |. 
| mittee on Law, &c., read a second time, 


, and committed. 


meeting them. But he would not like to 
risk the Bill on a point of that kind, 
though if they could get it in in Com- 


mittee it would be very desirable. He | 


hoped the House would give the Bill a 
Second Reading without a division. 


Viscount DALRYMPLE (Wigtown) 
said that everybody who had spoken so far 
seemed to be in favour of the Bill, and 
also of extending it to Scotland as soon | 
as_ possible. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill referred to the Standing Com- 


LICENSED PREMISES (ELECTION DAYS) 


CLOSING BILL. 
Order for second reading read. 


*Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS (Lincoln) 
said his remarks had to be brief in arguing 
for the advisability of passing this small 
measure, the object of which was to secure 


. . 
He did not give many the closing of licensed premises on the 


pledges during his election contest, but | polling day of any election under the 


one he did give, and that was to oppose | provision of the Ballot Act. He sub- 


} 


any Bill for the lighting of vehicles in| mitted that there was a great amount 


Scotland. The few roads in his con-|of practical experience in 
stituency were used almost entirely by the proposed change in the law. 


favour ol 


What 


people who were opposed to the extension | was proposed by the Bill was in force 


of this Bill to Scotland, and even if the | throughout Canada, 


law were imposed upon them there would 
be nobody to see that it was carried out. 


He did not think that the majority of | operation of Lord Milner’s law 


Mr. Courthope. 


British 
Colonies, and he was interested to read 
that in the Transvaal, to the 
on the 


and other 


owing 





ia tom oh ae 


-— 


in tn wn 


100 


ny 

to 
uld 
ity 
me 
nts 
ore 


ear 
the 

as 
20 


be- 


up 
ice 


lid 


1e, 


1e 


1e 





401 Licensed Premises (Election {15 Marcu 1907} 


subject, the recent elections were con- 
ducted with a good order and decorum 
that were quite laudable and remarkable. 
In 1905 a similar law was passed in 
New South Wales. In fifteen States of 
the American Union, including all the 
important ones, laws had _ been 
passed for closing licensed premises on 
election days; and he found that in 
Canada it wascommon ground with both 
political Parties that the public-houses 
should be shut on such occasions. He 
was assured by an official in Toronto that 
there had been a marked absence of intem- 
perance on election days there since the 


most 


passing of the law; and the President of | 


Harvard University, the chairman of a 
Committee of fifty which proposed a 
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class and that bribery took place in 
public-houses on election days. Not 
many years ago the candidates at an 
election had a triumphal procession going 
from one public-house to another, in 
which there was a great deal of treating 
and drinking. Similar practices took 
place in connection with municipal 
elections. The Attorney-General had 
held out hopes the other day of a measure 
stiffening up the law of corrupt practices, 
and he submitted that this point should 
not be overlooked. It would promote 
the purity of elections and check some 
well-known abuses. Publicans claimed 
that they were bound to stand by 
their trade irrespective of every other 





consideration. If that were so, he main- 


number of moderate changes in licensing | tained that the country at large ought 


legislation, said that American opinion 
accepted wi hout question the restriction 
of the opening of public-houses on election 
days. 
was that the opening of licensed premises 
or the selling of drink thereon on the days 
upon which Parliamentary or municipal 
elections were held should be declared an 
illegal practice. There was one exception 
which did not appear on the face of the 
Bill. The City of London, under the 


drafting of the Ballot Act, would be | 


exempted from the Bill, and exceptions 
were also made in favour of persons 
living in hotels and travellers by rail- 
He believed that if the Bill became 
law it would improve the conduct of 
elections in the country. He had been 
told that it might cause great inconveni- 
but if inconvenience arose once in 


Way. 


ence ; 
every four or five years, it was no more 
than the inhabitants of Wales, Scotland, 
and almost the whole of Ireland sub- 
If he 
were asked to give any justification for 
the proposed change he would refer 
to the facts elicited during the trial 
of elections petitions, although all the 
facts were not by any means revealed. 
Quite enough, however, had come out to 
show that in certain portions of certain 
constituencies there was a_ bribable 
VOL, CLXXI. [FourtH Series. | 


mitted to on Sunday every week. 


} 


| 
} 


| 
| 


|able speech, from 


| “ e : 

| to be at liberty to take special precautions 
'to prevent the improper use of public- 
| houses at election time. He appealed 


What was proposed by the Bill! to the Government to give the proposal 


|embodied in the Bill a place in their 
| promised licensing legislation. He begged 
| to, move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Sir F. BANBURY said that the hon. 
Gentleman had made an _ extremely 
his own point of 
view; but he had introduced an 
extraordinary precedent into the debates 
of the House. The hon. Gentleman 
had practically talked his own Bill out, 
and no one else hada chance of making 
any observations upon it. The hon. 
Gentleman had made a still more extra- 
ordinary suggestion that the Govern- 
ment should take up the Bill, and em- 
body it in their promised Licensing 
Bill. They were promised so many 
Bills by the present Radical Government 
that if, in addition to those, they were 


going to take up the Bills of their sup- 


porters, he was afraid that Mr. Speaker 
would have to sit in his Chair without 


any interval until Christmas Day, and 
| that was not a possibility which anybody 


O 
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in the House would look upon with} Mr. J. A. PEASE replied in the’ 


any great pleasure. 
And, it being Five of the Clock, the 
Debate stood adjourned, 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 


next. | 
| 
| 
} 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

*Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron | 
Walden) said he wished to move the | 
adjournment of the House in order | 
to make a statement as to the course | 
of public business. Owing to the First | 
Yeading of the Consolidated Fund (No. 1) | 
Bill having been obtained vesterday, the | 
xovernment were to meet the 
wishes of the Leader of the Opposition,and 
would devote a whole day to the Second 
Yeading of the Bill. Monday would be 
set aside for that purpose, the Bill being 
made the first Order of the day. In 
the evening the Government hoped 
also to secure the Second Reading of 
the Army Annual Bill. On Tuesday, it 
was proposed to introduce under the 
ten minutes rule a Bill to amend the 
Patent Laws, and the Secretary for 
Scotland, under the same rule, desired 
to introduce the Scottish Education Bill. 
After that, the Small Holdings (Scotland) 
Bill, and the Butter Bill would be intro- 
small non- 
controversial the 
Home Secretary wished to obtain the 
Second Reading: the Probation of First 
Offenders’ Bill, the Poisons Bill, and the 
Those would all 


able 


duced, and there were three 


measures of which 


Released Persons Bill. 
take precedence of the President of the 
Kducation’s Administrative 


Board of 


Provisions Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn ”—(Jr. 
Joseph Pease.) 


Mr. COCHRANE asked if it was the 
intention of the Government to introduce 
the Small Holdings (Scotland) Bill under 
the ten minutes rule ¢ 


Sur FL Banbury. 
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negative, and asked leave to withdraw 


his Motion for the adjournment of the 
House. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
MERCHANDISE MARKS BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 
to the Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 


POLITICAL PENSIONS BILL, 
Considered in Committee :— 


(In the Committee. ) 


Clause 1 :— 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


-again upon Friday, 19th April. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 1.) 
Mr. Davip ALFRED THOMAS reported 


‘from the Committee on Group 1 of 


Railway Bills; That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
until Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven 
o'clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir Witt1AM Brampton GURDON re- 
ported from the Committee of Selection ; 
That they had discharged the following 
Member from the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and 
Legal Procedure, in 
Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister 
Bill: Mr. Arthur Lee ; and had appointed 
in substitution: Viscount Morpeth. 


respect of the 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the 
House without Question put, pursuant 
to Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Five o'clock till Monday next. 
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Private 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 18th March, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BYRNE'S DIVORCE BILL [H.1. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read : Counsel called in : Moved 
that the Bill be now read 2*: The same 
was agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the 


following Bills have been complied with : | 
—General Accident Fire and Life Assur- | 
ance Corporation, Limited [H.L.]; Roya] | 


Bank of Scotland [#.z.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Simon-Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven 
Construction and Working Company, 
Limited, Bill [a.L.].—Presented (pursuant 
to leave given on Thursday last); read 


A 


l*; and referred to the Examiners. 
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Bill Business. 


the concurrence of the Honse, viz., 

|“ That it is expedient that th Metro- 
| politan Water Board (Charges, eve.) Bill 
|and the Metropolitan Water Board 
(Various Powers) Bill be committed to a 
Joint Committee of Lords and Com- 
mons.” The said message to be taken 
into consideration To-morrow. 


406 


Kendal Corporation Bill [#.1.]; 
Middlesbrough, Stockton-on-Tees, and 
Thornaby Tramways Bill [u.t.]; North 
British Railway Bill [u.t.]; Buckhaven 
Dock Bill [#.u.]; Birkenhead Corpora- 
tion Water Bill [H.u.].—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the follow- 
ing Lord; be proposed to the House to 
form the Select Committee for the con- 
sideration of the said Bills; (viz.) :— 

V. Hampden, 

L. Teynham, 

L. Ravensworth, 

L. Newton (chairman), 


L. Weardale ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet 
on Tuesday, the 23rd of April next, at 
Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, 
as also counsel for the Bills. 


Birmingham Corporation Bill [H...].— | 


Reported from the Select Committee, | 


with Amendments. 
Aberdeen Corporation Bill  [H...]; 
Glasgow Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Ren- 


frewshire Upper District (Eastwood and 
Mearns) Water Bill [u.L.]; Buckhaven 
Dock Bill [H.u.]—Read 2*, and com- 
mitted. The Committees to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 


Manchester Ship Canal (Various Powers) 
Bill [4.1.1; Roya] Insurance Company 
Bill {[H.1.]; Newquay and District Water 
Bill [u.L.]; West Yorkshire Tramways 
Bill [u..]; Folkestone, Sandgate, and 
Hythe Tramways Bill {H.1.].—Read 3°, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, 
etc.) Bill; Metropolitan Water Board 
(Various Powers) Bill.—Message from 
the Commons that they have come to the 
following Resolution to which they desire 
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Tees Valley Water (Consolidation) Bill 
_[#.L.]; Southend Water Bill [u.1.]; 
| Southend-on-Sea Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; 
| Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewer- 
age Board Bill [#.L.]; Selsey Water 
and Gas Bill [H.u.]; Portishead District 
| Water Bill [a.L.]; Tynemouth Corpora- 
tion (Water) Bill [a..].—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the follow- 
ing Lords be proposed to the House to 
form the Select Committee for the con- 
sideration of the said Bills; (viz.) :— 

K. Scarbrough, 

K. Lauderdale (chairman), 

EK. Carnwath, 

E. Verulam, 


V. Colville of Culross ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet 


on Tuesday, the 23rd of April next, at 

Kleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred 

to the Committee, with leave to the 

petitioners praying to be heard by 
P 
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counsel] against the Bills to be heard - tion Bill.—Read 3* (according to order), 


desired, as also counsel for the Bills. and passed. 

Great Yarmouth Waterworks and! Local Government Provisional Orders 
Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [w.u.]; | ( No. 1) Bill (No. 19); London 
Pontypridd Urban District Council Bill | Seca Scheme (Southwark Borough 
[u.L.]; Southport, Birkdale, and West | | Market) Bill, (No. 20).—Brought from 
Lancashire Water Board Bill [u.L.]; | he Commons and read 1*; to be printed ; 
Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corpora- | and referred to the Examiners. 
tion Bill [u.t.]; Ashton-under-Lyne, 
Stalybridge, and Dukinfield (District) 
Waterworks Bill [.L.]; Coventry Cor- | TRNAS oT ' 
poration Water Bill [.1.]; Colne Valley | es een ee In ee 
Water Bill [x.1.]; Broadstairs and St. | — 

Peter’s Urban District Water Bill [H.L.].— | BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 

Report from the Committee of Selection, | FISHERIES. 

That the following Lords be proposed to| Returns of the agricultural holdings in 

the House to form the Select Committee each county of Great Britain, compiled 

for the consideration of the said Bills; | from the returns collected by the Board of 

(viz.)— Agriculture and Fisheries in 1890, 1895, 
D. Wellington, 1903, and 1906. 


L. Zouche of Haryngworth, 


L. Ribblesdale (chairman), EMIGRATION. 
Seg flea’ , : 
2 ea Report on the Emigrants’ Information 
es Office, for the year ended 31st December, 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed | 1906. 

accordingly. The Committee to meet 

on Tuesday, the 23rd of April next, at BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

a i ; and all “agen nage Reports from universities and univer- 

ae NenniCe, Wim leave 0) Te | sity colleges participating in the Parlia- 

petitioners praying to be heard by | neéntary Grant, 1906. 

counsel against the Bills to be heard as : : 

desired, as also counsel for the Bills. 

ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
Glasgow Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Ren-| Memorandum showing the amend- 

frewshire Upper District (Eastwood and | ments proposed to the Army Act. 

Mearns) Water Bill [u.L.].—Report from 

) i Selecti That the 

eo temanece Mt Bemction, hat the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

following Lords be proposed to the House 

to form the Select Committee for the| Memorandum on the probation system 


consideration of the said Bills ; (viz.)— | as at present in force in the United States 
M. Bath of America. 
. c ’ 


E. Hardwicke, 
E. Camperdown (chairman), 
L. Faber, 


L. Haversham ; 
; ‘ MILITIA ACT, 1882 (DEPUTY 
agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed LIEUTENANTS). 
os nea Age germane peti a Returns of description of qualifications 
aoa; pee all sions sled ies Alon of deputy-lieutenants lodged during 1906 
‘peer? imaged it Go ey ‘ict Ree 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners | ?° murniahed to the Chiet Secrotery for 
; . Ireland. 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also| ; ‘ . : 
counsel for the Bills SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE ACT, 
é 1875. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


Portobello and Musselburgh Tramways| Order in Council, dated 1st March, 1907, 
(Port Seton Deviation) Order Confirma- | relating to the circuits of the Judges. 
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SPRING ASSIZES ACT, 1879, AND WINTER | JUDICATURE BILL [4.1] 


ASSIZES ACT, 1876. . 
Amendment reported (according to 


Orders in Council, dated Ist March, | order), and Bill to be read 3° on Wednes- 
1907, constituting Spring Assize Counties, | day next. 
Nos. 2 and 3, for the purpose of the en- 
suing Spring Assizes. 


POPULATION OF CROFTING PARISHES. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894 | Lorn SALTOUN: My Lords, I beg to 
Orders in Council. dated Ist March, | ove for a Return of the population in the 
1907— ; ans ” erofting parishes of counties in Scotland, 


showing the totals for each county 
separately in the years 1881-1886, 1891- 
1896, and 1901-1906. I quite recognise 

| that I have asked for the information in 
somewhat minute detail, but as it is im- 

: : portant, I hope that His Majesty’s 
Approving certain byelaws made by’ Government will be able to give me the 

the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board re- | Return. 

lating to the pilotage funds of the Liver- | 

pool District. 


Applying the provisions of Section 238 
of the Act to deserters from Nicaraguan 
vessels ; 


Moved, That there be laid before the 

House a return of the population 

SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 'in the crofting parishes of counties in 

Scotland, showing the totals for each 

county separately > years _ 

Scotland, dated 11th March, 1907, pro- cee oa ee gine 
viding for the early closing of certain Sibeun:) 

classes of shops within the burgh of Leith. ~~" 


Orders made by the Secretary for 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Lorp HAMILTON or DALZELL: 

Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. My Lords, I can promise the Return for 

which the noble Lord asks for the years 

1881, 1891, and 1901, which are the 

PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE | census years. As regards the other 

(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. years, it is not clear that sufficient data 

| are available. But if the noble Lord will 

consent to leave the matter in the hands 

of the Secretary for Scotland he will 

undertake that the Return shall be as 
complete as possible. 


Xeport from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, that the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House as the panel of Lords 
to act as Commissioners under the Act, 
Viz. — 


On Question, Motion, in amended 
form, viz., ‘* That there be laid before the 
House a return of the population in the 
crofting parishes of counties in Scotland, 


L. Saltoun, | 
| 
L. Torphichen ; | 
| 
| 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 


accordingly. | showing the totals for each county 
| 


separately in the years 1881, 1891, 
——— jand 1901, and for any other years 
| between 1881 and 1906 for which the 
STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL [u.1.] | information may be available ”—(Lord 
| Sultoun) ; agreed to; and ordered ac- 
cordingly. 





A Bill for further promoting the 
revision of the Statute Law by repealing 
enactments which have ceased to be in 
force or have become unnecessary—Was | 
presented by the Lord Chancellor ; read 
1*; and to be printed. (No. 18.) 





House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five o’clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o’clock. 








411 Private 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS (CITY OF 
WORCESTER). 

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House 
that he had received from one of the 
Judges of the High Court of Justice the 
following letter relating to the Election 
of the City of Worcester— 

“City of Worcester and County of the 
same City. 

“* At the Assizes and General Session of 
the Delivery of the Gaol of our Lord the 
King, holden at Worcester in and for the 
County of the City of Worcester, on 
Wednesday the sixth day of February, in 
the seventh year of the reign of our 
Sovereign Lord Edward the Seventh, by 
the Grace of God of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland and of the 
British Dominions beyond the Seas King, 
Defender of the Faith, and in the year of 
our Lord one thousand nine hundred and 
seven, before the hon. Sir John Charles 
Bigham, Knight, one of the Justices of 
the High Court of Justice, and other 
Justices of our said Lord the King, 
assigned to deliver his Gaol of the said 
County of the City of Worcester of the 
Prisoners therein being. 


‘“* Whereas our said Lord the King by a 
certain Commission dated the seventh 
day of July, one thousand nine hundred 
and six, in the sixth year of the reign of 
cur said Lord the King, under the hand 
cf one of His Majesty’s Principal Secre- 
taries of State, authorised and appointed 
Edward Tindal Atkinson, Esquire, one of 
the Counsel of our said Lord the King 
learned in the Law, Attorney-General of 
the County Palatine of Durham, Recorder 
of the City of Leeds, Horace Edmund 
Avory, Esquire, one other of the Counsel 
of our said Lord the King learned in the 
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Law, Recorder of the Borough of King- 
ston-upon-Thames, and Charles Willie 


} 


Mathews, Esquire, Barrister-at-Law, Re- | 
corder of the City of Salisbury, to be | 
Commissioners for the purpose of making | 
inquiry into the existence of corrupt | 
practices at the last Parliamentary Elec- | 


tion for the City of Worcester. And 
whereas the said Commissioners have by 
their Report, dated the twenty-second day 
of November, one thousand nine hundred 
and six, reported to our said Lord the 
King that one Walter Caldicott was guilty 
of Bribery and of an Illegal Practice at 
the said Parliamentary Election for the 
said City of Worcester. And whereas the 
said Walter Caldicott hath, pursuant to 
sub-section 2 of Section 38 of the Corrupt 
and Illegal Practices Prevention Act, 
1883, appealed to this Court against the 
said Report. Now this Court, having 
read the said Report and such parts of the 
evidence given before the said Com- 
missioners as relate to the said Walter 
Caldicott, and having heard the Honour- 
able Reginald William Coventry, of Coun- 
sel for the Appellant, and James Cran- 
stoun, Esquire, of Counsel for the Director 
of Public Prosecutions, and having heard 
the evidence of Samuel Adams, Frank 
Jenkins, and Charles Frederick Thorn- 
borrow, and of the said Walter Caldicott, 
This Court doth order that t'iat part of 
the Report of the said Commissioners by 
which they report the said Walter Caldi- 
cott as a person guilty of Bribery be set 
aside.” 
By the Court, 
ARCHER C. Hemp, 
Deputy Clerk of Assize. 
March 12th, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
~) COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bills, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Central London Railway Bill; Watford 
and Edgware Railway Bill; Port Talbot 
Railway and Docks Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
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Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway 
Bill. 


Returns, 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 67 
NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
67 has not been complied with, viz. :— 
Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway 
Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


Boston Spa Gas Bill.—Read a second 
time, and committed. 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, | 


etc.) Bill and the Metropolitan Water 
Board (Various Powers) Bill.—Resolved, 
That it is expedient that the Metropol- 
itan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill 
and the Metropolitan Water Board 


{18 Marc 





H 1907} 

GALWEY’S DIVORCE BILL [Lorps.] 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
the Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to communicate to this 
House Copies of the Minutes of Evidence 
and Proceedings, together with Docu- 
ments deposited, in the case of Galwey’s 
Divorce Bill [Lords], and that the 
Clerk do carry the said Message. 


414 


Reports, &e. 


the Table: 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Select Committee on Divorce Bills 
that they do hear Counsel and examine 
Witnesses for Galwey’s Divorce Bill 
[Lords], and also that they do hear 
Counsel and examine Witnesses against 
the Bill, if the parties concerned think 
fit to be heard by Counsel and produce 
Witnesses.—(Mr. Attorney-General.) 


PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitions in favour—From Ashton 
Field; Barr's Camnethan; Bellshill ; 
' Blackheath; Dalzell and Broomside ; 
Parr and Haydock; Radcliffe; Rowley 
Regis; Salsburgh; and Wharton Hall 
| Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


(Various Powers) Bill be committed to a | 


Joint Committee of Lords and Commons. | 
Message to the Lords to communicate | 


this Resolution and to desire their 
concurrence.—(Mr. Burns.) 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 1.) 


Mr. Davip ALFRED THomas reported | 
from the Committee on Group 1 of 
Railway Bills; That the parties op- | 
posing the Hull and Barnsley Railway | 
Bill had stated that the evidence of | 
Captain George Pirie, of North Ferriby, | 
near Hull, was essential to their case; | 
and, it having been proved that his| 
attendance could not be procured without | 
the intervention of the House, he had | 
been instructed to move that the said | 
Captain George Pirie do attend the said | 
Committee To-morrow, at half-past Ele- | 
ven of the clock. | 


Ordered, That Captain George Pirie do | 


attend the said Committee To-morrow, | 
grants’ Information Office for the year 


at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


| 
| 





LICENSING ACTS. 
Petition from West Surrey, for alter- 
ation of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 
Petitions in favour—From Ashton 

under Lyne ; Hampstead ; Harrow ; Kes- 


wich ; and Southend-on-Sea; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 


Copies presented, of Orders made by 
the Secretary for Scotland providing 
for the early closing of certain classes of 
shops in the Burgh of Leith [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EMIGRATION. ' 
Copy presented, of Report on the Emi- 
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ended 31st December, 1906 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 

Copy presented, of Returns of the 
agricultural holdings in each county of 
Great Britain [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MILITIA ACT, 1882 (DEPUTY LIEU- 
TENANTS, IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of des- 
criptions of qualifications of deputy 
lieutenants lodged during 1906, as [ur- 
nished to the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
[by Act]: to lie upon the Table. 


WINES IMPORTED. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 25th February ; Sir Frederick 
Banbury]: to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 81.] 


REVENUE (COLLECTION OF TAXES). 

teturn presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 25 February; Mr. M‘Crae]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 82.] 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of Reports from Uni- 
versities and University Colleges par- 
ticipating in the Parliamentary Grant, 
1906 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION ACT, 1902 (RATES RAISED 
UNDER SECTION 18 (1)). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 29th May, 1906; Mr. Birrell]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 83.] 


SPRING ASSIZES ACT, 1879. 
} Copies presented, of two Orders in 
Council of Ist March, 1907, constituting 
Spring Assize Counties No. 2 and 3 for 
the purpose of the ensuing Spring Assizes 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE ACT, 
1875. 
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Circuits of the Judges [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 


Copies presented, of Orders in Council, 
dated Ist March, 1907 (1) applying 
the provisions of Section 238 of the 
Act to deserters from Nicaraguan vessels ; 
(2) approving certain by-laws made by 
the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
relating to the Pilotage Funds of the 
Liverpool District [by Act]; to lie upon 
able. 


TREATMENT OF YOUTHFUL 
OFFENDERS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 14th March; Mr. Herbert 
Samuel]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 84.] 


TREATY SERIES (No. 10, 1907.) 
Copy presented, of International Agree- 
ment respecting the Unification of the 
Pharmacopeial Formulas for Potent 
Drugs, signed at Brussels, 29th November 
1906 [by Command]; to lic upon the 
Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Wilts).—Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 9th August, 1901; Mr. Griffith- 
Boscawen]; to be printed. [No. 85.] 

East India (Co-operative Credit 
Societies).—Address for “‘ Return show- 
ing the progress of Co-operative Credit 
Societies in India.”—(Mr. Rees.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Naval Expenditure of Great Britain, 
France, Germany and United States. 

’ ‘Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : To 

ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 

whether he can give, for purposes of 

discussion on the Navy Estimates, the 

total sums set down in the Navy Esti- 


Copy presented, of Order in Council | mates, 1907-8, of Great Britain, France, 


dated Ist March 1907, relating to the | 


Germany, and the United States for 
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417 Questions. 
shipbuilding, 


on 13th November, 1906. 
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repairs, and armaments, | 
on the same basis as the Answer given | 


(Questions. 418 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Roberison.) 
The following statement gives the in- 
formation desired by the hon. Member :— 

















Great Britain. 1907-8 Estimate. 
Lf 
Shipbuilding : 8,113,202 
Repairs and maintenance of material (/.7., hulls, machinery and 
equipment, anchors, cables, &c.), but not stores 1,800,198 
Armament and first outfit of ammunition for new ships and _re- 
armed ships 1,127,000 
Repairs and maintenance of guns and torpedoes . 62,000 
Total , ; : 11,102,400 
France, Germany, and United States. 
Aggregate Sums voted for Shipbuilding, Repairs, and Armaments. 
Country. Financial Year. Estimate. 
£ 
France. . | January to December, 1907 . ; ‘ 5,724,468 
Grermany . April, 1907 to March, 1908 7,287,025 


United States 


Total ageregate 
oD 5 


July, 1907 to June, 1908 


9,387,072* 


92. 398,565 





* This figure inclides a sui of £521,946 towards the accumulation of a reserve supply of 


ammunition. 


Education Estimates—Increas2 of 
Building Grants. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion if he will state the basis of the in- 
crease in the Estimate for building grants 
for local authorities’ training colleges 
from the £15,000 voted for this year to 
£150,000 to be voted in 1907-8. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) Owing 
to a misprint, which does not, however, 
affect the total estimate, the sum which 
Parliament is asked to vote under this 
head is placed at £150,000, on Page 367 


of the Estimates. The amount required 
is correctly stated on Page 358 to be 
£85,000. The increase of £70,000 over 
the sum voted last year is due to the 
anticipated increase in the claims which 
will mature during the next financial 
year, and not to any change in the 
regulations. 


Cost of Transfer of Army Accountants. 
Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : To 
ask the Secretary of State for War what 
were the inclusive expenses incurred by 
the public in transferring Colonel Bray, 
as Chief Accountant, from Aldershot to 
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York in January, 1906, and Mr. McArthur 
from Salisbury to York, in February, 
1907, on succeeding Colonel Bray in the 
appointment respectively; and what 
were the total emoluments of each official 
prior to assuming this appointment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 


The particulars of the expenses are 


recorded locally. 
attaches importance to the point, I will 
call for the information. The emolu- 
ments in question were as follows :— 


£ 
Colonel Bray - - - 715 
Mr. McArthur - - - 650 


Mr. LONSDALE: 
tary of State for War under what Vote 
the expenses of transferring civilian 
members of the Army Accounts Depart- 
ment are included. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Vote 6. 


Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether there is any 
limit to the cost of conveying civilian 
members of the Army Accounts De- 
partment from 
another; and whether, in view of the 
Director of Army Finance Circular, dated 
28th February, 1905, wherein provision 
is made for the conveyance of civilians 
and their families only, he will state the 
authority for placing the entire cost of 
removing the belongings and _ effects 
of such civilians, together with com- 
pensation, upon public funds. 


‘Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Reasonable expense of removal are 
allowed, under regulations approved by 
the Treasury, in accordance with the 
practice for the Civil Service generally. 


Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he will 
state what provision is made for the 
conveyance of military members of the 
Army Accounts Department and their 
belongings when transferred from one 
station to another. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The provisions referred to are those 
applicable to officers of the Army gener- 
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To ask the Secre- | 


one appointment — to | 


i onial allowance. 


Questions. 490 


allv. They are laid down in the regu- 
| lations for the allowances of the Army. 





| Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Seecre- 
| tary of State for War whether, whereas 
| officers and subordinate members of the 
|Army Pay Corps are liable for duty 
‘abroad, civilian members of the Army 


| Accounts Department can only be invited 


If the hon. Member | to volunteer for service abroad, and are 


granted substantial additional pay for 
| such service. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
xcept in the case of civil servants not 
previously liable to service abroad, who 
received no compensation to cover such 
liabilitv on joining the Army Accounts 
| Department, all established members 
/of the Department are liable to service 
abroad. They are not granted extra 
pay for so serving, but receive an allow- 
ance to cover the increased cost of living 
when abroad. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War what are the total 
emoluments in Malta of the present civilian 
first-class assistant accountant, and mili- 
tary first-class assistant accountant respec- 
tively ; and how much does each receive 
as Colonial allowance; and what are the 
rates granted in other Colonial stations 
to civil and military members respect- 
tively. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The average annual emoluments at 
Malta for first-class assistant accountants 
are :—Military, £492, no Colonial al- 
lowance; Civil, £392, plus £100 Col- 
As regards other foreign 
stations, the Colonial allowances for 
officers are laid down in the Allowance 
Regulations, Paragraph 290. In addition 
officers serving abroad receive an allow- 
ance for rations, and at some stations a 
higher rate of lodging money. The 
allowances drawn by civilian first-class 
accountants are as follows :— 


£ 
Pretoria” - - - - 220 
Cape Town - - - 200 
Ceylon - - - - 150 


Post Office Uniform Contractors. 
Mr. WILES (Islington, 8.): To ask 





the Postmaster General, if he will state 
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for making Post Office uniforms and the 
prices paid them previous to Ist January, 
1907 ; and will he state the names of the 
present contractors and the prices paid. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) It 


would be contrary to practice and against | 


the public interest to state the prices 
paid. The contractors under the o!d con- 


tract were Messrs. Myers and Company, | 


Messrs. Hebbert and Company, Messrs. 
Webb and Company, Messrs. Lotery 
and Company, Messrs Glanfield and Son, 
Messrs. Dolan and Company, Messrs. 


Hess and Son, Mr. G. Day, Messrs. | 


Hammond and Company, Messrs. East- 
wood Brothers, Messrs. Ireland and Son, 
Messrs. Pim Brothers, and the Limerick 
Clothing Company. Of the above, Messrs 
Glanfield and Son, Messrs. 
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the names of the firms holding contracts | 


(Questions. 422 


in the medical measures carried out by 
the local authorities and for reporting 
to the Minister for Education on the 


| valuable scientific materials of educational! 
value likely to become available. 


Eastwood | 


Brothers, and Messrs. Pim Brothers, do | 


-not hold clothing contracts; Messrs. 


Messrs. Pearson Huggins and Company 
now hold contracts. 


Cost of Medical Inspection under the 


es (Administrative Provisions) | 
ill. 


Mr. JOWETT (Bradford, W.): 
ask the President of the Board of Edu- 
cation what will be the probable cost of 
medical inspection under the Education 
(Administrative Provisions) Bill; and 


To. 


whether the grant will be in any way | 


influenced by such inspection as is carried 
out by local education committees. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I have 
no information as to the probable cost of 
medical inspection. The grants, other 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I thin’: 
it would be premature at this stage to 
decide what machinery will be required by 
the Board of Education on the Education 
(Administrative Provisions) Bill becom- 
ing law, but the matter is having my 
careful consideration and the hon. Mem- 
ber’s suggestions will not be lost sight of. 


Education Expenditure. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the 
President of the Board of Education if he 
will lay upon the Table a Statement show- 
ing the details of the expenditure during 
the present financial year of the £200,000 
voted under Item C as special grants to 


certain local education authorities. 
Compton and Son, the George House, | 
Limited, Messrs. Firmin and Sons, and | 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I am 
having a Statement prepared, and will 
lay it upon the Table when the House 


| re-assembles after Easter. 


Foreign Trawlers in Moray Firth. 

Sirk ARTHUR BIGNOLD (Wick 
Burghs): To ask the Secretary for Scot- 
land whether, in view of the fact that the 
Scottish bay known by the name of the 
Moray Firth is specifically referred to in 
an Act of Parliament (1889) as the waters 
between the headlands known as Dun- 
cansby Head and Rattray Point, a dis- 
tance of seventy-five and three-quarter 


| miles, he will say whether any trawlers of 


paid in respeet of the efficiency of in- | 


struction and are not affected by any 


efforts which local education authorities | 


may make in other directions. 


Mr. JOWETT: To ask the President 
of the Board of Education if he will state 


foreign nations, other than the Grimsby- 
Norwegians, have ever fished there since 


| June, 1903. 
than those governed by statutes, are sar 


(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) In 1903 
nine trawlers and 1904 six trawlers were 
seen flying flags other than thatof Norway, 


| but during each of the three subsequent 


| years only two have been seen flying a 
| flag other than Norwegian. 


what expert sta‘t it is proposed to provide | 


at the Board of Education to advise as 
to sanctioning arrangements under Clause 
10 (b) of the Education (Administrative 
Provisions) Bill; and will there be any 


Territorial Forces Bill—Transfers of 
Outstanding Balances. 


Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster): To ask the Secretary of State 


‘for War whether, under Sub-section 3 


machinery, by inspection or otherwise, | (c) of Clause 28, Territorial and Reserve 
for standardising or ensuring efficiency | Forces Bill, the balances standing to the 
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credit of all regimental funds will, on} 
the transfer of a regiment to the territorial | 
force, be credited to the funds of the | 
county association. 
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(Questions. 494 
amalgamation of battalions under the 
new scheme. The establishment of men 
in the battalions of both kinds which will 


'be retained in Ireland under the pro- 


| visions of the Bill will not be less than 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | 
Clause 28, 3 (c) of the Bill provides for 
the transfer of all the property (which 
property includes any cash balances) of a 
unit to the county association, subject to 
any trust affecting such property, and no 
alteration can be made in the terms of a 
trust without the consent of the corps. 


15-pounder Guns for Use of Artillery 
Volunteers. 

Mr. WALROND (Devonshire, Tiver- 
ton): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War how many 15-pounders for the use 
of the Artillery Volunteers will be con- 
verted during the next financial year 
under the grant of £10,090 to be voted for 
that purpose; and what proportion of 
this stock of guns will remain for con- 
version at the end of 1907-8. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
It is expected that nine batteries of four 
guns each will be converted during the 
next financial year. About 400 guns 
at present unappropriated will remain 
available for conversion at the end of 
1907-8. 


New Army Scheme—Irish Militia and 
Regular Battalions. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether there 
will be in Ireland eight nucleus Regular 
battalions intended to co-exist with the 
Trish Militia, enlisted under Part III. of 
his scheme ; and whether, in consequence, 
an increased number of recruits, taking 
Militia and Regulars together, will be 
required in Ireland in the future, or 


whether a decrease in the number of Irish , 


Militia battalions and the decrease in 
artillery will meet any increase caused 
by the formation of Irish nucleus Regular 
battalions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The reply to the first part of the Question 
is in the affirmative. As regards the 
rest of the Question, owing to the weak- 
ness of certain Militia battalions in 
Ireland there may have to be some 


the existing strength of the Irish Militia, 
but I do not anticipate that a greater 
number of recruits than at present will 
be required. 


Qualifications of Military Attachés to 
Foreign Courts. 

Sir W. EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if expert knowledge 
of any foreign language is a sine qua 
non when qualifications of candidates for 
the post of military attaché to foreign 
courts are considered. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
I explained to the hon. and gallant 
Member fully, in reply to a Question put 
by him on this subject in November last, 
the qualifications which were regarded as 
paramount in the selection of military 
attachés. To this explanation I have 
nothing to add. 


Army—Service with Colours and Reserve. 

Sr W. EVANS GORDON: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the estimate that under a seven and five 
years system of enlistment the number 
of men in the Reserve could be caleu- 
lated in the proportion of five to seven 
of those with the colours was made on 
the authority of the Actuarial Depart- 
ment of the War Office; whether the 
numbers of men serving with the colours 
and with the Reserve respectively have 
ever stood in such proportion under a 
seven and five years system; whether 
they stand in those proportions now; 
and whether he has any official estimates 
showing that they will do so. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
I made no such statement as that which 
the hon. Member quotes quite correctly 
from a Report, which, unfortunately, I 
had not seen until now; what I did say 
was that if the system was one of seven 
years with the colours and five with the 
Reserve, even on the assumption of a 
large margin for wastage, 115,00) men 


_ was a more likely estimate of the Reserve 


than the much lower figure * quoted. 





Fu 
lat 
Col 


Pu 


the 
of | 
to : 
Est 
of t 
see 
ins] 


mis 


Est 
tak 
the 
con 
300 


A 


C 
mw 
the 
his 
of 
his 
awa 
inti 
Stat 
of é 
fore 
Rsti 
to | 
the 
any 


(2 
tion 
am ; 
that 
am 
bes 
men 
Que 
pape 
assiz 
lawi 
disp 
trial 
Mr. 
in th 


24 


the 
1en 
vill 
TO- 
lan 
tia, 
ter 
vill 


ne.) 

/ 
ant 
put 
ist, 
las 
ary 
ive 


the 


1en 
rve 
ed. 





425 Questions. 
Full information of the mode of calcu- 
lating the normal Reserve was given in 
Command Paper 3360. 


Purchase of J. W. Leahy’s Estate at 
Aghatubrid. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is now ina position 
to state what price has been fixed by the 
Estates Commissioners for the purchase 
of the J. W. Leahy estate at Aghatubrid, 
seeing that the estate was thoroughly 
inspected last year, and that the decision 
as to price was left to the Estates Com- 
missioners on 6th January. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners are at present 
taking steps to estimate the price which 
they may offer for this estate, and vill 
communicate their ofier to the owner as 
soon as possible. 


Alleged Intimidation of Mr. Beirne at 

onlagee. 

CaptaIN HERVEY (Bury St. Ed- 
munds): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the case 
of Mr. Beirne who lately surrendered 
his farm at Tonlagee; whether he is 
aware that this surrender was caused by 
intimidation, and that Mr. Beirne has 
stated in public that he is the victim 
of an act of robbery, but that he will 
forego his interest in the farm if the 
Estates Commissioners will find money 
to endorse the plunder; and whether 
the Estates Commissioners have taken 
any steps to purchase this farm. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) My atten- 
tion has been called to this case. I 
am aware that Mr. Beirne has announced 
that he has surrendered the farm, and I 
am informed that a letter purporting to 
be signed by him and containing a state- 
ment to the effect mentioned in the 
Question has appeared in a local news- 
paper. Nine men were prosecuted at 
assizes upon a charge of riot and un- 
lawful assembly in connection with the 
dispersal of Mr. Beirne’s cattle, and the 
trial resulted in a verdict of not guilty. 
Mr. Beirne has offered to sell his interest 
In the farm to the Estates Commissioners, 
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and the matter is at present under their 
consideration. 


Withdrawals of Salaries of Irish 
National School Teachers. 

Mr. MOONEY (Newry): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can state the number 
of teachers of national schools in Ireland 
with over twenty-five years service 
from whom salary was withdrawn during 
the year 1906; how many of these re- 
ceived no remuneration for loss of means 
of earning a livelihood; and will he re 
commend the Commissioners of Nationa! 
Education to take their cases into 
consideration, and grant them some 
recompense for loss of employment. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education inforin 
me that the number of teachers with 
twenty-five years service from whom 
salary was withdrawn during the year 
1906 is twenty-eight. All of these ex- 
cept eight were retired on pension. 
The Commissioners have no power to 
grant compensation for loss of employ- 
ment. 


Building and Improvement of Irish 
chools. 


Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the 
amount available, including the sum to be 
voted in this year’s Estimates, for the 
building, enlarging, and improving of 
Irish primary schools ; and whether he 
has estimated what further sum will be 
required to place these schools in a 
satisfactory condition. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I beg to 
refer the hon. Member to the Estimates 
for the coming financial year which are 
now before the House. In the Estimate 
for Public Works and Buildings, Ireland, 
a sum of £40,000 is provided for the 
building and enlargement of national 
schools, and in the Ireland Development 
Grant Estimate a sum of £25,000 is pro- 
vided. I am unable to procure anything 
approaching an accurate estimate of the 
total amount required to place national 
schoolhouses in a satisfactory condition, 
but obviously a very considerable amount 
will be necessary. 





427 (Juestions. {COM 
Delay in Sale of Sir E. Hayes’ Estate at 
Letterkenny. 
Mr. C. MACVEIGH (Donegal, §.): 


To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can state what has caused the 
delay on the part of the Estates 
Commissioners in completing the sale 
to the tenants on the estate of Sir Ed- 
mund Hayes, near Letterkenny, country 
Donegal, the evicted tenants having 
been reinstated, the agreements to pur- 
chase signed, and the estate lodged in 
1904; is he aware that the Commis- 
‘sloners’ inspector has been over the 
estate, and that the landlord and tenants 
are equally anxious to have the matter 
ended ; and whether he can say when 
the sale will be completed ; and, if so, 
when the vesting orders will be issued 
to the tenants. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The pur- 
chase agreements in this case were 
lodged in January, 1905. The estate 
has been inspected, but questions as to 
security and other matters have arisen 
in respect of some of the holdings. 
The Estates Commissioners are about 
to suggest to the owner that the ad- 
vances for the portion of the estate 
as to which no question has arisen should 
be made at once, leaving the remaining 
cases to be dealt with subsequently as a 
separate estate. 


Poaching Conviction at Athenry--Action 
of Mr. French. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the remarks 
of Mr. J. W. French, a Justice of the 
Peace for county Galway, in a case 
heard at Athenry, in which two men 
were convicted by the majority of 
magistrates for poaching and fined re- 
spectively 30s. and 20s.; whether Mr. 


French, being one of the presiding | 


Justices, in open Court advised one of the | 
accused not to pay the fine which had | 
been inflicted by a majority of the 
Justices ; and whether, seeing that such | 
conduct is calculated to bring the law 
into contempt, the attention of the 
been drawn to 


Lord Chancellor has 
the matter. 


MONS} (Juestions. 48 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 have 
referred this Question to the Lord 


Chancellor. Mr. French, who is a Justice 
of the Peace ex officio, appears to have 
taken a wrong view of the law in this 
game prosecution, and to have differed 
from the majority of the magistrates 
who inflicted a fine. His advice to the 
defendant not to pay the fine seems to 
have been based upon his mistaken 
view of the law; and it appears to the 
Lord Chancellor that there is no reason 
for taking further notice of the matter. 


Extra Police at Dowra, County Cavan. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will say 
what is the population of Dowra, county 
Cavan; what is the present strength of 
the police force stationed there; how 
many of these are extra police; what 
will the extra tax be per month; will he 
say why the extra police are stationed 
in Dowra, and whether their services are 
required in county Cavan; have any 
offences against the person been recently 
reported ; and will he give the details 
| of reports which, it is alleged, warrant 
| the detention of extra police in Dowra. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Dowra 
police district comprises thirty-nine town- 
lands in county Cavan and fifty-one 
in county Leitrim. The population of 
the county Cavan portion of the dis- 
trict is 1,525. The present strength of 
the police force at Dowra is twelve men, 
of whom six are for duty in the County 
Cavan portion of the district. Of these 
six, three are extra police, the charge 
upon local authorities for which will 
be at the rate of £8 12s. 4d. a month. 
No offence against the person has recently 
taken place in the Cavan part of the 
district, but a case of arson and several 
cases of boycotting, intimidation, and 
threatening notices have occurred, and 
‘these, in the opinion of the responsible 
police authorities, have necessitated the 
"temporary strengthening of the police 
| orce. 
| Arrest of Nicholas Moran at Athenry. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): To ask 
few Chief Secretary to the Lord - Lieu- 

tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
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has been directed to the arrest of a 
respectable young man named Nicholas 
Moran, of Coldwood, Athenry, in the 
early hours of Sunday night, 10th ultimo, 
who was carried off to Athenry during 
the night, and locked up in the police 
cell for thirty-six hours before being 
remanded to Galway Gaol; whether he 
is aware that this man was refused the 
option of bail by most respectable 
people ; what was the crime with which 
he was charged; and, seeing that he is 
an only son to an aged mother, will he 
instruct the police authorities to allow 
him out on bail. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am in- 
formed by the police authorities that the 
accused in this case was arrested on a 
warrant for the offence of posting up 
boycotting notices at several places at 
Athenry. He was remanded in custody 
to petty sessions, the magistrate having, 
in the exercise of his judicial discretion, 
refused to take bail. The arrest took 
place at 11.30 a.m. on Sunday the 10th 
instant, and the accused was taken to 
Galway Prison by the first available 
train, namely, that leaving at 10 a.m 
on the 11th instant. The case was 
concluded on Saturday last, when the 
magistrates refused informations and 
the accused was discharged. 





Athenry Agricultural College. 

Mr. DUFFY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland how many students are attending 
the Agricultural College, under the Agri- 
cultural Board at Athenry; how many 
teacher-instructors are employed giving 
instruction ; what is the extent of the 
land worked in conjunction with this 
Agricultural College; and what is the | 
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Besides its use for teaching purposes 
the station is utilised as a distributing 
centre in connection with the operations 
of the Department’s live stock scheme in 
the West of Ireland. 


Questions. 


Functions of Brevet-Colonel A. J. Arnold 
at Beira. 

Sir D. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) : To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether Brevet-Colonel A. J. Arnold, 
whose name appears on page 68 of the 
monthly Army List as one of the officers 
in special extra-regimental employment, 
is in the employment in any, and what, 
capacity of the Portuguese Chartered 
Company at Beira, in Mozambique; if 
so, what, if any, salary is he paid by 
the Portuguese Chartered Company; is 
he in receipt of his full pay as an officer 
in the British Army; and, seeing that 
Beira is not a British possession, on 
what grounds is his extra-regimental 
employment justified. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Brevet-Colonel A. J. Arnold is in the 
employment of the Mozambique Com- 
pany, in the capacity of Inspector of 
Exploitation at a salary of £1,500 a 
year. He draws no pay as an officer of 
the British Army. It was considered 
that the appointment of a capable officer 
at Beira would be a distinct advantage. 


Supply of Hay for Glen of Imaal Artillery 
Camp. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow. 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will give instructions to the 
officer in command at the Glen of Imaal 
(county Wicklow) artillery camp during 
the coming summer practice to obtain, if 
possible, the supply of hay from the 


. . | . . . 
cost, including rent of land, fees to pro- | firmers or contractors residing in the 


fessors and teachers, etc., of maintaining 
the college for the past twelve months. 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Nine farm | 
apprentices are in residence at this 
station, and there is one vacancy. One 
teacher is employed in addition to the 
farm manager, whose duties include 
instruction in practical agriculture. The 
extent of land under crop last year was 
230 acres. The cost of maintaining the | 
station last year was £917, including the | 





Salaries, wages, and general up-keep. | 


neighbourhood of the camp. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The supply of hay at Glen Imaal camp 
is arranged for by the General Officer 
Commanding in Chief the forces in 
Ireland by contract. Tenderers for this 
supply cannot be limited to farmers or 
contractors residing in the neighbourhood 
of the camp to the exclusion of other 
eligible competitors, but all things being 
equai preference would ordinarily be 


| given to local farmers. 
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Questions. 


Suggested Loan to Jamaica for Re-build-| meantime His Majesty’s Government 


ing of Kingston. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 


To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 


the Colonies whether the loan made to 
the Colony of Mauritius to facilitate the 
re-building of houses destroyed by the 
great hurricane was issued by an Imperial] 
guarantee ; 
the loan was satisfactory ; 
whether he will favourably consider the 


whether the repayment of | 
and, if so, | 


advisability of giving similar aid to the | 


Colony of Jamaica to further the re- 
building of the town of Kingston. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) 
loan to the Colony of Mauritius to which 
the right hon. Member refers was issued 
with an Imperial guarantee, and the 
Colonial Government has punctually met 
its obligations in regard to it. The 
question of giving financial aid to the 
Colony of Jamaica will be carefully con- 
sidered as soon as the Secretary of State 
has full materials for judging of the 
needs of the situation. 


The Australian Preference Bill. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
in reference to his Answer on 3lst October 
last that the Governor-General of the 
Australian Commonwealth has been in- 
structed to reserve his assent to 
Australian Preference Bill, although the 
Law Officers of the Crown had not up 
to that time been consulted, whether 
the views of the Law Officers have now 
been obtained. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The hon. 
Member is mistaken in supposing that I 
stated on 3lst October last that the 
Governor-General had been instructed 
to reserve his assent to the Australian 
Preference Bill. The Governor-General 
was merely warned that the provisions of 
the Bill seemed to be a violation of 
certain treaties, and, as will be seen from 
page 6 of Cd. 3339, the Governor-General 
ultimately reserved his assent on the 
advice of his Attorney-General and Prime 
Minister. The whole question of treaty 


obligations as affecting the Colonies is 
under the careful consideration of His 
Majesty’s Government, with a view to a 
full discussion of the subject at the 


the | 


The | 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| 
| 








conference, and in_ the 


forthcoming 





de not propose to express any opinion 
| upon the matter. 


|The Chinese Government and the Anhui 
_ Mining Final Contract. 

Sirk EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, in view of the fact that 
the London and China Syndicate’ have 
now received a telegram from their 
agents in China stating that the Chinese 
have definitely declined the proposal 
under which the Chinese might have 
secured 40 per cent. participation in the 
development of the Anhui Mining Con- 
cession, he will now, in accordance with 
his statement, made on 5th July, 1906, 
in the House of Commons, take such steps 
as will cause the Chinese Government to 
recognise, without further delay, the 
Anhui Mining Final Contract. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edwarl 
Grey.) No confirmation has get 
received from His Majesty’s Minister at 
Peking, of the statement made by the 
agents of the London and China Syndi- 
cate referred to by the hon. Member. 
But Iam in communication on the whole 
subject with Sir J. Jordan. 


been 


Nationality of Parsee Merchant murdered 
at Yezd. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, whether the Parsee merchant 
murdered at Yezd in February last was 
» Persian or a British subject. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) I have no information to show 
that the merchant wasa British subject. 


Disposal of Site of Old War Office. 
Masgor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, whether he can make 
any statement as to the disposal of the 
site or buildings of the old War Office. 
Mr. No, 


(Answered by eunciman.) 


mir. 
Grievances of Clerks to Surveyors of 
Taxes. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, whether he 
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will give the grievances of clerks to sur- 
veyors of taxes his consideration ; is he 


aware that 373 of such clerks have served | 
in tax offices for periods ranging from | 
will he say why | 


five to thirty years ; 
the Treasury allege they are private 
clerks of the surveyors when the sur- 
veyor has no voice in fixing such clerks’ 
salary or leave, and cannot engage or 
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| the ordinary Local Prison C diet with the 
| additions in Standing Order 11 (Borstal). 
The differences in detail are too numerous 
and complicated to be set out in a reply 
to a Question. If the hon. Member will 
inquire of the Prison Department with 
regard to any particular point in which 
he is interested, he will be given full 
information. 


dismiss a clerk without the sanction of | 


the Board of Inland Revenue; is he 


aware that the salaries are paid direct | 


by the Board of Inland Revenue; and 
will he explain why these alleged private 
clerks are subject to the rules of a Board 
who state they are not their servants ; 
and whether he will state why the sur- 
veyors are not allowed to deal with their 
alleged private clerks without the inter- 
ference of the Board of Inland Revenue. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) 


Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 


7th instant, that this subject is receiving | 


his careful attention. I have nothing 


to add to that reply. 


Prison Regulations and Dietary. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, whether he 
will say what are the dietary, labour, 
and other conditions of imprisonment for 
male and female prisoners in English 


and Welsh gaols who are sentenced to | 


eighteen months, twenty-one months, 
or two years imprisonment with hard 
labour; whether there is any difference 
in such dietary, labour, and conditions 
of imprisonment for prisoners confined 
at Borstal or treated under the Borstal 
system ; and, if so, what those differences 
are. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
The dietary, labour, and conditions of 
imprisonment for ordinary prisoners sen- 


tenced tk abour ¢ 3 3 a Sie a é 
ed to hard labour are those pres | the First Commissioner of Works, if he 


| *,* . 
| is now in a position to state his proposal 


cribed in the Local Prison Code (Dietary 


I stated | 
in reply to a Question addressed to Mr. | 


Scottish Poor Law Administration. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): To ask the Secretary for 
Scotland, what were the amounts pro- 
vided in Scotland in each of the years 
1905 and 1906, or expended out of them, 
for education, Poor Law administration, 
registration of voters, and main roads, 
'and what was the gross estimated rental 


|and rateable value upon which such 
rates were levied. 
(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) Accord- 


ing to the Local Taxation Returns for 
| 1904-5, which will be shortly issued, the 
amounts raised by local rates in Scotland 
in that year for education was £1,084,791, 
/and for Poor Law purposes £1,073,560. 
For the same year the expenditure in 
connection with the registration of voters 
is given as £30,873. The Returns do not 
distinguish expenditure on main roads, 
but the expenditure on maintenance of 
roads, streets, and bridges in the year 
(inclusive of the annual charge for interest 
and repayment of debt) was, according 
to the Returns, £1,052,097. The gross 
rental of Scotland for 1904-5 is returned 
as £30,877,840, while the assessable rental 
for Poor Law purposes was (a) in respect 
of the owners’ rate, £25,242,471, and 
(b) in respect of the occupiers’ rate, 
| £22,256,763. Statistics for 1905-6 are 
| not yet available. 


| 
| 
| Disposal of Site of Duke of York's 


| School at Chelsea. 


F Mason COATES (Lewisham): To ask 





— . oe rena 101, and | for dealing with the site of the Duke of 
General Rules 1 to 77). These rules | -York’s a at Chelsea 

apply to prisoners treated under the | : itt 

Borstal system, except so far as they are | ‘a : 
modified by the Special Rules of the| (Answered by Mr. Harcourt.) No, Sir, 
4th January, 1902. The dietary of | not yet. A Committee has the matter 
prisoners under the Borstal system is | under consideration. 
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Commoner’s Right of Cutting Turves on 
the New Forest. 


Sir ROBERT HOBART (Hampshire, 
New Forest): To ask the hon. Member 
for South Somerset, as representing the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether he is aware that Mr. Henry 
Taylor, a registered commoner of the 
New Forest, has, during three seasons, 
been prevented by the deputy surveyor 
from exercising his right of cutting 
turves on the New Forest for consump- 
tion as fuel in his messuage, as entered 
upon the statutory register of New 
Forest Commoners ; and whether, seeing 
that the existence of Mr. Taylor’s right 
has been admitted by His Majesty’s 
Commissioner in charge of the New 
Forest, it is proposed to pay Mr. Taylor 
any, and what, compensation for this 
interference with his statutory rights. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I learn 
that the right to cut turves was attached 
to an ancient messuage which was demo- 
lished a few years ago, and upon its 
demolition the right ceased to run. A 
new house was built in 1903-4, and it 
was claimed that the re-building had 
been carried out in such a manner as 
to cause the right to revive. There was 
a dispute as to the facts, and the deputy 


surveyor, acting entirely in accordance | 


with standing instructions previously 
given to him and founded on legal advice 
obtained by the Commissioner of Woods, 
refused to admit the claim and for three 
seasons withheld an order for turves. 
Recently further evidence as to the 
facts has been brought forward and a 
fresh opinion obtained from counsel, 
and in the result the claim has been 
allowed, and it is proposed, if Mr. Taylor 
applies for it, to allow him an extra quan- 
tity of turves to make up for those with- 
held since the new house was built. 


State Expenditure in Respect of Agricul- 
ture and Fisheries. 


Mr. C. B. HARMSWORTH (Worcester- 
shire, Droitwich): To ask the hon. 
Member for South Somerset, as repre- 
senting the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, whether the sum of £137,840 
constitutes the total estimated State 
expenditure for the financial year 1907-8 
in respect of the industries of agriculture 
and fisheries. 
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(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
The estimated expenditure of the Board 
is as stated. It does not, of course, 
include any drafts which it may be 
necessary to make on the Local Taxation 
Accounts in pursuance of Section 18 (2) 
of The Diseases of Animals Act, 1894, 
and there are charges on the Votes for 
Scientific Investigation, ete. (Class 4, 
Vote 6) and for Temporary Commissions 
(Class 7, Vote 1) which must also be 
taken into account. 


American Gooseberry Mildew in Ireland. 

CoLonEL R. WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, 
W.): To ask the hon. Member for South 
Somerset, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, if the Board 
are aware that the American gooseberry 
mildew has been found in fourteen 
counties in Ireland, and that diseased 
bushes are at present on sale in many 
nursery gardens in Ireland; and if the 
Board will take immediate steps to 
prevent the spread of the disease through 
the sale of such bushes. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
We are informed by the Irish Depart- 
ment of Agriculture that the disease in 
question exists in several counties in 
Ireland, and that diseased bushes have 
been found in certain nurseries. The 
Board have at present no power to pro- 
hibit the importation or sale of such 
bushes, but my noble friend hopes to 
introduce very shortly a Bill giving 
powers to the {Board and the local 
authorities to deal with this and other 
destructive pests. In the meantime we 
are advising fruit growers not to purchase 
bushes from any infected district or 
without a certificate of freedom from 
disease. 


Provision of Training Colleges and 
ostels. 


Mr. W. HOPE (Somersetshire, N.): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Education why the grants in aid of the 
cost of the provision of training colleges 
by local education authorities are not 
also payable in aid of the cost of the pro- 
vision of hostels. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 


|matter referred to is now under my 
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consideration, and I am not at present 
in a position to make any statement. 


Salaries of Rural Medical Officers of 
Health. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether his 
attention has been drawn to statements 
made by Local Government Board 
medical inspectors in Reports by them, 
quoted in the Report from the Select 
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Committee on the Housing of the Work- | 


ing Classes Acts Amendment Bill, to the | 
/ask the President of the Local Govern- 


effect that certain medical officers of 
health and inspectors of nuisances in 
rural districts were, in fact, receiving 
inadequate salaries; whether the Local 
Government Board have recommended 
the repayment of a moiety of the salaries 
by the county councils in these cases ; 
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decision creates a distinction between 
the sexes, and in view of the desirability 
of the removal of this distinction, he will 
introduce legislation with this object. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) I 
have stated in reply to previous Questions 
that I have taken note of this point, but 
that I cannot promise to introduce legis- 
\ation on the subject at the present time. 


Proposed Burial Ground at Great 
Stanmore. 


Mr. GIBB (Middlesex, Harrow): To 


ment Board whether he is aware that 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners claim to 
be entitled to accept conveyances of 
glebe land, and allow the same to be used 


|as burial ground, without the consent 


and, if so, whether it has received the | 


consideration of the Board that they are 
thereby placed in the position of giving 
their approval to salaries which have 
been stated by their inspectors to be 
inadequate for a proper discharge of the 
duties required of such officers. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) It is 
only as regards someof the districts in 
question that the inspectors have in their 
Report directly referred to the salaries 
of the sanitary officers as inadequate. 
In most of these cases the Local Govern- 
ment Board had, prior to the inspector’s 
visit, refused or threatened to refuse to 
sanction the appointment of all or some 
of the officers concerned. The visit of 
the inspector has usually led to a more 
satisfactory arrangement being made 
than that which previously existed, so 
that the Board have been able to sanction 
the appointments with a view to repay- 
ment of half the salaries by the county 
council, 


Liability of Married Woman to Con- 
tribute to Maintenance of her Parents. 
Mr. REES: To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if he is 
aware that the Court of King’s Bench 
having recently held, on the appeal of 
the Pontypool Union v. Buck, that a 
married woman with ample separate 
estate is not liable to contribute towards 
the maintenance of her parents or 
parent; and whether, seeing that this 
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of the Local Government Board or any 
sanitary authority, and that this pro- 
ceeding is now contemplated with respect 
to glebe lands in the parish of Great 
Stanmore, notwithstanding that attention 
has been called to the unsuitableness of 
the site from a sanitary point of view; 
and whether he will take steps to assert 
a right of interference for the protection 
of sanitary interests, and will introduce 
legislation to prevent such a method of 
opening burial grounds without the con- 
sent of the Local Government Board. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) I 
find that in the case of the parish of 
Great Stanmore it is proposed to extend 
the churchyard. In the absence of an 
Order in Council, which would have the 
effect of prohibiting the opening of a new 
burial ground in the parish without the 
approval of the Local Government Board, 
no consent on their part is required. 
Whether the law should be altered, so as 
to make their approval to the opening 
of a new burial ground necessary in all 
cases, is a point which I will cause to be 
noted for consideration in connection 
with any amendment of the Burial Acts. 


Abolition of the Sugar Tax. 

CotoneL HARRISON - BROADLEY 
(Yorkshire, E.R., Howdenshire) : To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
in view of the declarations made by 
members of His Majesty’s Government 
against the continuance of the duty on 
sugar, he is now prepared to consider 


Q 
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the advisability of abolishing or reducing | Civil Funds dates only from the time 
the same; and whether His Majesty’s | when they were taken over by Govern. 
Government has yet come to a decision | ment. Resolutions against the admission 
as to the attitude to be taken with regard | of natives of India were passed at a 
to the removal of the Sugar Bounties. | general meeting of subscribers to the 
| Bengal Civil Fund in 1873, and the 
(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) If and | decision then adopted was followed by 
when the state of the public finances | the Secretary of State in Council on 
permit, the claims of sugar will have! taking over the funds. I may add that 
my best consideration, but I am unable the total number of natives of India 
to say when such an opportunity is Who subscribed to the separate Civil 
likely to arise. No decision has yet | Funds was three, of whom two were in 
been taken as to withdrawal from the | Bengal. 
Brussels Convention. 
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Manufacturing of Synthetic Indigo. 


Appointment of Solicitors in the Estates, M8. REES: To ask the Secretary of 
Duty Offices. | State for India whether any information 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what was the date of the last examin- 
ation for solicitors to obtain appoint- 
ments in the Estate Duty Offices, and 
whether he is aware that these appoint- 
ments are still open to solicitors; and 
whether any notification has been given 
of their being withdrawn from solicitors. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith—(1) For 


‘is available regarding the cost of manu- 
| facturing of synthetic indigo which can 
| be placed at the disposal of indigo growers 


‘in India. 


| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
| I understand that the two or three com- 

panies which manufacture synthetic in- 
| digo among other dyes do not publish 
| their accounts in a form that would en- 


able the information desired by my hon. 





the Head Office, 12th January, 1904. | friend to be extracted from them. I 


For the Edinburgh Branch Office, 26th will cause further inquiries to be made, 
March, 1906. (2) Yes. (3) No. } _and if any authoritative information can 


'be obtained I will see that it is placed 


Indian Native Civil Servants and Indian ®t the disposal of indigo growers in India. 


Family Pension Funds. | 
Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.):, ‘Land Cases in County Roscommon. 

To ask the Secretary of State for India} Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.) : To 
whether his attention has been called, ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
to the fact that natives of India who! Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
belong to the Indian Civil Service are not | state when a sitting of the Land Sub- 
allowed to contribute to the family | Commission was held for the Athlone 
pension fund; and whether he is aware; and Ballinasloe rural districts of the 
that, while the Indian Civil Service | County Roscommon; and whether, in 
family funds were separate, they were so | view of the fact that numerous cases 
allowed, and that this disability only | listed for more than two years are 
began when all the funds were consolidated | awaiting a hearing, he will see that a 
and placed under Government; and | sitting for these districts be held without 
whether he is aware that Natives of India | delay. 

who belong to the Indian Medical Depart- | 
ment are allowed to contribute to the| (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Land 
family fund of that service ; and whether | Commission inform me that in last 
he can give any reason for this differ- | December a list was published contain- 
entiation of treatment. | ing, with others, all cases from that 
portion of the district of Athlone situate 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) | in county Roscommon in which applica- 
I am aware of the difference in the rules | tions to fix fair rents had been received 
of the funds to which the hon. Member | prior to lst November. Owing, however, 
refers; but it is not the fact that the to the unexpectedly prolonged illness 
exclusion of natives of India from the! of the lay Assistant Commissioner, these 





441 


case 
exp 
earl 
hea: 
Ros 
dist 
whe 
whi 
Ist 

sitti 
arra 
case 


P 


M 
the 
tena 
that 
Esta 
Dro! 
dem. 
with 
woul 
ing | 
estat 
Ross 
the 
take 
tena: 


(A 
infor 
Judg 
no d 
lecter 
sale 
has | 
the I 
a re 
Secti 
view 
own 
Comr 
the ] 
matte 
Visior 


Pr 


Mr 
Secre: 
Trelar 
taken 
1906 
schoo. 
prosec 


of the 


on 
1u- 
an 
Ts 


y.) 
m- 
in- 
ish 
n- 
yn. 


are 


{41 Questions. {18 Marcu 1907} (Juestions, 442 
cases have not yet been heard, but it is| (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am in- 
expected that they will be heard at an formed that during the year 1906 there 
early date. The last sitting for the| were in Belfast 3,691 prosecutions for 
hearing of cases arising in the county | non-attendance of children at school, 
Roscommon portion of the Ballinasloe | none of which were against members of 
district was held on the 5th July, 1906, | the Royal Irish Constabulary. 
when the list contained all cases in| 
which applications were lodged prior to | : i cre- 
Ist May, 1906. The date of the next | ini pei cay go Moor 4 aansainana 
sitting for this district has not yet been; Mayor COATES: To ask the Chief 
arranged, as there is at present only one | Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
case pending. | Ireland what sum is included in the 
| Estimates of 1907-8 for travelling ex- 
Payment of Rent by Tenants on the | penne of the Chief Secretary to the 
Abraham Evans Estate. Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland; and under 
Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): To ask | what item this sum will be voted. 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord. Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware | ._ (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) If the hon. 


dink the rectiver on. the Alvan Evans | Member will refer to the Estimates for 
Estate, situate at Killooman, barony of | the coming financial year now before Par- 
Dromahair, County of Leitrim, has | liament,he will find in the Estimate for the 
demanded rent from the tenants, not- | Chief Secretary’s Office, under Sub-head 
withstanding his undertaking that they | B (Pages 201 and 203), the proposed 
would not be called on to pay rent pend- | Provision for travelling expenses of the 


ing the negotiations for the sale of the | Staff generally, with the details of such 


estate; whether he is aware that Judge | Provision. No separate Pere made 

Ross has promised to sell the estate to | for the Chief Secretary's travelling ex- 

the Land Commission; and will he | Penses. Both the Chief Secretary and 

take steps to have the interests of the his Private Secretary pay their own 

tenants safeguarded pending the sale. — expenses between London and 
| Dublin. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am)! 
informed by the Registrar of the Land | 
Judge’s Court that the Judge has given) (Qaprarw DONELAN (Cork, E.) : To ask 
no directions that rent is not to be col-| the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
lected pending the negotiations for the | tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
sale of this estate. Mr. Justice Ross’ that the delay in the reinstatement of 
has not promised to sell the estate to) Mr, Edmond Flavin upon his former 
the Land Commission, but he has issued | holdings on the Ponsonby Estate, county 
a request to the Commission, under | (ork, is causing him loss and inconve- 
Section 40 of the Act of 1896, with @/ nience, inasmuch as when Mr. Flavin was 
view to the sale to each tenant of his | informed by the Estates Commissioners, 
= holding. As soon as the Land} some considerable time since, that they 
Commission have furnished their Report | were arranging for his reinstatement, he 
the Land Judge will proceed with the ploughed up his present holding, and is 
matter in accordance with the pro- consequently in a state of uncertainty as 
visions of the section quoted. | to cropping, etc.; and whether he will 
represent this fact to the Estates Com- 


Irish Evicted Tenants —Case of Mr. 
Edmond Flavin. 


Prosecutions for Non-Attendance of 
School Children at Belfast. 


Mr. MOONEY: To ask the Chief | 





missioners, with a view to a speedy 
settlement of Mr. Flavin’s case and to the 
payment of the promised grant of £200. 





Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | 

Ireland how many prosecutions have| (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
taken place in Belfast during the year| Commissioners made a proposal some 
1906 for non-attendance of children at | time ago for the purchase of the estate 
school ; and how many, if any, of such | referred to, but the owner has not yet 
prosecutions have been against members | accepted it. In the meantime the Com- 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary. i missioners are unable to proceed with 


Q 2 
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the proposed reinstatement of Edmond 
Flavin. 


(Juestions. 


Disposal of Fines under the Irish Educa- 
tion Act, 1892. 

Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland is he aware that, in accordance 
with the terms of Section 3, Sub-section 5, 
of the Irish Education Act, 1892, the 
whole amount of fines imposed under this 
statute has hitherto been applied in relief 
of the local rates in Ireland ; that quite 
recently the justices of Carlow Petty 
Sessions received a circular letter from 
the Registrar of Petty Sessions, Clerks 
Office, Dublin Castle, to the effect that 
only one-third of such fines may be paid 
to the local authority, the balance to go 
to the Crown; and, as the annual ex- 
penditure in connection with the working 
of the Act has always exceeded the revenue 
annually derived from the fines, will he 
direct, in the interest of primary education 
in Ireland, that the full amount of the 
fines imposed under this Act, will, as 
hitherto, be applied in relief of the local 
rates. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1am aware 
that in some districts the penalties 
referred to in the first part of the Question 
have been applied in the manner stated. 
The matter was recently brought to the 
notice of the Irish Government, who 
have been advised that the section 
quoted merely provides for the applica- 
tion of fines which have been awarded to 
local authorities, and does not contain a 
direction that all fines should be paid to 
such authorities. Consequently the ap- 
plication of penalties under the Irish 
Education Act, 1892, is governed by the 
Fines Act, 1851, which provides that 
one-third of any fine may be paid to 
the prosecutor. Further, under Sub- 
section 2 of Section 4 of the Education 
Act, the magistrates may award to the 
prosecutor the costs incurred, provided 
hat the fine and costs together do not 
exceed 53s. The Government have no 
power to give the direction suggested in 
the last part of the Question. 


Inspection of Estates of H. Atkins and 
Mr. Sinclair in County Cavan. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


{CUMMONS} 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
say if the estate of H. Adkins or Mrs, 
Sinclair and another, trustees, county 
Cavan, is at present before the Estates 
Commissioners; will he see that in- 
spection takes place on this estate; and 
when may the tenants expect to have 
their holdings vested in them. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners inform me that 
the matter of the county Cavan portion 
of the estate in question is at present 
in the hands of the surveyor for the 
purpose of checking boundaries and 
occupation, and it is probable that an 
inspection will take place within the next 
two months. It is not, however, possible 
to state when the holdings will be vested 
in the tenants. 


Evicted Tenants on Sir R. Hudson's 
Estate, County Cavan. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners had received applications for 
reinstatement from Patrick Carolan, 
William King, and Mrs. Catherine 
Carolan, the evicted tenants on Sir 
Robert Hudson’s estate, in county 
Cavan; and will he further state whether 
this estate is yet before the Commissioners 
for sale. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Con- 
missioners inform me that the estate 
referred to is at present before them. 
The applications of the evicted tenants 
named have been received and will be 
considered in connection with the sale of 
the estate. 


Railway Communication in North West 
Mayo. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether with regard 
to the contemplated construction under 
the Marine Works (Ireland) Act, 1902, 
of a harbour at Innishlyre, county Mayo, 
he is aware that his predecessor in office 
consulted his brother, the hon. Member 
for Inverness Burghs, as to the relative 
merits of such a harbour as against the 
construction of a railway from Mallaranny; 
county Mayo, to Belmullet; that the 
latter advised his brother, the ex-Chief 





44 


Ser 
Int 
ral 
an 
Bu 
We 
ass 
cou 
rec 
late 
and 
neg 
Sec 
and 


(2 
info 
ont 
that 
dece 
for | 
men 
ques 
Wes 
mad 


Ex 


Di 
Seer 
Irela 
10th 
for | 
Coun 
unde: 
1902, 
harbc 
count 
but t 
count 
at-lar 
harbo 
that 
specia 
passer 
Decer 
tary - 
araily 
ture ¢ 
that it 
with t 
and t 
piers 
of wi 
Railw: 
in adc 

county 
large 





444 
will 
Irs. 
nty 
ites 

in- 
and 
ave 


Che 
hat 
lon 
ent 
the 
and 

an 
ext 
ible 
ted 


om- 
ate 
em. 
nts 

be 
3 of 


est 
ask 


ard 
der 
\()2, 
yo, 
fice 
ber 
‘ive 
the 
DY; 
the 
nief 





445 Questions. {18 Marcu 1907} Questions, 446 


Secretary, to abandon the proposed | attended a meeting of the council on 
oT . ays and ig cme og | 15th October, 1904, and induced them to 
railway from Mallaranny to Belmullet ; | strike the necessary rate: is he aware 
and that the hon. Member for Inverness | that no attempt has since been made to 
Burghs informed the late hon. Member for | construct those works: and will he say 
West Mayo of such an arrangement and | why the works have not been constructed 
assured him that the line would be made; | and what has become of the promised 
could he say whether any minute or | grants. 
record to that effect has been left by the | 
late Chief Secretary at the Irish Office;| (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I beg to refer 
and would he give a statement of the | the hon. Member to the answer which 
negotiations carried on by the late Chief! my predecessor gave to his Question 
Secretary with regard to such harbour | on this subject on 29th October last.t It 
and railway line. was a condition of the original scheme 
| that the Midland Great Western Railway 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I have no| Company should contribute towards the 
information as to any communications | cost of a railway connecting their line 
on the subjects mentioned in the Question | with the proposed harbour at Innishlyre. 
that may have passed between my pre- | The company withdrew from the scheme 
eee office and the hon. Member | before the present Government came into 
for the Inverness Burghs. The Govern- | office, and the scheme was thereupon 
ment have still under consideration the | suspended. 
question of communications in North- 
West Mayo, but no statement can be| purchase of Mr. James Lloyd's Estate at 
made at present. Longford. 
Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN(Tipperary, 
Expenses of Innishlyre Harbour Con- | Mid.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
struction, County Mayo. | Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
Dr. AMBROSE: To ask the Chief | say whether the Estates Commissioners 
Somes ba ee a oe a of ae: mer e . nigh satay from 
reland whether he is aware that onj| the landlord, Mr. James Lloyd, his graz- 
10th March, 1903, the Under-Secretary | ing land, containing about 1,000 acres, 
“a ere informed the Mayo County | which are situate at Longford, in the 
ouncil that out of the £100,000 voted | parish of Bourney, near Roscrea, in the 
re Marine W og prem ip ore : Tipperary, so vig’ oe may 
2, it was proposed to construct a parcel them up into small holdings in 
harbour at Innishlyre, near Westport, accordance with the provisions of The 
country Mayo, at a total cost of £40,000, | Land Act, 1903. 
but that it would be necessary for the | 
county council to levy a special county-| (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
a ne 4 re co ~oigierons of} Commissioners inform me that in No- 
arbour constable and other expenses; vember last Mr. Lloyd was approached, 
that, a resolution agreeing to levy this | through his solicitors, who replied that 
special ey amounting to £3,840, was Mr. Lloyd farmed his untenanted land and 
passed by the sige 4 council on 12th | was not prepared to dispose of it to the 
December, 1904; that the Under-Secre- | (ommissioners. 
tary informed the county council’ that | 
arailway deviation, involving an expendi- 
ture of £38,000, would be constructed, Bennett and Mr. George Mitchell. 
that it was i ‘connect Be : 3 —_ 
Te ee eo eect eect | MR. KENDAL O'BRIEN : To ask the 
‘al Ga oy th asin pn 7 4 ee ac Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
viers ll et a ie "4 : aa in of Ireland if the Estates Commissioners 
of home. ae ta - apt rn have yet entered into negotiations with 
Railw eyes aances | uncer J | the landlords, Mr. James Bennett and Mr. 
ailways (Ireland) Act, 1896, and that ; . . 
in addition to those inducements to the ee ee 
county council to levy the county-at- — ea in ie 
large special rate, the Under-Secretary + See (4) Debates, elxiii., 683. 





| Purchase of Grazing Lands of Mr. James 
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containing 400 acres and 260 acres re- 
spectively, situate in the parish of 
Bourney, near Roscrea, in the county of 
Tipperary. 


(uestions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they are 
unable to identify the untenanted lands 
referred to in the case of Mr. James 
Bennett. In November last, the Com- 
missioners approached Mr. George Mit- 
chell, but were informed that he had no 
untenanted lands. 


Purchase of Grazing Land of Surgeon- 
General Roe. 


Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can say whether 
the Estates Commissioners have taken 
any action with regard to the purchase 
by them of the grazing lands, containing 
about 2,500 acres, situate in the parishes 
of Bourney and Killavinogue, 
Roscrea, in the county of Tipperary, the 
property of Surgeon-General Roe. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates | 


Commissioners inform me that, on being 
approached, Surgeon-General Roe ex- 
pressed his willingness to negotiate for a 
sale of his untenanted land, and _ his 
agent was requested to lodge a map and 
certificate of valuation with a view to a 
preliminary inspection. It was  sub- 
sequently proposed that the tenanted 
lands should also be included in the 
inspection, and on the 11th instant the 
agent was informed that in these cir- 
cumstances an originating request, with 
maps and schedules, should be lodged. 
These documents have not yet been re- 
ceived by the Estates Commissioners. 


Vacancy on Irish Board of Education. 
Mr. JAMES{O’CONNOR : To ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 

of Ireland if he will see that the place on | 
the Board of National Education, left 
vacant by the death of the late Judge 
Carton, will be filled by the appointment 
of someone who is qualified to represent 
the interests of that section of the people 
whose children have to acquire their. 
education in the schools under the | 
National Board. 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The ques. 


tion of appointing a successor to the late 
Judge Carton on the Board of National 
Education is now under consideration, 
The hon. Member may, I think, rest 
assured that a suitable appointment will 
be made. 


Improvement of Burtonport Harbour. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can now 
state the result of the negotiations 
| between the Irish Government, the Con- 
gested Districts Board, and County 
' Council of Donegal with reference to the 
| proposed dredging and improvement of 
| the harbour of Burtonport. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The con- 
| sideration of this question is still in a 
preliminary stage, and I regret, therefore, 
'that I am not in a position to make a 
statement in the matter. 


Protestants and Roman Citholics in the 
Dublin Metropolitan Police. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
how many Protestants and Roman 
Catholics of all ranks are there in the 
Dublin metropolitan police force; and 
the number allotted to each of the several 
divisions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Chief 
Commissioner informs me that there are 
in all ranks of the Dublin metropolitan 
police force 995 Roman Catholics and 195 
Protestants (including thirty-four Pres- 
byterians and seven Methodists). The 
religious persuasion of the men is not 
taken into account in allocating them to 
the various divisions. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Supplementary Naval Officers. 
Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether any supplementary officers 
have been appointed to ships in which 


they were senior to the first lieutenant; 


and, if so, what duties would be assigned 
to such officers ; and whether supplemen- 
tary officers can be, and, if so, whether 
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they will be, appointed to positions in the 
coastguard, habour ships, or dockyards. 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. LAMBERT, Devonshire, South 
Molton): Yes, Sir. Supplementary lieu- 
tenants are employed on such duties as 
are assigned to them by the captain. 
They are eligible for appointments in the 
coastguard, harbour ships and dockyards, 
and their claims to such appointments 
are considered with those of other officers. 


London County Council Generating 
Station at Greenwich. 
Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether he has yet received any 
communication from the London County 
Council with reference to the Report of 
the Committee appointed to inquire into 
the working of the London County 
Council generating station at Greenwich ; 
and whether the Council- are willing to 
agree to the recommendations of the 
Committee, and especially to give the 
undertaking called for by paragraph (c) 
of those recommendations. 


Mr. LAMBERT: No official answer 
has yet been given by the London County 
Council, but a formal reply has now been 
requested. 


Admiralty Contracts. 

Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether he is aware that while, under 
an existing agreement of 1892, certain 
persons have contracted to remove furnace 
and forge ashes from Portsmouth Dock- 
yard and to pay ls. per ton for them, 
and under a contract of February, 1906, 
contractors agreed to pay 2s. a cartload 
for these ashes, persons have in fact for 
some time past been paid Is. ld. per ton 
to remove them; and whether he can 
state who is the officer responsible for 
enforcing the contracts referred to. 


I beg also to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can state the 
grounds upon which the contract for the 
erection of additional buildings, estimated 
to cost £40,000, at the Boys’ ‘Training 
Kstablishment at Shottes, instead of being 
offered to public tender, was given to the 
contractor for the original building, and 
carried out as an extra at an increase of 
5 per cent, on the original contract rates ; 
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and whether this procedure is in accord- 
ance with the usual practice of the 
Department. 


Mr. LAMBERT: As both these Ques- 


, tions are now under review by the Public 


Accounts Committee, it would be con- 
trary to the usual practice for me to 
make any statement. 


Naval Construction. 

Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford): 
I beg to ask the Secretary. to the Admir- 
alty if the new construction in the 
American Navy for the year 1905-6 was 
£11,374,876 ; if the new construction for 
the French Navy in the year 1905 cost 
£5,739,230 ; if he proposes to increase 
the British new construction to the sum 
of £17,000,000 ; and, if not, will the 
Admiralty abandon the two-Power 
theory. 


Mr. LAMBERT: The Answer to the 
first two Queries is in the aftirmative, 
and to the latter two in the negative. 


Loss of the Jena. 

*Mr. KING (Cheshire, Knutsford) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, in view of the calamity which 
has deprived a neighbouring State of one 
of its first-class battleships, he proposes 
to reconsider the new construction pro- 
gramme for the British Navy for the 
year 1907-8. 


Mr. LAMBERT : No, Sir. 


*Mr. KING: Have the Admiralty 
taken into consideration the fact that 
the upholders in this House of the pure 
doctrine of the two-Power standard have 
repeatedly urged that in estimating the 
value of that standard no regard must be 
paid to the circumstance that the rela- 
tions of this country with one of the 
Powers concerned may be of the most 
cordial character ? 


Mr. LAMBERT : Every consideration 
was taken into account by the Admir- 
alty in deciding on the shipbuilding 
programme. 


Battleship Nucleus Crews. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : L beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that the Statement 
of Admiralty Policy, 30th November, 
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1905, showed that we had twelve battle- 
ships with nucleus crews of two-fifths 
complement, which complements it was 
the intention of the Admiralty to in- 
crease; and whether he can state, for 
purposes of comparison, the number of 
battleships which will have nucleus crews 
of three-fifth complement and the number 
with maintenance parties of 10 per cent. 
of complement provided under the new 
scheme of distribution. 


Mr. LAMBERT: The Answer to the 
first part of the Question is in the affirma- 
tive. As regards the latter part, the 
number of battleships of the Home Fleet 
with 60 per cent. or more of their full 
complement on board at Portsmouth and 
Devonport will be seven, and by the end 
of the year nine ; and of Special Service 
battleships at the same ports thirteen. 
The suggestion that it was at one time 
the intention of the Admiralty to increase 
the nucleus crews of all ships, irrespective 
of the use to which they would be put in 
war, is incorrect. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: Is the hon. Gentle- | 


man aware that the intention of in- 
in the Cawdor Memorandum ? 


Mr. LAMBERT: 
my Answer. 


Naval Distribution. 

Mr. BELLAIKS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
is aware that the Statement of Admiralty 
Policy, 30th November, 1905, showed on 
page 37 that there were thirty-three 
battleships in full commission concen- 
trated in three fleets; whether he is 
aware that, under the new scheme, there 
will be thirty-two battleships in full com- 
mission in four instead of three fleets, 
and that six of these battleships will 
perform less sea work and change two- 
fifths of their crews under training every 
eight months ; and whether, under these 
circumstances, the Admiralty adhere to 
the view that the constitution of the 
Home Fleet will increase the immediate 
striking strength of the Navy. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Yes, Sir. 


Cavalry Regiments for Scotland. 
Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs) : 


[ beg to ask the 
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Secretary of State for War whether, in 
view of the fact that three cavalry regi. 
ments form a brigade, he will consider 
the advisability of assigning a cavalry 
brigade of three regiments to Scotland 
instead of the two cavalry regiments he 
hopes to quarter in that country. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) : As 
a matter of policy endeavours will be 
made in future to keep the cavalry 
regiments which form a_ brigade as 
closely concentrated in peace as possible, 
but I am unable to say at present whether 
it will be possible to quarter a brigade in 
Scotland. The adoption of a general 
system of allotting a brigade of cavalry to 
each command would involve a con- 
siderable addition to the cavalry as a 
whole. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : Has 
the right hon. Gentleman abandoned the 
idea of quartering two cavalry regiments 
in Scotland ? 


Mr. HALDANE: I have said that the 


| matter is still under considération. 
creasing the nucleus crews was announced | 


I think I said so in | 


Officers’ Mess Furniture—War Office 
Charges. 


Mr. VERNEY (Buckinghamshire, N.) : 


| I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War whether, for the use of furniture 
for the officers’ mess, costing about £275, 
about £36 annually is charged ; whether, 
at the end of eight years, although more 
than its full value has been paid for by 
the officers, together with any sums 
necessary for repairs, the furniture 
remains the property of the Government ; 
and, if this is so, will the Government 
make such alterations in the charge 
imposed for the hire of mess furniture 
that no profit shall be made by the 
Government out of its use by officers. 


Mr. HALDANE: The figures stated 
are correct for the most usual size of 
mess, as regards its initial cost and the 
rent chargeable. In view of the fact 
that articles damaged through fair wear 
and tear are replaced or repaired at the 
expense of the State, that unserviceable 
china, glass and crockery are similarly 
replaced up to 15 per cent. per annum of 
the total value of such articles allowed to 
the mess, and that worn out kitchen 
utensils are also so replaced, it cannot be 
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admitted that in eight years more than 
the full value furniture and equipment 
supplied will have been paid for by the 
officers. The furniture and equipment 
remain the property of the State. In 
view of the above considerations and of 
the fact that the rent is held to operate 
by way of a sinking fund against the 
capital charge, interest on outlay, cost of 
storage, carriage, etc., it is apparent that 
no profit will be made by the State. 


Barrack Furniture—Annual Charge to 
flicers. 

Mr. VERNEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
officers in the Army are charged 30s. per 
annum for the hire of barrack furniture 
that costs the Government £14 7s. 3d., 
the officers having to pay for any repairs 
necessary ; whether at the end of nine 
and a half years, when the full value of 
the furniture has been paid by officers, it 
remains the property of the Government ; 
and, if so, will the Government consider 
the desirability of readjusting the terms 
of hire of furniture so as not to make any 
money profit thereby. 


Mr. HALDANE: In the case of com- 
pany officers the rent-charge of 30s. is 
correct, and the average cost of the furni- 
ture supplied is about £15. Damages 
due to fair wear and tear are made good 
by the State. The furniture remains 
the property of the State. As the rent- 
charge includes repairs and replacements, 
and operates by way of a sinking fund, it 
is held that no profit is made by the 
State. Further it would not appear 
excessive for an officer to pay 5s. a month 
for the furnishing of his mess and 
quarters. 


Soldiers’ Rations. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the rations of soldiers in 
billets are to be reduced as follows: bread 
8 ozs. instead of 1 Ib., potatoes 8 ozs. 
instead of 1 Ib., meat 1 Ib. instead of 1} 1b., 
heer 1 pint instead of 2 pints ; if so, what 
compensation will the soldier receive : 
and whether it is calculated that the 
Government will make any saving by 


these reductions, and, if so, what, and 


how is it to be applied. 


Mr. HALDANE: 
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Schedules 1 and 2 of the Army Annual 
Bill he will find that the soldiers’ rations 
in billets have not been reduced, but, on 
the contrary, have been spread over three 
meals instead of two at an increased 
total cost of two shillings a day, in lieu 
of ls. 9d. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: Has 
the beer ration been reduced by one-half ? 
Mr. HALDANE: That is a matter 


of detail. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: It 
is a very important one to the soldier. 


Soldiers’ Trouser-Pockets Order. 

Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has heen drawn to the regi- 
mental orders of the Royal Garrison 
Artillery, 1st Scottish Sub-District, on 
Ist March, which required officers com- 
manding companies to report not later 
than 5th March that all trouser pockets 
of non-commissioned officers and men 
under their command had been sewn up 
or removed, and that neglect of this order 
would entail a regimental entry in the 
conduct sheet of any non-commissioned 
officer or man concerned, and, if so, 
whether he can see his way to cancel it at 
once, in view of the feeling it has engen- 
dered amongst the men concerned, and 
the effect it will have on the recruiting 
for this corps. 


Mr. HALDANE: The facts as stated 
in the Question are substantially correct. 
The General Officer Commanding-in-Chief, 
Scottish Command, has issued instructions 
to cancel the order in question. 


Sandhurst Cadets Ungazetted 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of some hundred cadets who 
left Sandhurst in December and are still 
waiting to be gazetted, and are thus 
wasting months in enforced idleness with- 
out pay; and whether he can hold out 
any hope of their being gazetted in the 
near future. 


Mr. HALDANE: I am aware of the 
delay that has necessarily occurred in 
gazetting these cadets and | hope that 
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arrangements can soon be made for 
appointing them to regiments. 


Territorial Forces Bill. 


Lord BALCARRES (Lancashire, 


{COMMONS} 


Chorley): On behalf of the right hon. | 


Gentleman the Member for South Dublin, 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will consent to prepare a 
Return showing the enactments adapted 
or applied by the Territorial Forces Bill, 
analogous to the Returns granted by the 
Board of Agriculture in respect of the 
Butter Bill and by the Local Government 


Board in respect of the Public Health | 


Bill. 


Mr. HALDANE: Yes, Sir. 
will be prepared and circulated. 


A Return 


Colombo Port Trust. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) : I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the Ceylon Govern- 
ment have now consented to the establish- 
ment of a port trust for Colombo ; and, 
if not, will he explain why this has not 
been done. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. CHURCHILL, Man- 
chester, N.W.): The Secretary of State 


has received no communication from the | 


Ceylon Government on this subject, but 
he shares the view which that Govern- 
ment is understood to hold, that itis pre- 
mature to consider the question until 
the harbour works have been completed. 
There is an advisory Harbour Board on 
which representatives of the mercantile 
community have seats. 


Mr. SMEATON was understood to 
ask why this port, the fifth largest in the 
world, was so badly managed. 


Mr. CHURCHILL replied that he 
would convey the views of the hon. 
Member to the Secretary of State. 


Police Outrages on the Niger. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secietary of State for the Colonies if his 
attention has been directed to the out- 
rages by the police at Abok, on the 
Niger, in the Ubaikwam district, and to 


the proceedings before the Court ; and | 
if he will take steps to prevent any , 
repetition of such scenes and to give the ' 
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natives confidence in British justice, and 
insist that no such similar expeditions 
shall be permitted without a British 
officer or Commissioner being in charge 
of the native police. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No Report from 
the Governur on this subject has been 
received, but the attention of the Secre- 
tary of State has been called to the 
statements in the local newspapers, from 
which it appears that the native police 
concerned in the outrages were con- 
demned to sentences from one year’s 
hard labour to three years penal servi- 
tude. It also appears that the offences 
were not committed at Abok (which is 
the headquarters of a district) but ata 
village called Ubaikwam in the Abok 
district. The Governor will be consulted 
as to the method to be employed in 
future to prevent a repetition of similar 
occurrences. 


Indian Traders in Natal. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex, 
Brentford): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for tte Colonies 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the recent cases of administration of 
the Natal Dealers’ Licences Act in the 
Klip River division, the Lower Umzin- 
kulu division, and the city of Maritzburg, 
and especially to the cases of Ismail 
Moosajee, A. M. Kharva, Goorahoo and 
Lala, Ameer and Hoosen, Mahomed and 
Amod, Sunthsing, Valli Rasool, Fyzerally 
and Mawlabuccus, Moosajee Ismail and 
Company, in the Klip River division, 
P. N. Chetty, Maritzburg, Mahomed 
Saduck Vahed, Marburg, Natal, British- 
Indian shopkeepers of standing, who 
were refused renewals of their shop 
licences by the Board on appeal from the 
decision of the licensing officer ; whether 
he has perused the Report of the 
evidence in the various cases referred 
to, and the remarks of counsel, the 
licensing officer, and the Board ; if not, 
whether he will do so; and whether he 
will take steps to impress upon the 
Government ot Natal that this law must 
not be used as an instrument for ex- 
terminating the British-Indian trader in 
that colony. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes, Sir. My 
attention has been drawn to these cases. 
The Secretary of State is communicating 
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with the Government of Natal with | tual excess of expenditure. In the mean- 
regard to them. | while the Intercolonial Council thought 
it proper to delay certain expenditure 
‘originally approved, including — the 


Uganda Railway. bee oe ‘ 
Mr. WEDGWOOD (Neweastle-under- | £900,000 referred to by the hon. Mem- 


Lyme): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- | her. (See page 58 of Cd. ngrea . is of 
tary of State ror the Colonies how wide |°Urse Within the power of the Inter- 
‘ strip of ead en dikes cide of the | colonial Council, with the approval of 
Uganda Railway was made State pro- | the Secretary of State, to restore that 
th 7 sum, when available, to its original pur- 


perty when the railway was built ; what | °” : Met. 
area of this land has since been alienated | P°8¢; but there is no obligation Berge 
by lease or sale ; and whether any special them to do so, and dies ee 
or increased expropriations were made iG would be administered by the _" 
at the termini of the line. Settlement Board in accordance with the 
terms of Section 52 (2) (c) of the spor 
TETT ‘ nm Patent, subject to any action whic 
tho strip in question was two, miles, ic, | might be taken under Section 49 (2) of 
peas: as agi "-? | the Transvaal Letters Patent. (See pages 
one mile on each side of the railway 9 and 11 of Cd. 3250.) 
from the limit of the territory leased | * “" vies er as 
from the Sultan of Zanzibar to Lake 
Victoria. No additional land was ac- 
quired at the termini except what was 
required for stations, water-supply, and 
subsidiary works. The revenue derived 
from land sold or leased within the zone 
is now credited to the general revenue of 
the Protectorate, and no separate figures 
are available as to the area of land 
alienated within the zone. ‘The latest 
return of grants of land in the East 
Africa Protectorate, which includes, but 
does not distinguish, those within the) Mr. CHURCHILL: Lands not oceu- 
zone, will be found in the Command | pied by settlers will not be transferred 
Paper, No. 2,902 of April last. 'to or administered by the Land Board, 
but will be dealt with by the Colonial 
South African Land Settlement Fund. Government along with other Crown 
Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- | !4"4s. 
westry): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- | 
tary of State for the Colonies to what | Forced Labour in Fiji. 
other purposes £500,000 out of the) Mr. T. F. RICHARDS (Wolver- 
£3,000,000 allotted to land settlement hampton, W.): I beg to ask the Under- 
in South Africa has been temporarily Secretary of State for the Colonies 
diverted ; when that £500,000 will be | whether he is aware that forced labour 
restored to its original purpose; and by | is being employed for the construction 
whom will it be administered when so of a Government road between Suva 
restored. and Navua, Fiji, payment to each man 
/amounting to about 4s. per annum ; and 
Mr. CHURCHILL: From the Trans- | that the Governor, in view of the fact 
vaal Guaranteed Loan statement printed | that the pay was inadequate to provide 
on pages 93-94 of Cd. 3,028, the hon. | the natives with clothing, decreed that 
Member will observe that it was esti- they should have freedom of choice of 
mated that the loan account would be | work during November and December, 
temporarily overspent on 30th June, 1907, | so that they might obtain wages to buy 
chiefly owing to an excess on Head | clothing; whether the natives in one 
III. Repatriation and Compensation. As | district were prosecuted for claiming this 
the advances made by way of loan under | privilege and were fined, with the alter- 
that head are recovered, the loan ac-| native of a month’s imprisonment ; and 
count will be adjusted, and it is not | will he say what action he proposes to 
anticipated that there will be any even- | take. : 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he will state whether the 
‘lands purchased under Lord Milner’s 
land-settlement scheme for South Africa, 
but not occupied, when the new Land 
| Board comes into existence will be ad- 
ministered by the new Land Board ; and, 
‘if not, by whom, and how will they be 
administered. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: I informed the | 
hon. Member on 26th February that the | 
Governor of Fiji would be asked for a 
Report upon the subject. 


British East Africa—Native Unrest. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can give any information | 
with reference to the unrest among the 
native population of British East Africa ; 
and if he can state what steps, if any, | 
are being taken to protect settlers living 
at a distance from the railway. 
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lower than the current rate of wages in 
the group, the officers who will be 
appointed to ensure that he fully under- 
stands the terms of his engagement will 
of course point out the fact to him ; but 
if this provision proves insufficient to 
prevent such agreements as the hon, 
and gallant Member suggests, it is 
competent for the High Commissioner 
to make it a condition of issuing the 
recruiting licence required under Article 
XXXI. of the Convention that no 
labourers shall be engaged below a fixed 
rate. The responsibility for the welfare 


| of all natives recruited in the New 


Mr. CHURCHILL: A telegram has 
been received from the Acting Commis- 
sioner of the British East Africa Pro 
tectorate stating that there is not the 
slightest foundation for the report of a | 
native rising. 


Chinese Labour Contracts in South 
Africa. | 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the Secretary 
of State has informed or intends to inform 
the Government of the Transvaal that 
His Majesty’s Government will advise | 
the Crown to veto any legislation which 
allows the renewal of contracts with the | 
Chinese already in South Africa. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir, the 
Secretary of State has no intention of 
adopting such a course. The Govern- 
ment caunot anticipate the advice they 
would tender to the Crown upon legisla- 
tion which has no existence. 


New Hebrides Convention. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for Foreign Affairs if there is any- | 
thing in the New Hebridean Convention 
concluded by His Majesty’s Government 
to ensure even the minimum wages of 
4d. a day, or 10s. a month, to the black | 
labourers bartered under it, if agreement | 
be entered into to take 1d.a month or | 
other lower wage; and further, what | 
precaution has been taken to safeguard | 
the Kanaka females, if sufficiently tall, | 
from becoming the victims of a black | 
slave traffic for the convict population of | 
New Caledonia. | 


Mr. CHURCHILL: If a lebourer 


proposes to engage himself at a rate 


Hebrides for service in New Caledonia 
will rest in the future, as it has done in 
the past, with the French Government, 
and His Majesty’s Government desire to 
repudiate the suggestion of scandalous 
maladministration on the part of that 
Government which is contained in the 
concluding words of this Question. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Have 
the Government taken any steps to carry 
out the unanimous wishes of Australasia 
with regard to the penal settlement at 
New Caledonia 4 


Mr. CHURCHILL : Obviously notice 
should be given of that Question. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
Is it the intention of the Government :to 


| instruct the High Commissioner to fix a 


minimum rate of wage ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I must ask for 


the notice of that also. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.): I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
there is any method otherwise than by a 
fresh Convention of modifying that part 
of Article 46 of the New Hebrides Con- 
vention, which provides that in default of 


| agreement a labourer’s wages shall be 


taken to be 10s. a month, and that part 
of Article 56 which provides that it is only 
in the event of conviction on a serious 
charge, or for a second offence, that the 
recruiting licence may be withdrawn. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Like all inter- 
national agreements, the New Hebrides 
Convention can only be modified by the 
consent of both parties. With regard to 
the provisions of Article XLVI. (4), I may 
refer the noble Lord to the Answer given 
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by the Under-Secretary for the Colonies 
to the hon. and gallant Member for St. 
Andrews Burghs on the 21st February? ; 
and with regard to Article LVI. (4), I 
may point out that recruiting licences 
are valid for one year only, and it is 
within the discretion of the High Com- 
missioners and their delegates to refuse 
licences if they are not satisfied as to the 
character of the applicants. 


Lorp R. CECIL: Does the 
Gentleman mean to say that 
Articles can or cannot be modified ? 


hon. 
those 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Under the Con 
vention certain regulations can be framed ; 
but those regulations can only be framed 
for the purpose of carrying out the effect 
of the Convention. 


Sin HOWARD VINCENT: Has any 
provision been made so far for a minimum 
rate ? 

Mr. CHURCHILL: That ! does not 
arise out of the Question. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
Are any negotiations going on with the 
French Government in order to modify 
these Articles } 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. It is 
not proposed to carry on any negotia- 
‘ions with the French Government until 
after the Colonial Premiers have reached 
London. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: Although 
the Convention can only be altered with 
the consent of both parties, cannot 
either party make regulations inde- 
pendently of the other for labour outside 
the New Hebrides ? 


Diplomatic Service-—Linguistic 
Requirements. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any new regula- 
tions have been issued regarding the lin- 
guistic attainments required of diplomatic 
and consular officers ; and, if the Answer 
be in the affirmative, whether he will cause 
a copy of such regulations to be placed in 
the Library. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. RvuNcIMAN, 
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Dewsbury ; for Sir EDWARD Grey): 
Candidates for the Foreign Office and the 
Diplomatic Service can at present take up 
any two of the following languages :— 
Latin, Italian, Spanish, Portuguese, 
Russian, Modern Greek, Arabic. Under 
the new regulations which will come into 
force on Ist July, 1907, they can take up 
Latin, Greek, Sanskrit, Arabic, and Italian 
or Spanish, all optional subjects. French 
and German are obligatory, and will con- 
tinue to be so. There will be no change 
in the linguistic requirements for the 
Consular Service. Copies of the regula- 
tions will be placed in the Library. 


(uestions. 


The Hague Conference. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
by whom and in what way is it proposed 
to raise the question of a reduction of 
armaments at The Hague Conference. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: My right hon. 
friend can say nothing as to how this or 
any other subject is going to be raised at 
the Conference till the final invitation is 
issued, and even these questions of pro- 
cedure must be settled by agreement 
with the Powers concerned. 

Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): Has there 
been an exchange of views with the United 
States Government on the subject ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : That Question had 


‘better be put on the Paper. 


Labour at San Thomé and Principé. 
Mr. ARKWRIGHT (Hereford): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


| Foreign Affairs whether he has yet 
received the Report of His Majesty’s 
Consul at Boma with regard to the con- 


ditions of labour in San Thomé and 


Principe. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The Report has 
been received, and my right hon. friend 
would refer the hon. Member for Here- 
ford to the Answer given on this subject 
to the hon. Member for Norfolk, N. 
on the 29th October last. [ 


Taxation on Public House Licence 
Values. 


Mr. WEDGWOOD: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether his 
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attention has been drawn to the state- . 


ment of the chairman of a large London 
brewery that the value of public-house 
licences is now between £200,000,000 and 
£250,000,000, or an annual value of 
about £10,000,000 ; and whether he can 
see his way to recovering for the 
community by taxation some part of this 
monopoly value recently presented to the 
licence holders. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AsquitH, Fifeshire, 


E.): I have not seen the particular | 


statement to which my hon. friend 
refers, but the whole question of the 
terms upon which licences are granted 


and renewed is under the consideration 


of His Majesty’s Government. 


fProvision for Old Age. 

Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he proposes to introduce this 
session a scheme which will relieve old 
age and infirmity from the necessity of 
appealing to the present forms of relief 
for distress. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I am not in a 
position to make any statement on this 
subject. 


Income Tax Collection. / 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether final notices 
demanding immediate payment of the 
income-tax, under threats, were recently 
issued in Scotland just about the same 
time that the first reminders of the 
income-tax were sent out in England ; 
and whether he will give instructions 
that proceedings shall not be pushed to 
extremities in Scotland against those 
whose payments of the tax have been 
delayed, until the date when the same 
steps to enforce payment shall be taken 
against English taxpayers in arrears. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The first day on 
which the second and third (or final) 
notices can be issued is the same in both 
England and Scotland. But it is of 
course impossible that they should in all 
cases be issued on the same day. Steps 
te enforce payment in cases where the 
tax still remains unpaid are now being 
taken in both countries. 


{COMMONS} 


As I have said , 
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before, I am anxious to establish equality 
of treatment between the two countries, 


but I think any change ought to be in 


the direction rather of increased strin- 
gency in England than of increased 
laxity in Scotland. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS : I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the methods of collection of in- 
come-tax followed in England are regu- 
lated by any Statute or Act of Parliament, 
or whether they can be recalled or altered 
by himself ; and whether, having regard 
to the more tardy collection of the tax 
in England than in Scotland, he will say 
if this < delay in collection arises from the 
system of collection in England. 


Mr. ASQUITH : The law makes the 
tax payable both in England and Scot- 
land on or before Ist January in each 
year. The regulations relating to 
collection of tax after that date must of 
necessity be regarded as administrative. 
The working of the regulations in 
England and Scotland respectively is at 
present receiving my careful attention. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS: When 
will the House bave an opportunity of 
discussing this matter ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: I cannot say at the 


moment. 


The National Credit. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
his attention has been called to the 
heavy discount at which British Govern- 
ment stocks now stand in the markets of 
the world; and, having regard to the 
fact that the national credit has never 
been brought so low within the memory 
of the present generation, if he proposes 
to take any steps to restore it. 


Mr. ASQUITH : I fully recognise the 
serious character of the decline which 
has taken place in the capital value of 
our securities of recent years, but I 
cannot accept the statement that our 
credit is at the present moment lower 
than it has ever been within the memory 
of the present generation. The old Three 
per cent. Consols, which were for many 
years generally regarded as the premier 
security of the world, could so recently 
as 1885 ‘be purchased as low as 942, 
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and for no single year of their long 
history did they consistently stand above 
100. A price of 100 for a 3 per cent. 
stock when translated into terms of a 
21 per cent. stock becomes 83}. ‘The 
lowest price recently touched by our 
present 24 per cent. Consols was just 
below 844. Many of the causes which 
have contributed to the decline not only 
of British Government stocks, but also 
of most other high class securities, which 
has taken place during the last ten years, 
are international in their operation and 
independent of Government control. 
During the last twelve months I may 
instance the increased demand for money 
and consequent rise in the ruling rates 
of interest, due to exceptional industrial 
and commercial activity at home and 
abroad and to the necessity for replacing 
the capital destroyed by the San 
Francisco earthquake and other disasters. 
On the other hand, the enormous 
increase of our 


adequate provision for the redemption 
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| April account at 854, which yielded 
jabout £2 18s,; and that Imperial 
|German 3 per cent. could be bought at 
| 844, which yielded £3 10s. ? 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT asked 
| whether, on the other hand, the attention 
'of the right hon. Gentleman had been 
called to the high price of French 
| Rentes ? 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the lowest 
/point Consols touched was in 1885, 
'the year in which Home Rule was 
‘threatened ; and is it a mere coincidence 
\that when Home Rule is once more 
| threatened Consols should fall to a low 
| point 7 


Mr. ASQUITH : The hon. Gentleman 
is quite inaccurate. The Home Rule 
Bill was introduced in 1886. 


national expenditure | 
within recent years, the neglect to make | 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: The word I 


| used was “ threatened.” 


of existing debt and the freedom with | 


which new obligations have been created | 
has, in my opinion, undoubtedly affected | 


the national credit. The steps we 
propose to take—and are taking—for its 
restoration are to reduce expenditure, to 
strengthen the sinking fund and _ to 
avoid borrowing for current expen- 
diture on services such as Naval and 
Military works which ought to be paid 
for out of current Revenue. It is my 
belief that only by persevering in this 


Judges’ Circuit Allowances. 

Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) : I beg to 
| ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
| His Majesty’s Judges, when on circuit, 
ireceive £7 10s. a day table money in 
| addition to salary, travelling expenses, and 
free lodgings provided by the authorities 
|of the various counties visited; and 
whether at Bristol and Newcastle the 
corporations defray the whole cost of 
entertaining the Judges. 


course can a permanent improvement be | 


secured. 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
asked whether the right hon. Gentleman’s 
attention had been drawn to the mis- 
appropriation of nearly half a million of 
money from the sinking fund within the 
last few days by the Secretary of State 
for War ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: There has been no 
misappropriation. The money’ was 
applied to the reduction of capital 
expenditure ; and it has been approved 
by a vote of the House. 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.) asked whether the right hon. Gentle- 


| Mr. RUNCIMAN: Yes, Sir, a Judge 
| receives, when on circuit, an allowance of 
| £7 10s. Od. a day for the subsistence of 
himself and his suite. He is also repaid 

his travelling expenses, and receives, of 

course, his salary. The duty of providing 
lodgings for the Judges rests with the 
| Sheritts of the counties visited, and the 
|Sheriffs receive allowances from the 
| Treasury, according to a fixed scale, in 
'respect of the expenses thus incurred by 
‘them. I have no knowledge of the 
| practice referred to at Bristol and New- 
| castle. 


| 


Lorp R. CECIL: Are not the travel- 
\ling expenses of the Judges’ staff in- 
i cluded in the £7 10s. ? 


man’s attention had been called to the | 


fact that that morning British 24 per 
cent. Consols could be bought for the 


| Mr. RUNCIMAN : The travelling ex- 
penses of the Judges’ staff are also paid. 
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Case of Charles Weatherley. 

*Mr. BOWLES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that, on the 
13th February last, Charles Weatherley, 
age 22, was sentenced at Newington 
Sessions to three months’ imprisonment 
for breaking into a house ani stealing a 
tobacco-pouch, pipe, cigarette-case, and 
snuff-box ; whether he is aware that this 
man served for two years in His Majesty’s 
Navy and was sent by the Admiralty to 
Gioucester Lunatic Asylum, suffering from 
the effects of brain fever and a sunstroke 
at the end of that service ; whether he is 
aware that this man has since been in 
another asylum and is in fact a lunatic ; 
and whether he will cause immediate 
inquiries to be made into the case with a 
view to his treatment as such. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W): I have made 
inquiries, and I find that upon this 
prisoner's reception in prison after con- 
viction the Medical Officer was notified 
that he had been in Gloucester Asylum 
and Maidstone Asylum continuously from 
August, 1904, to October, 1905, when 
he was discharged cured. Special 
attention was in consequence given to the 
prisoner's mental condition ; but since his 
conviction he has shown no sign whatever 
of any mental unsoundness. On reception 
he stated to the Medical Officer that he 
feigned insanity for the purpose of getting 
discharged from the Royal Navy, and 
he persists in this statement. The 
prisoner’s mental condition will continue 
to receive careful attention, but at 
present no further action on my part 
appears to be necessary or possible. 


Separation Orders. 


Mr. J. M. HENDERSON (Aber- 
deenshire, W.): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 


Department what was the total number 
of separation orders made by the magis- 
trates of England during the years 1905 
and 1906; and what was the total 
number of decrees of judicial separation 
made during the same years by the 
Judges of the Probate Division of the 
High Court. 


{COMMONS} 


| separation orders made by justices in 
| 1904 was 6,752, and in 1905 the figure 
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was 6,733. The number of decrees for 
judicial separation was twenty-two in 
1904 and twenty-five in 1905, 


House of Commons Police. 

Mr. T. F. RICHARDS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that 
the policemen on duty in the House of 
Commons have received no extra pay for 
extra duties last session ; and whether he 
can see his way clear to rectify this, and 
at the same time to make provision for 
payment for extra time on duty at 
levees, etc. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: Police on duty 
at the Houses of Parliament receive, 
while so employed, a special allowance of 
a shilling a day in addition to the 
ordinary pay of their rank. In addition 
to this, they receive compensation for all 
extra duty in the shape of “ time off” 
and also of special leave. This is, [| 
think, sufficient to meet the requirements 
of the case. 


Pentonville Prison Warders. 


Mr. T. F. RICHARDS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 


Department whether he is aware that 
two of the warders employed at His 
Majesty’s prison at Pentonville are about 
to be removed to Devizes and Liverpool ; 
whether he is aware that these men and 
their co-workers believe the reason for 
such removal is because they took part in 
asking for a consideration of their terms 
of employment ; and whether he can 
recommend to the proper authorities the 
retention of these men and thus remove 
the above impression. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: Such transfers 
are usual in the prison service, and 
officers have often to submit to them in 
the public interest, even at some incon- 
venience to themselves and their families. 
Both these officers have appealed, how- 
ever, to the Commissioners against such 


‘transfer on this ground, and the Com- 


missioners on full consideration do not 


/propose to insist upon the transfers. 


There is no ground whatever for the 
impression alleged to be entertained by 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The figures for | these officers that their removal was 
1906 will not be available for the next | ordered because they took part in asking 


three months. The total number 


of: for a consideration of their terms of 
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employment. Meetings for such a 
purpose are expressly allowed by Stand- 
ing Order, subject to the authority of 
the Governor, and all officers in the 
prison service are aware that no obstacle 
is placed in the way of the legitimate 
expression of their wants in an orderly 
and approved manner. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he will introduce legislation 
to extend the benefits of The Workmen’s 
Compensation Act to all classes of em- 
ployees. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The Act of 
last session extended the benefits of the 
previous Acts to some 6,000,000 persons, 
and very few classes of employees now 
remain outside it. I see no ground at 
present for further legislation. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman was 
aware that a number of employers were 
afraid to employ casual employees, such as 
charwomen and gardeners, so that a large 
number of those classes were now unable to 
find employment. 


Mr GLADSTONE: I do not know 
how that can be, as the Act has not come 
into force. 


Mn. CATHCART WASON said there | 


was a feeling among a number of people 
that the impending Act was responsible 
for that state of things. 


Me. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): Is it not the fact that that class of 
labourer can be insured for twelve 
months against all risk for 2s. 6d. ? 


[No Answer was returned. | 


London County Council Loans. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he can state the total 
amount of the loans contracted by the 
London County Council between March 
1889 and March 1907; what sums 
remained unpaid on Ist March last ; and 
what is the annual charge thereon for 
interest and sinking fund. 
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| THe PRESIDENT or tar LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
| Burns, Battersea): I have communi- 
cated with the County Council on this 
‘subject, and am informed that the total 
/amount of the loans contracted by them 
between March 1889 and 3lst December 
1906, the latest date for which the 
figures available was, £46,625,500. This 
sum included a total of £10,248,945 which 
was advanced to various local bodies in 
London. The net debt (i.e. outstanding 
debt, less moneys appropriated or pro- 
vided for its redemption) was in respect 
of the above loans on the 31st December 
last £27,742,585. The charge for 
interest and sinking fund in respect of 
this debt will be for the year 1906-7 
approximately £1,347,725. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT asked 
whether there was any fund available at 
the Local Government Board for the 
public audit of the London County 
Council accounts. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: In my judg- 
ment such funds are unnecessary and 
such an audit is undesirable. The same 
auditors have recently been examining 
West Ham, Poplar, Hammersmith, and 
Westminster, and they can be relied upon 
to do their duty fearlessly and impar- 
tially against every local body in this 
country. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Have 
there not been some difficulty and many 
prosecutions in West Ham ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: And _ there 
would be in Sheffield and in Spring- 
gardens if the facts warranted them. 


Sr EDWIN CORNWALL (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.) asked whether the right 
hon. Gentleman could arrange that the 
accounts of the City Corporation should 
be subject to the same audit as the 
London County Council accounts. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: As an ideal, and 
theoretically, that is an object to be 
aimed at. I trust the City Corporation 
will on its own account have the wisdom 
some day to come within the purview of 
the Local Government Board’s audit. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: How much of 
this million will fall on the rates and how 


R 
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much will come from profit-making under 
takings. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I should like 
notice of that; I should prefer not to 
speculate as to the proportion. 


Mr. AUSTIN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestershire, E.) asked whether the 
Local Government Board’s audit showed 
profit on undertakings. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Yes: the Local 
(sovernment Board’s audit discloses both 
to the Council and to the inquiring rate- 
payer all the facts relating to the 


Council’s remunerative and unremunera- | 


tive undertakings. So far as | know by 
experience, nothing is hidden; every- 
thing is accessible to the auditor in every 
respect. 


Licence Values and Rate Assessments. 
Mr. WEDGWOOD: I beg to ask the 


President of the Local Government Board | 


whether his attention has been drawn to 
the statement of the chairman of a large 
London brewery that, in assessment for 
local rates, the value of the licence has 
always been assessed as a permanent cone, 


and owners have made their payments on | 


this basis; whether this practice is 
universal; and, if not, whether he will 
urge local authorities which do not assess 
the value of the licence to do so in future, 
so as to avoid any inequality of treatment. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: My attention 


has been drawn to a statement in the 
Press to the effect referred to. There is 
no doubt that in assessing licensed 


premises the existence of the licence 
must be taken into account ; but I can- 
not say whether the basis adopted by 
assessment committees in applying this 
principle is uniform. I have no juris- 
dicticn in the matter, and I could not 
undertake to intervene with regard to it. 


Spotted Fever. 

Mr. LUPTON : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board if he 
can give the ages of persons attacked with 
cerebrospinal meningitis during the 
present epidemic ; if the epidemic is due 


MONS} 
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| Mr. JOHN BURNS: In England and 
Wales, with which alone I am concerned, 
there is no epidemic of cerebro-spinal 
meningitis. Only a few sporadic cases 
_have been reported, and by no means 
iall of these have been proved to be 
‘really cases of the disease in question, 
| The ages of the patients in the reported 
| cases have varied from seven months to 
| thirty-nine years, and more than 50 per 
cent. of them were aged five years and 
upwards. I understand that the disease 
is by some authorities regarded as due to 
 blood-poisoning ; but that there is no 
relation whatever between it and vaccinia, 


(Juestions, 


| Mr. LUPTON: How can the right 
‘hon. Gentleman show there is no relation ? 
| Mr. JOHN BURNS: I shall be 
| delighted to answer the hon. Member 
| if he will put his Question on the Paper. 
Administration of the Vaccination Acts. 

Mr. LUPTON: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether, seeing that his predecessor’s 
general order of the 18th October, 1898, 
and amended regulations for carrying 
out the Vaccination Acts, have been 
decided by the Courts of law to impose 
the duty of prosecuting defaulters on 
vaccination officers, independently of, or 
even in defiance of, the orders of boards 
of guardians, he proposes to replace 
those officials under the orders of the 
guardians, and to revoke the instructions 
to prosecute defaulters without reference 
| to such guardians. 





Mr. JOHN BURNS: I am advised 
‘that I am not empowered to alter the 
| Order in such a way as to give the 
| guardians the control over the vaccination 
officer which I understand my _ hon. 
| friend to desire. 
| New York Unemployment Returns. 
Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if the Returns of 
| unemployment in New York State enable 
/him to distinguish between those unem- 
|ployed through weather and _ those 





to blood - poisoning ; and if there is any unemployed through lack of work ; and, 
frequently occurring mode of introducing if so, will he state what are the per- 
poison directly into the blood without its , centages of unemployment through lack 
passing through the digestive organs, | of work only in the years 1903, 1904, 
other than vaccination. 


‘and 1905. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: I sent the hon. 
Member, in connection with his Question 
on Monday last, a statement which I had 
had prepared for him from the Quarterly 
Bulletins of the New York State Depart- 
ment of Labour showing the percentages 
of persons unemployed from various 
causes. I do not think it would be 
possible to distinguish the percentage due 
to the particular cause referred to 
throughout the whole of the period in 
question, but in any case I would ask the 
hon. Member to allow me to refer him 
for further information on this subject to 
the Returns themselves. 


Mr. REMNANT: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether, when he 
said the other day he had made all 
allowances, he had taken into considera- 
tion the difference in the climatic con- 
ditions of the two countries ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: There is no 
absolute standard or comparison available 
I took approximate data and if the hon. 
Member will supplement his investigation 
by an examination of the 23rd Report 
issued in June, 1903, he will see there is 
not much difference between whut I said 
and what is contained in the Report. 


Mr. REMNANT: Thave done so, and 
find it is entirely the opposite. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I think the hon. 
Member consulted the preceding volume. 


Railway Delays. 

Mr. FERENS (Hull, E.) : I beg toask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that there is delay on the part of 
railway companies in dealing with com- 
munications from traders as to delays or 
excessive rates; and whether he will 
consider the expediency of bringing in 
further legislation so as to increase the 
limited powers which are at present 
vested in the Board under Section 31 of 
The Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Georcer, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : I sympathise with the hon. 
Member in his desire to expedite the 
settlement of traders’ grievances against 
railway companies. I can assure him 
that no delay takes place at the Board of 
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Trade. I am not satisfied that the 
present machinery for enabling those 
grievances to be adjusted between 
representatives of traders and railway 
companies is adequate for the purpose, 
but [am not at present able to make any 
announcement as to amending legislation. 


Questions, 


German Import Returns. 

Mr. REMNANT: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, in view of the fact that 
according to the Board of Trade exports 
are, as a rule, credited in the Board of 
Trade Returns to the country of ultimate 
destination, he can explain the dis- 
crepancy which has been noted between 
the German and British Returns as to 
the values of the agricultural machinery 
passing from the United Kingdom to 
Germany. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I can only 
refer the hon. Member to the reply that 
I gave to a similar Question which he 
addressed to me on 7th March. 


Austrian Exports. 

Mr. REMNANT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he is 
aware that according to the Board of 
Trade Returns the consignments of glass 
and glassware from Austria-Hungary to 
the United Kingdom amounted _ to 


| £116,433 in 1904, and £175,913 in 1905, 
| whereas according to the official Austrian 


teturns exports to the United Kingdom 
to £354,000 in 1904, and 
£294,000 in 1905; and whether he can 
explain the discrepancy in these two sets 
of figures. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The figures 
are correctly quoted by the hon. Member 
from the official Returns. From an 
examination which has been made of the 
Austro-Hungarian and German trade 
statistics, the explanation of the dis- 
crepancy would appear to be mainly that 
a good deal of Austro-Hungarian glass 
is really consigned to the United King- 
dom from Germany. The countries from 
which goods are consigned are not in all 
cases the countries of actual origin. 


Colonial Navigation Conference. 
Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
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of Trade whether a Navigation Con- 


(Questions. 


ference between the Colonies is to be held | 
preliminary to the Colonial Conference ; | 


whether the power of the Colonies with 


reference to the regulation of coasting | 
trade will then be discussed ; and whether | 


Canada has been invited to take part in 
that discussion. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : The Naviga- 
tion Conference to be held preliminary 


to the Colonial Conference is the Con- | 


ference between representatives of the 
Imperial Government and of Australia 
and New Zealand arising out of certain 
legislation and legislative proposals with 
reference, among other matters, to the 
regulation of the coasting trade of those 
Colonies. It has not been thought neces- 
sary to invite Canada, or any other Colony, 
to this preliminary Conference, as it will 
limit its consideration to matters affecting 
Australia and New Zealand. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL: Considering 
the large Canadian interests involved will 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
propriety of sending an invitation to 
Canada ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : That Question 
should be addressed to the Colonial 
Office. 


Surrey Schools and Public Meetings. 

Mr. MARNHAM (Surrey, Chertsey) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Education whether he is aware that 
the school managers of the following 
elementary schools in the Chertsey 
Division of Surrey, Worplesdon (Perry 
Hill and Wood Street), Wyke, and Pyr- 
ford, and the owners of the elementary 
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the passing of the necessary Bill this 
session. 
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Lancaster and the Education Grant. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education what 
will be the estimated proportion payable 
to the county of Lancaster in respect of 
the £100,000 to be specially voted in 
next year’s Estimates. 


Mr. McKENNA: I must refer the 
hon. Member to the Answer which I gaye 
upon this subject on Thursday last.t 


Lancaster New Council Schools. 
Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 


| President of the Board of Education 


schools at Ockham and East Horsley, | 


refuse to let the said schools for public 
meetings ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that these schools are largely, and in 
some cases wholly, maintained by the 
public, he will confer with the Prime 
Minister as to the practicability of giving 
effect to legislation which shall provide 
for the letting for public meetings of all 
schools receiving rate or grant aid. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): I think some legislation 
in the direction indicated by the hon. 


Member is certainly desirable, but I fear 


it will not be practicable for me to secure 


} 


what was the average cost per child ac- 
commodated in the new council schools 
erected in the county of Lancaster during 
the last year, including outlay upon sites, 
buildings, equipment, and sinking fund. 


Mr. MCKENNA: I have no informa- 
tion as to the actual sums expended last 
year by the county council of Lancaster 
upon the provision of new schools, but if 
the hon. Member desires it. I will ascer- 
tain the amount of the loans sanctioned 
for new schools, and the number of places 
provided in those schools. 


Mr. ASHLEY: When shall I put 
down the Question again ? 


Mr. MCKENNA : I will get the infor- 
mation for the hon. Member. 


Non-Provided Schools—Teachers’ 
alaries. 

Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Education when he will furnish the 
promised information with respect to the 
salaries of teachers in non-provided 
schools. 


Mr. MCKENNA : I hope to lay the 
statement on the Table early this week. 


Empire Day in the Schools. 
Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion whether he is aware that about 14,000 
children attending public elementary 
schools at Sheffield, intend holding a great 
Empire Day demonstration at Bramall 
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Lane on 20th June next, a date closely 
associated with the life of the late Queen 
Victoria ; and whether, with a view to 
encouraging a similar spirit of loyalty and 
pitriotism among the youth of this 
country generally, he will circularise the 
various education authorities in Great 
Britain and Ireland suggesting that they 
should copy the example being set by 
Sheftield. 


Mr. MCKENNA: I hardly think it 
comes within the province of the Board 
of Education to instigate the holding of 
demonstrations. 


Sik HOWARD VINCENT: Is the 
celebration of Empire Day a demonstra- 
tion ? 


Mr. MCKENNA: It is so described by 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman in his 
Question. 


Grant for Average Attendance in Schools. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education if 
the Board of Education, in computing the 
average attendance at any school for the 
purposes of a grant, bases the calculation 
on the average attendance for the whole 
year, or for some shorter period. 


Mr. MCKENNA: The calculation is 
based on the period for which the grant 
is claimed. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN : Is the period not 
usually one year ? 


Mr. MCKENNA : The grant is usually 
claimed for one year. 


Clerks to Magistrates and Assize Prose- 
cutions, 
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Considerations of some weight have been 


advanced in favour of continuing the 
present system. 


Questions. 


Illegal Trawling off the Scottish Coast. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): [ 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland if 
he will state how many cases of illegal 
trawling have been reported by the 
coistguard at Scottish stations within 
the last five years, and how many con- 
victions have been secured as the result 
of those reports. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Sincrair, Forfarshire): Twelve 
cases and eight convictions. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if he will state how 
many cases of illegal trawling have been 
reported each year by the lightkeepers at 
Tiumpan Head, Island of Lewis; how 
many convictions have been secured as 
the result of such reports ; will he state 
what distance the hightkeepers have to 
travel when required to give evidence in 
a court of law; and what expenses they 
have been allowed. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: 1901, two observed, 
no prosecutions ; 1902, nine observed, 
four prosecutions, three convictions ; 
1903, three observed, no prosecutions, 
two convictions ; 1904-5, nil ; 1906, two 
observed, one prosecution, not proven. 


| The lightkeepers at Tiumpan Head have 


| to travel nine miles when required to 


Mr. HENRY (Shropshire, Welling- | 


ton): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General 
if he will consider the advisability of pre- 
cluding clerks to the justices of the 
peace of county benches trom participat- 


ing, either by condueting or instructing, 


in eases that may be committed by the | 


magistrates to the assizes or quarter 
sessions, 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Joun Watton, Leeds, S.): This subject 
has been considered, and dealt with in 
the Report of the Judicature Committee. 
I will give the matter my _attenticn. 


give evidence ina court of law. I have 
not been able to ascertain what expenses 
the lightkeepers have been allowed. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness) : Were these prosecu- 
tions for trawling within the three-mile 
limit ? 


Mr. WEIR: No. 
Mr. SINCLAIR'S” reply was in- 
audible, 


Mr. A. WILLIAMSON (Elgin and 
Nairn) : Have the lighthouse-keepers now 
been instructed to report all cases of 
apparently illegal trawling ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I understand su 
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Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): Are 
they allowed to leave the lighthouses in 
order to give evidence ? 

Mr. SINCLAIR: Yes, provided they 
get a substitute to do their duty. 


Mellon Udrigle Boat Slip. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland whether the Congested 
Districts Board have received a petition, 
signed by upwards of seventy fishermen, 
crofters, and others, urging the establish- 
ment of a boat-slip at Mellon Udrigle, at 
the entrance of Gruniard Bay, Ross-shire ; 
and, in view of the fact that the proposed 
boat-slip is urgently needed, will he state 
whether the Board can see their way to 
provide a grant for its construction. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Congested Dis- 
tricts Board received this petition on the 
8th March, but the statutory course in 
such matters is that those locally inter- 
ested should move their county council 
to consider their case, and, if so advised, 
to apply for a grant to help the council 
to construct and maintain the proposed 
marine work. The fishermen were so 
informed on 14th March. 


Aiguish Crofter Settlement. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if he will state what steps 
are being taken to improve the breed of 
cattle in possession of the new crofter 
settlers at Aiguish, Island of Lewis. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The new crofter 
settlers at Aiguish have as other crofters 
the same opportunities of making 
applications to the Congested Districts 
Board for the purposes indicated by my 
hon. friend. 


-Balintore Harbour. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
for Scotland, in view of the unsatisfactory 
condition of the harbour at Balintore, 
Ross-shire, which was constructed in 
accordance with plans prepared by the 
engineers employed by the Fishery Board 
for Scotland, will he call for a Report to 
ascertain the cost of putting the harbour 
in a serviceable condition. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The harbour plans 
were those approved by the fishermen 
and the harbour trustees, and the 
engineer was employed by them aid not 
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by the Fishery Board. The Board’s 
share in the transaction was a grant of 
£5,805 to the trustees. The burden of 
maintaining the harbour and the cost of 
any report on its condition fall to be 
borne by the harbour trustees. 


Portmahomack Harbour. 

Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland, in view of the fact that the 
harbour at Portmahomack, Ross-shire, is 
quite unsuited to the requirements of the 
fishing population in the district, will he 
communicate with the proprietor with a 
view to ascertain on what terms he 
would relinquish possession of the har- 
bour or place it in a satisfactory 
condition. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: It would seem d-sir- 
able that in the first place those in- 
terested, and not the Secretary for 
Scotland, should approach the proprietor. 


Mine Water and River Girvan. 

Mr. BEALE (Ayrshire,-s.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
threatened recommencement of the dis- 
charge of mine water into the River 
Girvan of such a nature and in such 
quantities as to destrey the salmon and 
other fish ; whether he is aware that the 
provisions of the existing Acts for 
prevention of river pollution were, on 
former occasions of such discharge, found 
insuflicient to prevent the almost total 
destruction of fish life in the river; and 
whether he will take steps, by amend. 
ment of those Acts or other legislation, to 
prevent the discharge into rivers of all 
mine or other water of such a nature 
and in such quantities as above 
mentioned. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have no official 
information, but I understand the facts are 
substantially as are stated by my hon. 
friend. It would seem to be the duty of 
parties interested in the river, in the first 
instance, to raise objections to the 
threatened discharge of mine water. I 
should like to be quite clear that existing 
legislation is insufficient to meet the 
difficulty before considering any change in 
the law. 


Scottish Riparian Rights. 
Mr. MENZIES (Lanarkshire, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
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whether in view of the desire of the | 
people of Scotland for knowledge as to | 
their rights to fish for trout, sea trout, | 
and salmon, not only on the River Tweed, | 
but on all the streams, rivers, and lochs | 
of Scotland, as against the separate rights, 
exclusive or otherwise, of the landed | 
proprietors on both sides of these streams 
and rivers and surrounding these lochs, 
he will, under these circumstances, bring 
in a Bill to unify, simplify, and assimilate 
all general Scots law on the subject, and, | 
if necessary, make such alterations as | 


{18 Marcu 1907} 


will bring these laws into accord with | 
} 


modern ideas. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: My hon. friend’s 
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so trawling they need not expect the 
support ot the Norwegian Government, 
whether he has now issued orders for the 
prosecution of Norwegian as well as of 
cases of British subjects in all contraven- 
tions of the Moray Firth by-laws. 


Questions 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No, Sir. It is not 
possible at present to alter the instruc- 


| tions issued to the authorities in Scot- 


land. 


Scottish Medical Officers of Poor Houses. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg 


|to ask the Secretary for Scotland if he 


| can state how many appeals to the Local 


(Question is comprehensive and raises | 
points of great importance, which affect | 


Scotland as a whole ; all that I can say 
at this moment is that they are before 
the Government and are receiving careful 
consideration. 


Dr. Duncan’s Dismissal. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland if his 
attention has been directed to the facts of 
Dr. Duncan’s dismissal ; that the reason 
given, viz, the refusal of Dr. Duncan to 
implement the agreement entered into by 
him with the parish council is incorrect ; 
and that Dr. Duncan has been and_ is 
ready to carry out any arrangement or 
agreement entered into by him with 
the parish council; and if it is pos- 
sible for him to take any action with 
the view of checking any injustice. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I understand that 
the statement made in reply to my hon. 
friend’s Question on 26th February, that 
Dr. Duncan failed to implement an agree. 
ment made with him three years ago to 
appoint an assistant, is correct, and that 
his recent offer to carry out this arrange- 
ment was held by the parish councils 
employing him to have come too late. 


Norwegian —— and the Moray 
irth. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND (Elgin Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland, | 
in view of the fact that the Norwegian 
Government has issued orders to all 
Norwegian trawlers to cease from trawl- 


Government Board (Scotland) have been 
lodged during the last five years by 
medical officers of poor houses against 
dismissal by local authorities. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: IL am_ informed 
that there has been no attempt by any 
Poor House Committee during the last 
five years to dismiss a medical officer 
without the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and that consequently there 
have been no appeals. 


Fishmongers’ Company and Scottish 

ishery Regulations. 

Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether his attention has been called to 
a notice issned by the clerk of the 
Worshipful Company of Fishmongers, 
Fishmongers’ Hall, London, and headed 
Salmon Fisheries (Scotland) Acts, 1828 
to 1868, warning fishermen and others 
against the taking of salmon or sea trout 
without a legal right or permission to do 
so, under a penalty of £5 and liability to 
forfeit boats and nets so used, and claim- 
ing power to search all boats and re- 
ceptacles, whether at sea or on shore, 


and declaring that the possession of such 


ing in the Moray Firth, and warning | 


them that in the event of proceedings | 


heing taken against them in Scotland for 


salmon or sea trout shall be prima /ucie 
evidence of intention to contravene the 
Acts; whether he is aware that the 
notice has been extensively circulated in 


the fishery districts of Scotland ; whether 
' the Scottish Office has been consulted in 


the matter ; and whether he proposes to 
take any action. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have seen the 
notice referred to by my hon. friend. The 
Scottish Office was not consulted before 
it was issued, ‘The wording of the notice 
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is based upon the provisions of the 
Salmon Fisheries (Scotland) Act, 1868 ; 
and as that Act allows any person to 
prosecute for the enforcement of its 
provisions I cannot say that the Fish- 
mongers’ Company have exceeded their 
rights, nor have I any jurisdiction to 
interfere with their action. 


Questions. 


Mr. AINSWORTH: Are not the 
executive in Scotland competent to carry 
out the ordinary law without the assist- 
ance of the Fishmongers’ Company in 
London ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Boards cannot 
override powers given by Statute. 


General Aid Grant. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland, in view of the fact that 
Scotland’s share of the General Aid 
Grant for the current year will amount 


to £305,618, and that it has recently | 
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been decided that it is open to any. 
school board to apply its share of the. 


Ss eal - ined 
grant or any portion thereof to improving formation upon the subject. 


the health conditions of its schools, will | of the Fishery Board for Scotland are not 


he consider the expediency of enabling | 
school boards in the Highland crofting | 


counties to apply a portion of the grant 
for the purpose of providing necessary 
meals for school children. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The General Aid 
Grant is, like other grants, paid into the 
School Fund, and is therefore applicable 
to any purpose to which by law that fund 
is applicable. The question of whether 
the School Fund may he drawn upon for 
the purpose in question is one which is 
under consideration in connection with 
the Bill which I hope to introduce this 
week. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, in view of the fact that 
Scotland’s share of the General Aid 
Grant for the current year will amount to 
£305,618, will he state how much of that 
sum will fall to the share of Ross-shire, 
and, in view of the difficulty experienced 
in finding money in the Island of Lewis 
and other remote parts of the county for 
the construction of school footpaths, can 
he see his way to allow school boards to 
apply a portion of their share of the 
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grant to the construction of footpaths 
where such paths are absolutely neces- 
sary. 


Questions. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The General Aid 
Grant is not distributed according to 
counties, but in terms of the General Aid 
Grant Minute, a copy of which was laid 
on the Table of the House on the 11th 
March. 


Detection of Poaching Trawlers. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland if it is 
within the knowledge of the Government 
that rewards have been given to persons 
giving such evidence as would secure the 
conviction of poaching trawlers in other 
places than the Moray Firth; and 
whether, in view of the importance of 
the line fishing, and the waste of food 
and destruction of spawning grounds by 
trawling within the three-mile limit, he 
will take into consideration the expedi- 
ency of adopting a similar policy. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have no official in- 
The funds 


more than sutticient for their present 


duties. 


British Capital in Illegal Trawlers. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 


_ ask the Lord-Advocate if he is aware of 
| the fact that much, if not all, the capital 





employed in trawling illegally in the 
Moray Firth is British; and it he pro- 
poses to take any action to render such 
capital amenable to British laws. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: As my hon. friend 
is aware, the Government has announced 
its policy upon this subject and is en- 
deavouring to prevent evasion of the law 
by British subjects. 


Fisheries Protection. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland if he will state the 
names, tonnage, and speed of the cruisers 
employed by the Fishery Board (Scotland) 
for the detection of illegal trawling. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The following are 
the names, tonnage, and speed of tho 
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cruisers employed by the Fishery Board 
in the detection of illegal trawling :— 


Gross 

Cruiser. Tonnage. Speed. 
« Brenda ” 174 12°5 knots. 
« Minna” 280°63 27D 4 
“Freya ” 280 123° 
«Vigilant ” 185 ~ a 53 
H.M.S. “ Ring- 

dove” 805 about 9 or 


12 knots 
with forced 
draft. 


_Mr. MORTON: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give the speed of the trawlers ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR : No, Sir. 
Mr. A. WILLIAMSON (Elgin and 


Nairn: Is it intended to provide any 
faster vessels ? 

Mr. SINCLAIR: No, Sir. No funds 
are available at present. 


Jury Challenging at Roscommon Assizes. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
$.): [beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General 
for Ireland whether his attention has 
been directed to the circumstance that 
Mr. Justice Kenny, at the Roscommon 
Assizes, on the acquittal of traversers 
after a trial by jury over which he 
presided as Commissioner of Assize, 
addressed the Crown Solicitor, Mr. 
M Dermott, and directed him that no 
member of that particular jury be 
permitted to be sworn as a juror in any 
case which came before him; is Mr. 
M’Dermott under any obligation as the 
Crown Solicitor to take directions from a 
Judge with reference to the selection, or 
the challenging, or the ordering to stand 
aside of jurors, or is he still exclusively 
bound by the directions embodied in the 
last circular to Crown Solicitors framed 
by the Attorney-General. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL — ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Caerry, Liverpool 
Exchange) : I am informed that the facts 
are as stated in the first part of the 
Question. The Crown Solicitor is not 
under any obligation to take directions 
from a Judge with reference to the 


exercise of his discretion as to ordering | 


jurors to stand aside. His only duty is 
to follow the rules laid down for the 


guidance of Crown Solicitors generally 
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‘and to act under the directions of the 
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Attorney-General for the time being. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): Did 
the Crown Solicitor carry out his instruc- 
tions at this assize? Did he order that 
twelve jurors should stand aside ? 


Mr. CHERRY asked for notice. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that in this particular 
case the jury refused to convict even on 
the clearest evidence ? 


Mr. CHERRY: It is a fact that the 
jury acquitted the accused. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: In the 
directions to the Crown Solicitors is it 
implied that they are not in the 
slightest degree to ‘be influenced by the 
action of the Judges in reference to 
executive matters 7 


Mr. CHERRY: There is nothing 
said in the directions about Judges one 
way or the other. 


The Parliamentary Dinner Hour. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE: On behalf of the 
hon Member for the Epping Division of 
Essex, I beg to ask the Prime Minister if 
he will consider the propriety of allowing 
an interval of half-an-hour for dinner, to 
commence after the Easter recess ; or if 
he would allow the House an expression 

of independent opinion on the subject. 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs): 
I see no reason to change the view of the 
question upon which the rules, as they 
now stand, were founded. Experience 
has confirmed the advantage of the 
uninterrupted sitting. With regard to 
the second part of the Question, whilst I 
am anxious to meet, as far as possible, 
the convenience of the Members, the 
advancement of business must remain 
our principal object. 


Public Accounts Committee. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestershire, E.): I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether he will arrange 
that a day shall be given for the discus- 
sion of the Reports of the Public Ac- 
counts Committee before the closing of 
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Committee of Supply in the present 
session, 
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Scotland’s Share of the Unemployed 
Grant. 


Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN :; | Prime Minister whether, in the distribu- 
I will bear the matter in mind, but it tion of the £200,000 grant for the 


is too early in the session for me to be 
able to make a definite announcement. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
several Ministers are declining to discuss 
certain subjects on the ground that they 
can only be properly debated after the 
Report of the Public Accounts Committee 
is available? It therefore becomes im- 
portant to know when the House will 
have an opportunity of considering that 
Report. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No doubt it is undesirable to forestall 
a decision of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee by a discussion in this House 
which could not be so well informed as 
after the issue of the Report. But that 
is rather a different matter to appointing 
a day for discussing the Report, and I 
should wish to reserve any announcement 
as to that. 


Government Contracts and the Fair 
Wage Clause. 


Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister when he proposes to ask the 
House to appoint the Committee to 
inquire into and report upon the work- 
ing of the fair wage clause in Govern- 
ment contracts. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The hon. Member is, I think, under a 
misapprehension. The undertaking that 
I gave was that a Departmental Com- 
mittee, not a Select Committee, should be 
appointed. The Committee is in process 
of formation. 


Standing Orders. 

Lorp kK. CECIL: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether he will cause 
the Standing Orders affected by his 
proposals to be reprinted in such a way 
as will show the effect of his proposed 
alterations. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ; 


Yes, Sir. This will be done. 


unemployed, Scotland is not entitled to 


11 per cent.,, £22,000, on the basis of 


the equivalent grant; and, if so, what 
steps he proposes to take to secure this 
sum for that country. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The basis of the allocation of the Grant 
was not defined when the Vote was 
granted ; the allocation was left to be 
settled by the Treasury. The Vote was, 
however, given for the purpose of aiding 
the distress committees under the Un- 
employed Workmen Act, where there 
was exceptional need for assistance in 
providing work for the unemployed, 
Hence in making the allocation between 
the three kingdoms regard was had to 
the needs of these committees, so far as 
they could be ascertained, and not to the 
principle of allocation which has been 
deemed applicable to grants in aid of 
local taxation; and I understand that 
my right hon. friend the Secretary for 
Scotland regards the needs of Scotland 
as having been met. 


Mr. MORTON : But is there no settled 
principle ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Not in the case of a grant of money like 
this; and I should think my hon. friend 
who is a great economist would not wish 
a larger amount of money to be voted 
than is necessary—even to Scotland. 





Mr. MORTON : But is it true economy 
to give to England what belongs to 
Scotland ? 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
That is another story. 
EDUCATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILD. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Trade, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 86.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
86.] 
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Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Friday, 7th June, and to be 
printed. [Bill 108.] 


NEW BILLS. 

SATURDAY CLOSING OF PUBLIC 

HOUSES BILL. 

“To provide for the Closing of Public 
Houses on Saturdays,” presented by Mr. 
Bottomley ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, Ist April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 109.] 


FINANCIAL AND COMMERCIAL 
GAMBLING BILL. 

“To prohibit dealings in options, 
marginal investments, futures, loitery 
bonds, ‘ bulls,’ ‘ bears,’ and other gambling 
transactions,” presented by Mr. Bottom- 
ley; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, Ist April, and to be printed. 
{Bill 110.] 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILI. 
“To amend the Law relating to 
Youthful Offenders; and for other 
purposes connected therewith,” presented 
by Mr. Wedgwood ; supported by Mr. 
Beck, Sir Henry Craik, Mr. Mallet, and 
Mr. Henry Joseph Wilson; to be read 
a second time To-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 111 | 
TRAWLERN’ REGULATION BILL. 
“To provide for the suppression of 
illegal fishing by trawl vessels,” presented 
by Mr. Morton ; supported by Mr. Weir 
and Mr. Smeaton; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday, 26th March, and to 
be printed. [Bill 112.] 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (HOURS 
OF POLL) BILL. 

“To extend the Hours of Polling at 
Parliamentary Elections,” presented by 
Mr. Pickersgill ; supported by Mr. 
Cooper, Sir Edwin Cornwall, Mr. Dickin- 
son, Mr. Lea, Mr. Bertram Straus, Mr. | 
Wiles, and Mr. Philip Wilson ; to be read | 
a second time upon Friday, 12th April, | 
and to be printed. [Bill 113.] 


LONDON MUNICIPAL ELECTIONS 
(HOURS OF POLL) BILL. 


“To extend the Hours of Polling at | 
the election of members of the London | 
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County Council and of the Metropolitan 
Borough Councils,” presented by Mr. 
Dickinson; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
| Bill 114. ] 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (1991) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend The Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, in respect of Laundries,” 
presented by Mr. Cameron Corbett ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 115.] 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (NO. 1) BILI. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Sin GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
called the attention of the House to one 
or two questions which had previously 
occupied the time of hon. Members, 
and upon one of which there had been 
a considerable consensus of opinion. He 
referred to the question of land settlement 
in South Africa. There had been several 
debates in the House, in the course of 
which hon. Members from both sides had 
advocated what he now rose to urge, viz., 
that something more should be done 
towards land settlement in the Orange 
River Colony. He recognised as far as the 
Transvaal was concerned that the question 
had practically been setiled, the present 
Government, under amiable pressure from 
both sides of the House having consented 
to appoint a Land Board to deal with the 
lands upon which settlers had already 
settled in the Transvaal. That Board was 
to exist for five years unless before the ex- 
piration of that time an arrangement 
should be come to between the Board and 
the Government of the Colonies that the 
functions of the Board should cease. He 
would like to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he was able 
to announce that the Board had been 
appointed, 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE COLONIES (Mr. CHURCHILL, 
Manchester, N.W.): For the Transvaal. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: For the 
Transvaal. Could the hon. Gentleman 
announce the names of the Members 
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of that Board, and exactly what the Board | 
would have to do ? In a speech made last 
year the hon. Gentleman told them he' 
could not go closely into the details as to 
the work of the Board. The Board had 
for its duties to take over all moveable 
property vested in the Government, 
and to use all moneys paid to the 
Government by settlers in discharge 
of their obligation, and any money 
appropriated by the Inter-Colonial Council 
under the Transvaal Guarantee Loan of 
1903. Those were the chief obligations 
of the Land Board. They had _ to 
administer certain money and _ protect 
the settlers already placed on the land. 
He wished to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies what was the 
constitution of that Board, and with 
what moneys the Board would have to 
deal. ‘There was the money which came 
in yearly from land already sold to the 
settlers under certain conditions and 
the £58,000 now in the hands of the 
Inter-Colonial Council. But there was also 
another important item, the £500,000, the 
greater part of which had been diverted 
from the purpose for which it was set 
aside hy the British Government. They 
set aside for land settlement about 
£3,000,000 under the Guarantee Loan of 
£30,000,000 ; of that sum something like 
£2,500,000 had been spent. There re- 
mained £500,000 which had been diverted 
from its original purpose and devoted to 
repatriation. That money had gone 
to repatriate not Britishers alone, but 
Boers; indeed he was not sure it had 
not gone entirely to repatriate Boers. 
They did not know, but they ought to 
know what portion had gone to British 
settlers and what portion to Boer settlers. 
He suggested to the Prime Minister that, 
if the Land Board had nothing to do 
except to control the money due from 


land settlers which, subject to fair 


climatic conditions and good crops 
came in yearly, it gave very little 


security to the settlers established there. 
They asked that the Land Board 
should be established permanently, and 
that there should be at their dispo<al, 
for the purpose of buying land for 
British settlers, something more than 
the £22,000 represented by the 
money due from the people already 
settled. He wished to know what 


was to be done with the £58,000 in the 
hands of the Inter-Colonial Council, and 
whether they were going to get any 


Sir Gilbert Parker. 
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of the £500,000 for the British 
settlers in the Transvaal and Orange 
River Colonies. If that sum were re- 
stored to the financial administration of 
the two Governments and placed at the 
disposal of the Land Board, some- 
thing really effective might be done for 
the settlers ; little enough had been done 
so far. He was certain that neither 
the Prime Minister nor the Under- 
Secretary for the Colonies was_ in- 
clined to agree with any policy 
which would restrict British settlement 
in the Colonies. No one who had 
visited the South African Exhibition 
during the last three weeks could help 
being struck by the possibilities of 
those two Colonies. Let them take the 
Orange River Colony alone. They had 
wool there, which was obtaining a 
standard value in the British market. 
Under the old Boer conditions the wool 
was practically of no value upon the 
British market, but the wool recently 
shown at the South African Exhibition in 
Vincent Square was considered to be of 
the best possible quality. There was a 
great future for wool and fruit production 
in the Orange River Colony. The 
influence of British methods upon the 
agricultural development of the Colony 
during the last four years had been 
enormous. The improved methods 
adopted by Dutch settlers and Boer 
residents had generally increased the 
whole value of the productions of both 
the Orange River Colony and the Trans- 
vaal. Those who were familiar with the 
history of French Canada knew that 
until within the last fifteen years the 
inhabitants of that Colony were a solid 
block, unresponsive to all the influences 
surrounding them, and there was scarcely 
any English spoken except in Montreal 
and Quebec. But since the invasion of 
industry there the aspect of affairs had 
been gradually changed, and now they 
found English spoken in every part of 
French Canada. If they had in the 
Orange River Colony simply the in- 
fluence of one body of Boer settlers 
wedded to the soil and preserving their 
old ideas in the country, whilst in the 
towns British influence predominated, he 
believed it would be bad for the Colony 
as a whole. To make the people united 
and work harmoniously together it was 
necessary that there should be an 
English agricultural population as well 
as Dutch. That was the only way to 
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bring about a well-balanced state of 
things and a proper distribution of 
power and population. If they could 
only get the population to work together 
for a common development both in the 
towns and in the country, he thought 
they might look forward with great hope 
to the future of our South African 
Colomes. Without a substantial settle- 
ment of British subjects in the Orange 
River Colony the path towards a good 
understanding would be greatly ob- 
structed. 
the new Constitution which had been 
promised it would be fully realised that 
the Dutch were in a vast preponderance, 
and a certain section cf the Dutch were 
entirely opposed to British settlers. He 
hoped the policy adopted in regard to 
land settlement would be a liberal one, 
and that the door would be thrown open 
to British settlers. He would like to 
read to the House a passage from a letter 
written by Dr. Adam Jameson, whose 
death the other day everybody in the 
House would lament. That gentleman 
came from Western Australia, and he had 
done a great work in connection with the 
Lands Department of the Transvaal. 
Dr. Adam Jameson wrote :— 

“{ look upon this question as one of the 
very gravest impo: tance, not only as a safeguard 
to the settlement which has already taken 
place, but also to meet the sentimental aspira- 
tions of the other great Colonies outs‘'de South 
Africa, such as Australia and Canada. After 
all, it must be remembered that these Colonies 
sullered as much on behalf of South Africa, 
both in life and treasure, and they feel sure 
that the open door to South Africa ought to be 
maintained in their interests. Even if such 
opportunities were not availed of for settlement 
in thease Colonies, yet there would be estab- 
lished the feeling that the rights and privileges 
of other Colonists had not been entirely 
discarded.” 

He thought that was the general feeling 
throughout the Empire, and he was 
certain that feeling was shared in the 
House. It was a most unfortunate thing 
that hon. Members had not been per- 
mitted, for the purposes of information, 
to see the Report of the Ridgeway 
Committee, and the petitions presented 
to the Committee by the British settlers. 
In one of those petitions it was stated— 

“If we are to remain on our farms, it is of 
the greatest necessity that we should be con 
trolled by a sympathetic Government, from 
whom those of us that are deserving may 
receive that helpful consideration we have had 
in the past, and which our circumstances may 
demand in the future. As we gain experience, 
and with the helv of the latest an | necessary 
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implements, we feel confident that under 
favourable conditions we may be able to raise 
such crops and develop such agriculture as 
have hardly been considered possible before. 
Individually, up to the present, the feeling 
between the two races has steadily improved. 
and we feel that one desire of the present 
Administration in placing us here was to draw 
together the two races. Bat it is our belief 
that to further this end it is necessary for 
some time to come that we should not be 
handed over in a condition in which we are 
wholly dependent on their mercy and charity.” 


That petition was signed by a number of 
British settlers in the Orange River 
Colony. In view of the promised grant- 
ing of a Constitution to that Colony, he 
did not think it was at all unreasonable 
that they should ask for a full statement 
of the intentions of the Government 
regarding land settlement. The condi- 
tions in the case of the Transvaal were 
difficult, but the races were more evenly 
balanced, in fact the British were in a 
majority, and that fact would be sure to 
have a steadying influence upon any 
tendency towards the ill-treatment of the 
British settlers. The leaders of the Dutch 
Party had not hitherto been sympathetic 
towards land settlement, and he hoped 
that in granting the Constitution to the 
Orange River Colony more would be 
done in the direction of land settlement 
than was done in the Transvaal. They 
could only produce an even balance in 
that new Colony by encouraging settlers 
from Great Britain. If the Land Board 
was to be of any real service to British 
settlers, it should have money to 
spend. He had no faith in the policy 
of giving the Land Board only a five 
years life; that was a farce. It was 
true that it gave security for a period 
of five years, but unless they felt 
secure for a longer period than that 
British settlers would not go out to the 
Orange River Colony. He was connected 
with an association which sent out settlers, 
and their experience was that it was im- 
possible to get people to go to the Orange 
River Colony because things were so 
uncertain. They argued that they did not 
know what was going to happen to them, 
and if nothing more was going to be done 
in the way of promoting land settlement 
than had been done in the Transvaal he 
could assure the Government they would 
not get British settlers to go out there. 
They wanted some assurance and some 
security that if they got behind with their 
rent through plague, pestilence, or famine 
they would be able to struggle through 
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such a difficult crisis. He wished next | 
to refer to a subject which was likely 
to become one of some ditticulty in the 
near future. He referred to the New- 
foundland difficulty. He was sure no one | 
would desire to make Party capital 
out of such a_ difficulty as that. | 
The Government had not been entirely 
fortunate in their dealings with the 
Colonies. There had been difficulty with 
Natal, the difficulty with Australia over 
the New Hebrides ; and now there was the 
difficulty with Newfoundland. He would 
not go into the merits of the Newfound- 
land question, but there were some general 
observations which might be made with- | 
out entering upon any complicated | 
argument. If there was any Colony in the 
Empire which had suffered from bad 
bargains made by past Governments it 
was Newfoundland. In 1783, so far as 
two-thirds of its coast was concerned, 
Newfoundland was by a British Govern- 
ment handed over to France, tied up 
hopelessly with no opportunity for 
settlement until the matter was cleared 
up three or four years ago by a Con- 
vention with France. It was intoler- 
able that two thirds of the coast should 
have been closed to British development, 
and that France should have continued in 
possession of that legal right when the 
moral right had long since vanished. The 
United States also had a legal right by 
the Treaty of 1814 and the Convention of 
1818, which morally had long since lapsed. 
If hon. Members would recall the condi- 
tions of the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty they 
would realise the force of the argument he 
was stating. For years this country by 
virtue of a legal right under that Treaty 
was able to prevent the United States from 
carrying out a policy of defence on the 
coast of the Panama Peninsula. At the 
time the Treaty was made the United 
States had no Navy, and under the Treaty 
there was reserved to the co-operation of 
Great Britainand the United States certain 
control of the Peninsula, and the United 
States could not move without the consent 
of Great Britain. Years passed, and the 
United States found that she must have 
for her national development greater 
control of the Peninsula, freer passage 
across it, and power to set up forts | 
and armaments if necessary. There | 
were hon. Members in the House 
—the hon. Member for Fareham was | 
one—who said that our legal rights ' 





existed, but that our moral rights under 
Sir Gilbert Parker. 
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the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty had long 


since lapsed. The Foreign Office asked 
for something and got it, but in the 


‘end the right judgment of the people of 


the country prevailed, and an arrange- 


‘ment was come to by which a cause of 


serious strife and contention between our 
Government and that of the United States 
was removed. We of our own free will 
gave up our legal right. If under the 
Treaty of 1814, and the Convention of 
1818, the United States had the legal 
fishing rights in the territorial waters of 
Newfoundland which she had exercised 
for a great many years to the detriment 
of the people of the Colony, then those 
territorial waters were practically con- 
trolled by a foreign Power. What was 
the attitude of our Government in con- 
nection with certain claims made by the 
United States? In 1886, Newfoundland, 
suffering as she did from fishing exploita- 
tion in her waters, passed the Bait Act 
preventing Americans from purchasing 
bait or getting bait in home waters. That 
Act was put into operation against France 
as well as against the United States, but 
counsels of conciliation prevailed, and New- 
foundland approached the United States, 
and proposed that although the fisheries 
were being injured by the purchase of 
bait, they would give the United States the 
right to get bait if they in return would 
give the right of free entry of Newfound- 
land fish to the markets of the United 
States. That was thrown out by the 
Senate of the United States. Negotia- 
tions went on from 1888 till 1905. New- 
foundland was always eager to have an 
understanding with the United States, 
whereby, if she lost through granting 
permission to purchase bait in her waters, 
she would gain by receiving a right of 
entry for her fish into American markets. 
When the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham was 
Colonial Secretary, the Bond. Hay Treaty 
was entered into, but that was also 
disallowed by the American Senate in 
the interests of the fishermen on the east 
coast of the United States. Meanwhile 
the Newfoundland Government permitted 
the United States fishermen to get bait 
in its waters in the hope that the matter 
would be settled. It was not settled. 
The United States quite naturally took 
all she could get and asked for more. In 
1905, Newfoundland passed an Act to 
make it unlawful for foreign vessels to 
engage native Newfoundlanders on any 
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part of the coast of the island, or to 
procure bait in any of the waters of 
Newfoundland, When the Act became 
law, the Americans persisted in defying 
it. Then came a protest on the part of 
the United States against the applica- 
tion of the Bait Act During all that 
time our Government was in active 
negotiation with Newfoundland and the 
United States trying to find a way out of 
the difficulty, but that way did not 
appear. In 1906 Newfoundland, finding 
that American fishermen evaded the law 
by going outside the three mile limit to 
engage Newfoundlanders, passed the 
Foreign Fishing Vessels Act which pro- 
vided (1) that it should be unlawful 
fora resident of the Colony to leave it 
for the purpose of engaging in foreign 


fishing vessels intending to fish in 
the waters of the Colony; and (2) 


that it should be unlawful for the master, 
owner, or agent of any foreign fishing 
vessel to engage British subjects to fish 
for them within the territorial waters of 
the Colony. These were simply re- 
prisals, founded upon what Newfoundland 
believed to be its rights. The British 
Government agreed to the measure of 
1905, but when the Bill of 1906 was 
brought in grave difficulties arose, and 
the negotiations became acute and 
critical. From 8th August, 1906, till 11th 
October, 1906, a series of despatches 
passed between Great Britain and 
Newfoundland on the one hand, and 
between Great Britain and the United 
States on the other, and it looked as 
if they were leading up to a critical 
situation. The result was that our 
Government proposed to the United 
States a modus vivendi which gave- per- 
mission to the Americans to use purse 
seines during the ensuing season, the use 
of which instruments of capture the law 
of Newfoundland had prohibited and 
penalised, and to ship Newfoundland 
fishermen outside the three mile limit, 
which also, by the law of the Colony, 
was prohibited and penalised. Then came 
the critical point of the whole business. 
He had no doubt our Government had 
good reason for what they did. They 
granteda modus vivendi which overrode the 
statute law of the Colony of Newfoundland. 
That would be a very serious matter in 
any circumstances, but particularly in 
the case of Newfoundland, because Sir 
Robert Bond had protested and urged their 
rights as a Colony under the Imperial 
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| Act of 1865 “to remove all doubts as to 
|the validity of Colonial laws” which 
provided that— 
| ** All laws or reputed laws enacted ov pur- 
ported to have been enacted by the Legislatures 
' which have received the assent of Her Majesty 
in Council, or which have received the assent 
| of the Governor of the said Colony in the 
name of and on behalf of Her Majesty, sha!l 
| be and be deemed to have been valid and 
| etfectual from the date of such assent for all 
purposes whatever.” 


That was the principle. The Home 
Government had a perfect right to annul 
a Colonial Act. It was in their power 
iby an Act of Parliament to suspend 
ithe Act of 1906, because it was this 
which gave _ legislative 
to the Colony, and it could 
take those rights away. Anyone 
who had read Sir Robert Bond’s 
speech must have regretted that the 
Premier of any Colony of the British 
Empire had been impelled to make it. 
It was couched in language careful, 
courteous, but determined, and wound 
up with two very important statements. 
Sir Robert Bond said that it might be 
that there were high public reasons for 
passing that modus vivendi over the heads 
of the Newfoundland Government, and 
practically amending an Act passed by 
the Colonial Legislature, but those 
reasons had never been shown in the 
despatches, and had never been presented 
to the Colonial Government. Neither 
the Memorandum of the American 
Minister of the Interior nor anything else 
had been published to enable the Colonial 
Government to judge of the facts. 
Finally, Sir Robert Bond said that the 
Colonial Government would have been 
spared a great humiliation, and the pride 
of the Colonists would have been saved 
from injury, if the Home Government, 
instead of coming to a modus vivendi with 
the United States, had asked the Colonial 
Government to refrain from putting the 
Act of 1905 into force for another year, 
and so allowed them another oppor- 
tunity of presenting their case to the 
Imperial Government and to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. If the 
dates were noted it would be found 
that severalidays elapsed between the last 
communication from the Newfoundland 
Government and when the Home Govern- 
ment cabled that the United States had 
roposed such and such conditions. 
Meanwhile, an American ship came into 
Newfoundland waters, but outside the 


_ rights 
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three-mile limit, and began to recruit New- 
foundland fishermen. The next thing the 
Newfoundland Government received was 
a cablegram from the Home Government 
stating that a modus vivendi had been 
entered into with the Government of the 
United States. He believed that to be 
a very serious matter indeed. The 
Newfoundland law had been violated, 
and no reply had been made by the 
Home Government to the representa- 
tions of the Newfoundland Government 
in regard to the recruiting by the 
American vessel. 
Colony was unanimous that a great 
limitation had been unnecessarily put 
upon it. The interpretation of treaties 
was, of course, a thing for experts. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: That of the hon. 


Gentleman is wrong. 


Sirk GILBERT PARKER said the 
statement he was making was based 
on that made by Sir Robert Bond 
in the Legislature of Newfoundland, 
in which the Premier of the Colony re- 
presented that if the Home Government 


had asked the Colonial Government to | 
refrain from putting the Act of 1906 | 
into operation, it might have been done. | 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Act of 1906 
was passed by the Colonial Legislature 
with suspensory clauses, and was not to 
be made valid until it had received the 
Royal Assent here. The Act never 
received the Royal Assent here. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER said that 
he knew that the Act of 1905 had 
received the Royal Assent, because its 
provisions were in force, and that Act did 
matter, to prevent American fishermen 
from recruiting just over the territorial 
waters of Newfoundland. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I never said that 
it did not matter. What I said was 
that it was quite a different matter. 
The hon. Gentleman was referring to 
the Act of 1906. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER asked if it 
was not the case that when a law was 
passed by a Colonial Legislature and had 
received the assent of the representative 
of the Crown, it might be put into 
operation at once 4 


Sir Gilbert Parker. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL : But this Act of 


1906 was passed with suspensory clauses, 


Sir GILBERT PARKER s.id he was 
only putting the case as it had been pre- 
sented by Sir Robert Bond. No one 
could read the White Paper recently 
issued without being struck by the 
statesmanlike position taken up by the 
Minister for Foreign Affairs in discussing 
the question with the American Govern- 
ment. Sir Robert Bond said that the 
Foreign Secretary’s despatches had pre. 
sented the Newfoundland case as fully 
and fairly as it could be presented to the 
world at large. But then came a gradual 
diminution of the claims put forward by 
the Imperial Government on behalf of 
Newfoundland—under what pressure the 
House did not know. It was admissible 
that there were times when the House 
should not press for information regarding 
| a critical situation between Great Britain 
and foreign countries, but he held that the 

questions he had addressed to the Foreign 
| Secretary that afternoon had fairly inter- 
| preted Sir Robert Bond’s speech. Now 
| that the Newfoundland Government had 
| taken legal action the matter would be 
| determined according to law. But when 
the modus vivendi had elapsed the 
difficulty would oceur again if the Impeiial 
Government took up the same position 
as last year. The Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies might rest assured 
that if anything could be done to put 
Newfoundland in a more honourable 
position with the United States, it would 
be appreciated by hon. Members on the 
Opposition side of the House as by his 
own supporters. But on the other hand, 
there was at present in Newfoundland 
excitement, passion, and a feeling of 
bitterness which could only be undersiood 
when it was remembered that for 120 
or 130 years the inhabitants of New- 
foundland had been subjected to a kind 
of cruelty, owing to the terms of a 
treaty to which no other colony of the 
British Empire had been subjected ; and 
they had shown, under pressure of a 
kind which was likely to excite rebellious 
feeling, a moderation which ought to 
receive the whole-hearted approval of 
Parliament and of the British people. 
He hoped and trusted tiat the hon. 
Gentleman would be able to answer 
in a manner satisfactory to both sides 
of the House the arguments he had 











brought forward. 
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*Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) | foundland to get back to the Washington 
said he wished to draw attention to the Treaty, and twice, when everything was 
constitutional aspect of the Newfound-| apparently settled, the United States 
land question, in order to get from the | Senate had thrown out the proposal, as 
Under-Secretary for the Colonies an, they very often did what the President 
authoritative statement in regard to the arranged. The other attempt was defeated 
molus vivendi. For a great many years| owing to a misunderstanding because 
there had been, he reminded the House, | Canada wanted to get a similar settlement, 
a series of frictions between this country | and therefore no arrangement was made. 
and our oldest Colony, Newfoundland, | In the year 1905 the position became acute 
between that Colony and the United! owing to the Newfoundland legislation, 
States, and between ourselves and and in August of last year, as they knew, 
the United States and France. But, in consequence of the very difficult situa- 
luckily, it was possible a few years tion, the Home Government entered into 
ago to come to an agreement with the negotiations, and he cordially agreed that 
French Government in regard to the they were right in doing so, with the 
lobster fisheries on the Newfoundland | United States for the establishment of a 
shore. It was to be hoped that when the modus vivendi. Ifthe Government had not 
mulus vivendi came to an end it would taken that course there might have been 
be possible for the Government to come conflict between the two sets of fishermen. 
to some arrangement with the United The Home Government seemed to have 
States, so that once and for all that kept the Newfoundland Government fairly 
difficult subject, which damaged so much fully informed as to the progress of the 
one of our most loyal Colonies, might be negotiations, but they did not seem to have 
settled. He would suggest that, if it communicated with the Newfoundland 
were possible, the best way would be to Government that they had notified the 
renew the Treaty of Washington of 1871, United States of a wish to arrange a 
which threw open the whole of the North | modus vivendi. They should, he thought, 
American waters to American fishermen, have informed the Government of New- 
and by which the United States admitted | foundland in the first in-tance, but 
Newfoundland fish without duty. What! the first intimation the latter received 
was the history of the question? In 1818 was a letter to the effect that at the 
a treaty was signed in London which gave time the letter was written they were 
the inhabitants of the United States the in communication with the United 
right to fish in common with British sub-| States Government on the — subject. 
jects in certain Newfoundland waters, in| He thought it would have been more 
certain bays and off certain shores. In| courteous and better policy to have 
1871 the question was again considered by | informed the Newfoundland Government 
both sides and settled, upon the whole, | previous to the negotiation. No doubt the 
satisfactrily. As the result the Treaty | modus vivendi was necessary, but the 
of Washington was signed, which allowed | point he wished to make was whether 
Americans to fish in British North | the action of the Government had been 
American waters, including Newfound-, constitutional. By that modus vivendi 
land, in return for free imports of they had set aside the Acts of 1905 
Canadian and Newfoundland fish and | and 1906 and had permitted American 
fish oil to America. Unfortunately, in 1879 | fishermen to use purse seines, although 
a quarrel broke out among the American those Acts said that any Newfoundland 
and Newfoundland fishermen—he really | fisherman who shipped on board an 
did not know which were to blame—/ American fishing boat should be penalised 
the treaty was abrogated, and the reprisals | and punished. It was arguable whether 
hal been getting worse from year to year.| the Government had the right to 
A duty was put on British fish by | suspend the operation of those two 
America, and in 1586 the Newfoundland | Acts, but he would point out that it was 
Legislature passed the Bait Act in order | a little inconsistent to do so when at the 
to put pressure upon the United States | present moment the Government were 
by preventing American fishermen from | prosecuting English fishermen who were 
getting bait from the Newfoundland | in precisely the same position on Nor- 
shores. There had been three distinct | wegian vessels in the Moray Firth. 
and separate attempts made by the United | Then as to the use of purse scines 
States and this country jointly with New-! by Americans, it was against the 
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wishes of Newfoundland, as it was 
cons dered to be most injurious to the 
fisheries. That it was injurious they had 
the testimony of the naval officer who 
was employed on the coast to prove. On 
3rd September, 1906 the present Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs wrote to Mr. 
Whitelaw Reid— 


“Your Excellency, In my note of the 14th 
August I stated that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment hoped shortly to be able to submit to the 
Governnient of the United States proposals 
for « provisional Arrangement which would 
secure the peaceable and orderly conduct of 
the forthcoming herring tishery on the coast of 
Newfoundland. I have now the honour, on 
the understanding mentioned in my note, viz., 
that the Arrangement would be in the nature 
of a modus vivendi to be applicable only to 
the ensuing season, and not in any way to 
affect the rights and claims of either party to 


{COMMONS} 





the Convention of 1818, tosubmit the following 
proposals, viz.:—(1) His Majesty’s Government 
will not bring into foree ‘The Newfoundland 
Foreign Fishing Vessels Act 1906, whieh | 
imposes on the United States fishing-vessels 
certain restrictions in eddition to those im. | 
posed by the Act of 1905. (2) the provisions | 
of the first part of Section 1 of the Act of 1905 | 
as to boarding and bringing into port, and the | 
whole of Section 3 of che same Act. will not be | 
regarded as applying to the Unite! States | 
fishing vessels. (3) the United States Govern. | 
ment will in return direct their fishermen to | 
comply with the Colonial Fishery Regulations, 

as was in fact done last year, with the excep- | 
tion of certain breaches of the prohibition of | 
Sunday fishing. (4) the demand for payment | 
of light dues will be waived by His Majesty’s 
Government. (5) the Uni-ed States’ Govern- | 
went will direct the masters of the United | 
States fishing ve-sels to comply with the pro- | 
visions of the Coloni 1 Customs Law as to | 
reporting at a Customs house on arrival in | 
and departure from Co!onial waters.” 


The answer of Mr. Whitelaw Reid | 
was as follows— | 

“My Government hears with the g eatest | 
concern and regret from the opinion of His | 
Majesty’s Government there is so wide a | 
divergence of views with regard to the New- | 

t=) t=) 

foundland fisheries that an immediate settle- | 
ment is hopeless. But it is much gratified | 
that His Majesty’s Government desire to reach 
a modus vivendi for this season and appreciates 
the 1eadiness to waive the Fo eign Fishing 
Ve sels Act of 1906. This and other restrictive 
legislation ha:l compelled our fishermen to use 
purse seines or abandon their treaty rights.” 


Mr. Whitelaw Reid went on to say— 


“The small amount of purse seining this 
seasun could not of course materially affect 
the ec mmon fishery any way. Besides, many 
of our fishermen have already sailed with 
purse seines as usual and the others are 
already provided with them. This use of the 
purse seine was not a free choice of our fisher- 
men. They had been driven to it by local 
restrictive legislation, and the continued use of 


Sir Gilbert Parker. 
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it at this late date this year seems vital. But 
we will renounce Sunday fishing for this 
season if His Majesty’s Government will 
consent to the use of purse seines and we 
cannot too strongly urge an acceptance of 
this solution.” 

He thought that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, in their desire to get the United 
States to agree to the modus vivendi, gave 
away a great deal more than was neces- 
sary, because they not only suspended 
the Acts of 1905 and 1906 but they 
also permitted the purse seine. Then as 
to the constitutional point. By the Act 
of 1874 (Consolidated Statutes, Title 
XXVII., Chapter 102, Section 1) purse 
seines were absolutely prohibited in the 
territorial waters of Newfoundland, but 
the Americans were allowed to use those 
nets in spite of that statute. The 
question was, did the Act of 1874 apply 
to Americans? It was obvious that the 
Government could not set aside the Act 


_ of a self-governing Colony such as New- 


foundland, especially as the Treaty of 
Washington said that American subjects 
. =] ‘ . ” . Tr 
had rights “in common” with Newfound- 
landers to fish in Newfoundland waters. 
What was the opinion of Lord Granville, 
a Liberal Colonial Secretary ? The noble 
Lord said— 

‘*In the opinion of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment the clause nthe Treaty of Washington 
which provided that the citizens of the United 
States shall be entitled ‘in common with 
Bitish subjects’ to fish in Newfoundland 
waters within the limits of British sovereignty 
means that the American and British fishermen 
shall fish in tnese waters upon terms of 
equality, and not that there shall be an 


| exemption of American fishermen from any 


reasonable regulation to which British fisher- 


men are subject.” 


Mr. Lowell did not deny this interpre: 
tation. No doubt the Under-Secretary 
would bring forward a statement made 
by Lord Salisbury in the same year, but 
it was not germane, as the despatch of 
Lord Granville was written six months 
subsequent to that of Lord Salisbury. _ If 
the Act of 1874 was abrogated we had to 
fall back on the Treaty of 1818, and he 
might, he thought, with advantage call 
attention to a despatch of the present 
Foreign Secretary dated 2nd February, 
1906, in which he took the same views as 
Lord Granville. He said— 

“The views of the United States Govern. 
ment with respect to the position of affairs on 
the coast of Newfoundland, and to the rights 
of American fishing vesse's in these waters 
under the Treaty of the 30th October, 1818, as 


| sct forth in Mr. Root’s note to His Majesty’s 
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Ambassador at Washington the 19th October, 
1905, had received the serious attention o! 
His Majesty’s Government. I have now the 
honour to inclose a me norandum dealing 
seriatim with the propositions formulated 
by Mr. Root, and with his observations with 
regard to some of the provisions of recent 
Newfoundland legislation for the regulation 
of the fisheries.” 


In the memorandum the Foreign 
Secretary said— 





“Mr. Root’s note does not give any indica- | ‘ 
ithe Government on the merits or 
| demerits of the modus vivendi. It might 


tion of what laws of the Colony would be 
regarded by the United States Government as 
inconsistent with the Convention if applied to 
American fishermen. The opinion of His 
Majesty's Government on this point is as fol- 
lows: The American fishery under Article 1 of 
the Convention of 1818 is one carried on within 
the British jurisdiction and ‘in’ common 
with’ British subjects. . . American fishermen 
cannot therefore rightly claim to exercise 
their right of fishery under the Convention 
of 1818 on a footing of greater freedom than 
if they had never ceased tu be British subjects, 
Nor consistently with terms of the Convention 
can they claim to exercise 1t on a footing of 
greater freedom than the British subjeets ‘in 
common with’? whom they exercise it under 
th: Convention. In other words the American 
fishery under the Convention is not a free 


self-governing Colony, which could only 
be done by an Act of Parliament. 


*EarRL PERCY (Kensington, S.) said 
that before the debate passed to other 
topics he would like to say a few words 


| upon the Newfoundland modus vivendi, and 


to make clear what he thought was the 
point of view of those who sat upon the 
front Opposition bench. He would say 
at once he did not canvass the action of 


be said and in fact had been said, that 
that modus vivendi was a breach of the 
principle laid down by Lord Taunton in 
his despatch of 1857, in which he said 
that no rights of Newfoundland were to 
be ceded without her consent. He did 
not think the Government had _ laid 
themselves open to the charge, because in 


i this case there had been no cession, 


there had only been a temporary waiving 
of rights. Neither did he think that by 
the modus vivendi the Government had 


| given away, as had been said, the whole 


but a regulated fishery, and, in the opinion | 
of His Majesty’s Government American tisher- | 


men are Lound to comply with all Colonial 


Laws and Regulations ineluding any touching | 
the condact of the fi-hery so long as these | 
are not in their nature unreasonable and are | 


applicalile to all fishermen alike.” 


and Newfoundlanders alike. If that was 
so what should be the course adopted by 
His Majestv’s Government ? The Govern- 
ment had three alternatives. They could 
have gone to the Newfoundland Govern- 
ment, as Lord Salisbury did in 1891, and 
asked them to suspend the law of 1874 
fora short time whilst the modus rivendi 
was in operation, or they could have come 
to Parliament and got it to pass a law 
overriding the colonial law of 1874, 
or they could have adopted a_ third 
alternative. As the modus vivendi was 
signed when the House was not sitting, 
the Government could have made the 
modus vivendt, and could then have come 
tothe House and got an Act of Indemnity 
passed to regularise their position. He had 
endeavoured to put forward his views, he 
was afraid rather imperfectly as he was 
not a lawyer, but he thought unless it could 
be proved very clearly that the law of 
1874 did not apply to American fishermen, 
the Government were in the strange 
position of having set aside a law of a 


case of the Colony and agreed to a 
surrender rather than a compromise. 
Qn the whole he confessed he did not 
think the bargain was a very bad one. 
So far as he could see, the only net 
advantage the United States obtained 


iwas that she got the right to use the 
Therefore the law was held by the | 
right hon. Baronet to apply to American | 





purse seine. And that was only to be 
used with due regard to other modes of 
fishery, and he believed it was the fact 
that the exercise of the right had been 
renounced by the skippers in the Bay of 
Islands on the ground that the qualifica- 
tion deprived them of any benefit they 
might have gained by the concession. 
On the other hand, they were still 
precluded from any right to purchase 
bait in Newfoundland, or to recruit 
fishermen inside the territorial waters 
or just outside them, and they also 
pledged themselves to observe all the 
local regulations as to reporting at the 
Customs, the payment of light dues, and 
the prohibition of fishing on Sundays. 
He did not think, therefore, that there 
was a case to be made out for saying 
that the modus vivendi virtually gave 
away everything so far as Newfoundland 
was concerned. Even if he thought the 
bargain was a bad one for Newfoundland, 
he did not think he would make that a 
ground for an indictment against the 
Government, because it was quite clear 
that where local interests conflicted with 
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Imperial interests local interests must 
give way. Of Imperial interests only 
the Imperial Government could be the 
judge. All that could be said was that 
the Imperial Government having this 
power, should be particularly careful as to 
how they used it in dealing with a small 
Colony like Newfoundland which was 
very jealous of its rights. |The point of 
view he wished to emphasise was 
not the merits of the modus vivendi, but 
the means by which the settlement was 
arrived at. 
believe that the Government would really 
have taken the course they did in Septem- 
ber last year unless in their opinion the 
situation had become very critical. His 
proposition was that the situation only 
became critical owing tothe supineness and 
negligence of the Government. Mr. 
" Root’s first despatch reached this country | 
in October 1905—the despatch in which | 


he questioned the compatibility of the | 


provisions of the Act of 1905 with the 
rights of the United States under the 
Treaty of 1818. That despatch was not 
answered by the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs until February of the 
following year. There was, it was true, 
a general election in the interval and he 
therefore would not make it a ground of 
complaint against the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he took time before answering 
the despatch. In his reply the right hon 
Gentleman repudiated the contention of 
Mr. Root that the Act was inconsistent 
with the Treaty, but suggested that it 
might be desirable to communicate with 
our Colony with the view of clearing 
up any ambiguity as to the manner in 
which the Act should be interpreted. 
Apparently the Colonial Office did not 
even forward the de-patch of the Foreign 
Secretary to the Colony until a fortnight 
later, and took no steps whatever to 
act upon his suggestion with regard toa 
conference on the question, before Mr. 
Root returned to the charge four months 
later on the 30th June, 1906. ‘The 
Government allowed another month to 
elapse before they forwarded Mr. Root’s 
despatch to the Newfoundland Govern- 
ment, and then they followed it by a 
telegram two days later saying that the 
Government had decided to enter into a 
modus vivendi with the United States and 
asking the Colony to say what form the 
mus vwendi should take. If the Govern- 


ment was open to the charge of culpable 
negligence in the earlier part of the nego- 


Earl Perey. 
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tiations, in the later part they were open to 
the charge of almost incredible tactless- 
ness. That telegram was sent on the 8th 
of August. The Colony replied on the 19th 
with a virtual non possumus. They made 
no suggestions, protested against the idea 
of a modus vivendi altogether and declared 
that the proper course for the Government 
to take was to put into operation the Act 
of 1906. He was not prepared to defend 





Tt was almost impossible to | 


the procedure adopted by the Colony. 
| But before the end of the month, on 
‘the 31st, the Colonial Secretary received 
'a despatch from the Governor of New- 
'foundland, who said he had already 
| drawn the attention of his Government 
to what he thought was an oversight on 


| their part in omitting to make the sug- 


| gestions for which the Colonial Secret tary 
[had asked. That telegram was réceived 
| here on the 31st, yet the Colonial Secre- 
tary, although he had been advised that 
| definite proposals might reach him from 
| the Colony, telegraphed on 3rd Sep- 
tember not only that a modus vivendi 
had been agreed upon in principle but 
that the Secretary of Stace for Foreign 
Affairs had already submitted to Mr. 
Whitelaw Reid the conditions upon 
which a settlement might be arrived at. 
At the same time he put a pistol 
to the head of the Colony by asking 
whether, if the United States advanced 
claims for compensation, the Colony were 
prepared to undertake the liability or 
whether, if the negotiations fell through, 
they would undertake to pay all the 
costs of arbitration. That was an inquiry 
not only wanting in tact and almost 
insulting, but one which was wholly 
unjustifiable having regard to what had 
taken place before. His right hon. friend 
the ex-Colonial Secretary “had informed 
the Colonial Government in the previous 
year that the matters dealt with by the 
Bill of 1905 lay within their sole com- 
petence ; and although no doubt His 
Majesty’s Government t disapprov ed of the 
policy and declared that they could 
accept no responsibility in the event 
of retaliation by the United States, yet 
in view of the fact that they had _ not 
advised His Majesty to refuse his assent 
to the Act they must be held to have 
virtually guaranteed the compatibility 
of that Act with the Treaty pro- 
visions of 1818. Lord Elgin’s telegram 
asking the Colony whether they were 
prepared to undertake all the expenses 














which might be incurred in connection 
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with claims to compensation, or a settle- | position. They said, “We will do one 
ment by arbitration, seemed to him to of two things. We are quite willing to 
amount to a virtual repudiation of re-| waive the question of payment of light 
sponsibility for their treaty engagements | dues, which we do not particularly care 
by His Majesty’s Government, and could | for, if you can induce the United States to 
hardly do otherwise than convey to the assent to all the other local regulations 
Government of Newfoundland the im-|—reporting at the Custom-houses, ob- 
pression - no doubt an erroneous, but a) servance of the prohibition of Sunday 
most unfortunate one—that His Majesty’s fishing,and soon Or on the other hand 
Government were prepared, if necessary, | we will not insist on these minor con- 
to sacrifice the interests of the Colony | ditions provided that the Home Govern- 
rather than incur the unpopularity of | ment will assent to our initial request and 
making a demand on the British tax- | put in force the Act of 1906.” But the 
ayer at home. The curious thing was | Government refused absolutely to put in 
that His Majesty’s Government had | force the Act of 1906, and gave away the 
not only taken no pains to make|one thing which the Colonies really 
themselves acquainted, as they might | appeared to care about, at all events as 
easily have done, with the views of a counter in the negotiations, namely, the 
the Colony, but when they had obtained right of the United States to use purse 
those views they seemed almost to have soines. All that, no doubt, was 
gone out of their way to misunder- matter of past history ; and he did 
stind them. One of the most remark- not know that very much was to be 
able despatches in the Blue-book was gained by dwelling at great length upon 
the despatch of Lord Elgin announe- mistakes which it was impossible now to 
ing the terms of the modus vivendi,| undo. But he would like to ask the 
in which he informed the Colonial | hon. Gentlemen opposite one or two 
Government that the Imperial Govern- | questions with regard to the future. The 
ment had offered no concession which the | present position, as he understood it, 
Colonial Government had not declared was that the modus virendi had been 
itself willing to grant. Almost the first | protested against by the Colonial Govern- 
thing that the Colony did when it was| ment, and enforced against their will, 
informed that these matters were under he did not know how, he supposed 
discussion with the Government of the hy proclamation of the Governor. 
United States was to protest against Very much the sane situation arose 
any arrangement which would involve in 1890 in regard to the contro- 
differentiation between the citizens of the versy which then took place with the 
United States and the citizens of the French in regard to the lobster fishery. 
Colony, or the citizens of any other|!n that case the Government at home 
Power. Long before Lord Elgin gave | insisted on a modus vivendi which was 
that assurance, the Foreign Secretary unpopular in the Colony, and _ they 
had already been in communication with | forced it upon them against their will. 
Mr. Whitelaw Reid as to suspending But the Colony on that occasion appealed 
the operation of Sections 1 and 3 of the | to Parliament against the decision of the 
Act of 1905 in favour of the United} Imperial Government, and year after 
States. That suggested rather an in-| year there was friction between the 
teresting point about whch he would) Home Government and the Colonial 
have been glad to put a question to|(tovernment in regard to the renewal 
the Foreign Secretary, had he been| of the modus vivendi, until the whole 
present. He did not quite understand | question was set at rest by the Anglo- 
how one or two clauses in an Act affect- | French Agreement of 1904. He earnestly 
ing all foreign vessels could be waived trusted that they would not have 
in favour of one Power and not in a repetition of that state of things 
favour of the rest, without virtually a|in the present instance. He was 
breach of most-favoured-nation rights. | quite at a loss to see how the dis- 
Apart from that point, it was quite | astrous prospect could be avoided except 
obvious that a concession had been made | by recourse to arbitration. In the earlier 
in that respect which was not only not | despatch from the United States it was 
approved of but earnestly deprecated by | said that no great objection would have 
the Colony. The Colony of Newfound- | been raised to the Act of 1905 if Sections 
land had taken up a perfectly clear|1 and 3 had been strictly interpreted in 
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the light of Section 7. Section 7 said 
that the powers given under Sections 
1 and 3 to the Newfoundland Government 
were only to be exercised in con- 
formity with treaty rights. But as 
the whole controversy between the 
Imperial Government and the Govern 
ment of the United States was as to 
what were the rights of the United 
States under the Treaty of 1818, it was 
very difficult to see how a settlement 
could be arrived at otherwise than by 
arbitration. On the other hand, it was 
equally obvious that they could not 
force such an arrangement on_ the 


Colony against its will, without a 
breach of the engagement — given 


in the despatch of Lord Taunton 
to which he had referred. He hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would be able 
to assure them that there was some 
prospect, at all events, of arriving at an 
agreement with the Government of New- 
foundland on the subject. He would 


{COMMONS} 





like also to be informed whether His 
Majesty’s Government were contemplat- | 
ing any new machinery for preventing | 
similar friction and misunderstanding | 
between the Colonial Office and the | 
Government of the Colony again. ‘This 
dispute had been cited in various 
quarters as an argument for the) 
creation of some machinery, in the} 
shape of an Imperial Council, or} 
something of that kind, which would | 
place His Majesty’s Government more | 
completely in touch with the views of | 
the various Colonies. He was not going, | 
on the present occasion, to discuss the 
desirability or otherwise of creating 
machinery of that kind ; he did not think 
it was relevant to the particular matter 
of the Newfoundland dispute. It seemed 
to him that the whole of the difficulty in 
that case had been the fault of His 
Majesty’s Government, and that the main 
cause had been an astounding lack of co- 
operation—-which had happily not occurred 
under the late Government—between the 
Colonial Office and the Foreign Office. 
It was impossible to believe that a states- 
man so tactful as his right hon. friend 
the Member for the Berwick Divisicn 
could have made the proposals he did 
to the United States, if he had 


been informed at that time that the 
Colonial Office had in their pocket a let- 
ter from the Governor of Newfoundland 





holding out hopes of a further communica- 
tion of the views of the Colony. 


Earl Percy. 


It wight 
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be remarked that exactly the same absence 
of co-operation was observable in the 
case of the New Hebrides Convention, 
Under the late Government the original 
idea of the Convention to be drawn up 
between ourselves and the French was 
one for the settlement of land claims 
between the two Powers. To that hour 
the Colonies had never raised any objec- 
tion to the ultimate settlement which was 
arrived at on that point; and, before 
his right hon. friend went out of office, 
he had taken the greatest care to acquaint 
the Australian Colonies with the fact 
that a Commission was about to sit. But 
when the present Government came into 
office they decided, owing to the fact that 
the French Commissioners had refused to 
consider the question of a temporary 
Land Court, to extend the inquiry to 
cover not merely the land claims but the 
question of jurisdiction over natives— 
the only one which had excited strong 
feeling in the Colonies. Yet they never 
informed Australia or New Zealand 
that the inquiry had been extended 
in that way. There was also the 
greivance that the Foreign  Seere- 
tary had never taken any steps to bring 
to the notice of the French Commissioners 
the objection raised to the system of inden- 
tured labour on the part of the Australian 
Colonies. He did not make that an 
indictment against the right hon. Gentle. 
man, because it was probable, from a 
perusal of the Blue-book, that it was 
not his fault ; but he did suggest, in the 
light of the history of these negotia- 
tions, that the Foreign Secretary would 
he well advised to keep a more strict 
look-out on his colleagues than he had 
thought it necessary to do in the past, 


*Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, New- 
bury) said that when the attack was made 
on the Government in connection with 
the New Hebrides Convention, he took no 
part in it, because he thought it was not 
warranted and ought not to have come 
from the people who made it. They sought 
to establish an analogy between the New 
Hebrides Convention and the Chinese 
Labour Ordinance, but that was not in 
the least warranted by the facts. In the 
New Hebrides there was no compound 
system, with all its inevitable evils and 
scandals; there was no ostracism of the 
labourer from civil and social life, no cur- 
tailment of liberty outside labour hours, 
and no forcible expulsion from the country 
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when the term of labour was at an end. 
The Party opposite ought to be the last 
people to attack the Government on that 
matter, seeing that they were the authors 
of legislation which had led to the 
gravest moral and political disorders in 
the Transvaal. They were disorders 
about which the late Government were 
warned, and about which they professed 
the greatest concern, and yet they took 


no steps to prevent them, and gave no} 


helping hand to those who advocated the 
taking of such steps. The Opposition 
stood in regard to that question to-day 


as they stood three years ago--the cham- | 
pons and supporters of a system of the | 


most vicious and demoralising kind, which 
was forced upon the Colony against its 
own will, against the will of the great 
self-governing Colonies, and against the 
will of the Mother Country. 
not, therefore, desire to take any part in 
the very unedifying spectacle of Satan 
rebuking sin. There were however several 
provisions in the New Hebrides Conven- 
tion of which he did not approve, and he 
especially disliked those relating to the 
deportation of women and girls. He 
thought the provisions which dealt with 
the regulation of the hours of labour and 
the conditions under which repatriition 


was to be carried out were carelessly | 


drawn up ; in fact they had been so badly 
drafted as to leave doubt in many minds 


as to whether the real intentions of the | 


British Government had been carried out. 


He trusted that the power which had | 


undoubtedly been preserved of revising 
the Convention hy 
Amendment would be acted 
that any apparent deficiencies might be 
set right as promised by the Foreign 
Secretary. He regrett-d the want of 
sympathy which had bezn shown towards 


the urgent remonstrances of the Colonies | 


of Australia and New Zealand, who were 
anxious that there should be yreater 
protection for the interests of the natives, 
and he would have liked to have seen the 


Secretary for the Colonies receive those | 
suggestions from the Colonies in a more 


sympathetic spirit. They were very 
important and related to the protection 
of the natives from opium, from fraudu- 
lent and oppressive contracts, and from 


ill-treatment by their employers. Those 
were all weighty matters, but he 


could not find that any of them had 
been treated as being of sufficient im- 
portance to be even submitted to the 
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He did | 


regulations — or | 
upon so | 
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| French Government. No Amendments 
had been made at all in the Con- 
vention, and the net result had been 
to give occasion to the enemy to 
blaspheme, and the confidence of the 
friends of the Government had been 
shaken. In the Colony of Natal, what 
was called the native rising there last 
year was suppressed with admitted sever- 
|ity. It arose out of a scuffle between the 
police and some natives in the levying of 
a tax which undoubtedly, at the time, 
was illegal. Two policemen were killed, 
and for those two deaths seventeen natives 
had, at different times, been executed— 
two in March, twelve in April, and three 
more in October. Those three had been 
‘so badly wounded that they had to be 
nursed up for their trial, and the people 
of Natal and the Governor himself had 
urged the Natal Ministry to exercise 
‘clemency. But all in vain. It was 
/much to be regretted that the Secre- 
| tary of State for the Colonies did not find 
| himself in a position, on behalf of the 
| Mother Country and a Liberal Administra- 
| tion, to urge on the Natal Government 
not to pursue those natives with such 
severity. All that appeared in the Blue- 
book was complimentary telegrams shortly 
before congratulating the Natal Govern- 
ment on “their self-restraint and modera- 
tion in commuting the sentences of courts- 
martial.” With regard to the Transvaal, 
at the general election two great points 
| were insisted on by the Liberal Party— 
the grtadual abolition of Chinese labour 
and the full grant of self-government to 
the two Colonies. He congratulated Lord 
Elgin on the grant of self-government to 
the Transvaal ; but there was a blot with 
regard to the Second Chamber, which he 
thought quite unnecessary, und made 
more serious by the way in which Lord 
Selborne had constituted it. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: We are directly 
/responsible for the constitution of that 
| body. 


*Mr. MACKARNESS thought his hon. 
friend would not say that the nominations 
were not suggested by the High Com- 
missioner. However they were received on 
all sides in the Transvaal as nominations 
| pour vive; and if Lord Selborn ’s object 
'had been to bring the Second Chamber 

into ridicule from the start he had 

achieved it. With regard to the gradual 
abolition of Chinese labour, he could not 
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conceive why the 16,000 licences granted 


by the late Government should have been | 


recognised. There was plenty of evidence 
in Blue-books of the cruelties that went 
on. There was the flogging which 
took place under the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite. 


Mr. LYTTELTON (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): May I ask what 
business the hon. Gentleman has to say 
thas the flogging took place under me ? 


*Mr. MACKARNESS thought the 
right hon. Gentleman would understand 
that he meant during his tenure of office. 
IIe had always stated that he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman was extremely 
badly treated by Lord Milner, and 
that the flogging took place behind h’s 
back. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he failed to see 
what these matters of past history had to 
do with the present Bill. The Opposition 
Were not now on their trial, but the 
Government ; and if the hon. Gentleman 
had any criticisms to make they shou'd 
be on the Government and the Votes con- 
tained in the Bill, and not on events of a 


past epoch. 


*Mr. MACKARNESS said he was 
only drawn into the subject by the 
intervention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. [OPpposiTION cries of “QOh.”] 
He was criticising the action of Lord 
Elgin in recognising the licences granted 
by the late Government. The policy of 
repatriation at the expense of the State 
had been carried out by the Secretary of 
State in such a way as to defeat its object 
The first proclamation was couched in 
terms which were calculated to deter 
Chinese coolies from availing themselves 
of it; and, in his judgment, the second 
proclamation was little better. Then 
there was the evidence of the appalling 
umount of crime committed by the 
Chinese against the white inhabitants, 
and no steps were taken to deal with 
that state of things. The white people 
were left to protect themselves by their 
own rifles against Chinese criminals. It 
seemed to him that when that state of 
things was realised and _ thoroughly 
proved, it afforded ample ground for 
the Secretary of State to step in and say 
that a system which produced such a 
state of tings could no longer he 


Mr. Mackar ness. 
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tolerated. There followed the revela- 
tions by Mr. Bucknill’s inquiry of the 
state of things in the compounds, but 
what steps had been taken in regard to 
that? Several hundreds of coolies had 
been deported, but the compounds still 
existed, and they were managed by the 
same Officials under whom those evils 
grew up. They had also reason to 
complain of the failure on the part of the 
Secretary of State to break down the 
monopoly of recruiting in Portuguese 
Kast Africa, the object of which monopoly 
was to keep up the case for the importa- 
tion of Chinese coolies, and to prevent 
the introduction of a larger number of 
white men to work in the mines. The 
result was that the High Commissioner 
was obliged to appeal to the Australian 
Government to deport to their homes as 
paupers white colonists who had come 
to the Transvaal to fight or work for the 
Empire. That failure seemed to point 
to want of belief on the part of the 
Colonial Secretary in his policy or want 
of ability to carry it out. He could 
not conceive how, if the Government 
were at all serious in the matter, it should 
take all these months to come to a 
friendly arrangement with a Government 
like that of Portugal. In regard to the 
future he would like to feel perfectly sure 
that the policy of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment as laid down in the Constitution of 
the Transvaal, namely, that there should 
he no renewal of any of the Chinese 
contracts, was certain to be absolutely 
adhered to. He would not have doubted 
that for a moment, but for a speech 
which the Secretary of State had made 
in another place, in which he appeared 
to suggest the framing of another ordi- 
nance in which there would be no difficulty 
about the renewals. He hoped the noble 
Lord was misunderstood, and that the 
statement did not mean what it appeared 
to mean, Although he was sure that the 
Secretary of State had acted from the 
highest motives, he had lost opportunities 
of impressing on our Colonial policy a 
spirit of Liberalism and humanity, and 
by so doing he had weakened the Govern- 
ment’s power for good. Supposing that 
trouble arose under the New Hebrides 
Convention, who would be blamed? If 
a native rising were to take place in 
another part of the Empire and was 
put down with great severity, would it 
not be said that Lord Elgin had approved 
of those methods in Natal? Would it 
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tured labour under the conditions of the 
Transvaal Ordinance was established else- 
where, that for two years under the late 
(fovernment, and for one year under the 
present Government, the Chinese Ordi- 
nance, with all its abuses, was tolerated ? 
It was not his business to suggest what 
were the reasons for the policy of the 
late Government, but in regard to the 
present Government, whose policy he 
supported in most things, he did not 
know what answer there could he, except 
that during the past year the Colonial 
Oftice had been administered by a states- 
man who, however well meaning, was 
not imbued with, or had not appreciated, 
Liberal sentiment on this question, and 
who had trusted far too much to the 
High Commissioner, who, although a 
highly honourable man, was openly and 
frankly in complete disagreement with 
Liberals on many points of their policy. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) 
congratulated the hon. Member on his 


consistency, and his determination to : 


carry out his election pledges in regard 
to so called Chinese slavery. He under- 
stood that the hon. Gentleman stood 
out as the protagonist of Liberalism 
and humanity, and suggested that neither 
the Government nor the Opposition had 
any share in such a policy in this matter. 
He desired enlightenment in regard to 
the question of land settlement in South 
Africa. He himself should rather support 
the appeal of his hon. friend the Member 
for Gravesend. They wanted a great 
deal more enlightenment on that sub- 
ject. In deciding that a Land Settle- 
ment Board was required the Government 
had admitted that protection was neces- 
sary for British settlers at the present 
time. He wished that they were to have 
a longer period of protection than five 
years. He thought that protection would 
be needed. Watchfulness would also be 
needed for fully that period. He ven- 
tured to think that the Government 
would not have established that Board 
had it not been for the debates on the 
subject in Parliament. 
whether or not it was one of the recom- 
mendations of the Ridgeway Committee. 
Personally, he believed it was. 


wanted to make one or two inquiries. 
Had that Board been appointed, and 
had the Governor yet selected the three 
Members of it 


whom he was to 
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not be said, with great force, if inden- | appoint ? 


He could not say | 


He | 
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What would be the powers 
and the duties of the Board? Would 
the Land Settlement Board for the 
Orange River Colony be constituted in 
the same way as that of the Transvaal ? 
Over what land would the Board have 
control? There was a great deal of land 
still unappropriated. Would the British 
settlers in any way benetit by it? Was 
the Imperial Grovernment going to obtain 
any control over it?) What amount of 
money had been placed at the disposal of 
the Board? He understood that there 
was a balance of £58,000 out of the 
£3,000,000 intended for the British 
settlers. Two and a half mi'lions had 
been spent, and £442,000 out of the 
remaining £500,000 had been devoted 
to other purposes. Only £58,000 was 
left. Was the £442,000 to be replaced 
for the benefit of British settlers? It was 
estimated that £22,000 would come in 
annually from repayments by land settlers 
in the Orange River Colony, and that a 
similar yearly sum might be boped 


‘for from the settlers in the Transvaal. 


The Land Board would have at their 
disposal the sum of, say, £50,000 a year, 
but he maintained that that was not suffi- 
cient for carrying on its business of 
encouraging British settlement in the 
Transvaal and the Orange River Colony. 
Then it had to be borne in mind that 
administration might cost a great deal, 
and he pressed on the hon, Gentleman 
the necessity of replacing the sum of 
£442,090 which had been appropriated to 
other purposes for advancing more exten- 
sive British settlement in the South 
African Colonies. It could not be denied in 
any part of che House that the object of 
British policy should be to encourage 
British settlers to go out to South 
Africa, and he wished that the control 
of the Land Board had been established 
for more than five years. Assuming, how- 
ever, that British settlers were placed on 
the land in the next four or five years, 
on the existing condition that they 
repaid the sums advanced to them in 
annual instalments in thirty years in 
order to become owners of their land in 
fee simple, was there any guarantee 
that after the abolition of the Land 
Board and a new Government, say a 
Dutch Government, came into power, 
those settlers would not be called upon 
to pay all their instalments in a lump 
sum? That was a very important point. 
Was there any guarantee that the Land 
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Settlement Ordinance under which the 
advances were made to be repaid in 
thirty years would not be repealed? He 
pressed the point the more strongly 
because in the Orange River Colony 
under the new Constitution there would 
be no representatives to put forward the 
claims of the British settlers there. He 
understood it was the desire of the 
Imperial Government to make British 
and Dutch interests in South Africa 
as similar as_ possible, so that the 
two races could work in co-operation 
for the good of the Colony. It was 
the interest of those resident in the 
two Colonies, whether British or Dutch, 
that there should be an _ increase 
of the farming community so that the 
cost of living might be decreased. That 
of itself should lead to better co-operation 
between the two races. He, however, stiil 
thought that the grant of self government 
at the present time, both to the Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colony, was a 
rash experiment; and he had always 
regretted that His Majesty’s Government 
had shown a constant disposition to do 
so much for the Boers and so little for 
the British. He believed that it was 
largely in consequence of the pressure 
brought to bear on them by the hon. 
Member for Newbury and his friends 
that they had really put a premium upon 
siding with the Boers. By all means he 
would like to reciprocate what had been 
said by General Botha in his speech at 
Pretoria on 11th March. He did not for 
a moment question the sincerity of that 
speech, and he welcomed it ; but it must 
be borne in mind that the policy of a 
United South Africa which the General 
advocated was nothing new. It had been 
put forward before the war by Mr. 
Hofmeyr, and the idea had been rather 
that of a Dutch than a British federation. 
He thought that it would be wise on the 
part of His Majesty’s Government to 
keep a careful watch over British interests 
in South Africa. 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanea- 
shire, Radcliffe) said he wished to draw 
attention to a new aspect of an old 
question — viz., the opium traffic in 


our Crown Colonies in the East. Hon. 
Members must not imagine that our con- 
nection with the opium trade was limited 
to India and China. We had very special 
responsibilities with regard to the opium 
traffic carried on in our Eastern Crown 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 


{COMMONS} 
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Colonies. While we were wondering 
whether China was bona fide in her ex. 
pression of her desire to put an end to 
this traffic, it would not be surprising 
if she were wondering whether we were 
earnest in expressing our desire to assist 
her to put an end to that traffic so long as 
we raised a large amount of revenue from 
opium dens ourselves. While we were 
nominally opposed to opium traffic, we 
were fostering opium smoking in our own 
Crown Colonies. Twice the House of 
Commons had affirmed last May un- 
animously that the Indian - Chinese 
opium traffic was indefensible. They 
agreed that opium smoking was a 
curse in China; but was it less so in 
Hong-Kong ? Out of 300,000 inhabitants 
in Hong-Kong there were only 10,000 
Europeans, and it might be regarded as 
a piece of China under British rule. It 
was the headquarters of the Chinese 
opium traffic, and also the headquarters 
of the opium smuggling trade; so that 
we had not only a moral but a financial 
responsibility. Instead of suppressing 
opium smoking, we farmed out opium- 
smoking dens as a_ business. Lord 
Charles Beresford, in his. book, ‘“ The 
Breakup of China,” said that the opium 
farmers were known to be the greatest 
opium smugglers, and that they could not 
pay the heavy licence duties demanded of 
them otherwise. Of the total revenue 
of the Colony of Hong-Kong in 1905, 
amounting to $6,918,403, there was 
received for licences $4,725,906. He 
had not been able to ascertain the exact 
proportion derived from opium licences, 
but he was quite sure that it was con- 
siderable. It was well known that 
the American people had a similar diffi- 
culty in the Philippines and appointed 
a Commission to inquire into it. Among 
other places they visited was Hong-Kong, 
and in their Report they stated that— 

“ Perhaps one-third of the Chinese in Hong- 
Kong use opium and the habit scems to be 
spreading. No effort, except the increased 
price demanded by the farmer to compensate 
for the higher price he has to pay to secure 
his monopoly, is made to deter persons from 
using oplum in this Colony. A good deal of 
the drug--rather one-third of all used—is 
smuggled into Hung-Kong. Its uve seems to 
be increasing.” 


There were also protests on the part 
of British residents. Last summer 4 
memorial was presented to the Governor 
of Hong-Kong by the Bishop of Victoria, 
Archdeacon of . Hong-Kong, and all the 
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leading clergy of all denominations against 
the oyium traffic in the Colony. That 
memorial stated— 

“In our opinion the present system of farm- 
ins which is in operation in this Colony tends 
directiy to encourage the use of opium and for 
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this e: couragement the Government is respon- | 


sible. The Government is interested in getting 
as much revenue as possible. The opium 
farmer must get his money back, and therefore 
he uses every means in his power tu encourage 
the use of opium. He pushes his business to 
the uti ost extent.” 

Then the memorial went on to urge 
the Government to seek means to check 
and abolish the use of opium and to see 
that pupils in public schools should be 
taught the evil and debasing results of 
the opium habit. The memorial said in 
conclusion— 

*So long as the Government encourages 
rather than checks the opium vice, instruction 
in the schools will be of little use.” 

What did opium smoking mean? He 
knew the House did not like details which 
were painful even if they were graphic, but 
he might give them one incident related 
by a missionary, Dr. Park, who writing on 
luth December, 1898, said— 

“ While T am penning these lines the erying of 
a wife wlo has been sid by an opium-smoking 
husband can be heard on the street in front of 
our house. He is one of our nearest neighbours, 
ant T have known his wife ever sinve I came 
to China, whea she was a pretty young girl. 
When he first began smoking, his mother (who 
was a Wi low, and had some property, and was 
also a teacher of embroidery in our mission), 
seeing no hope in life, took opium and killed 
herself. He then sold off the houses one by 
one, then the furniture in the house, then his 
wife’s clothes, then his grandmother’s grave- 
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to reform iu regard to opium-smoking. If 
that was so, why should Hong-Kong 
remain a black spot close to the Chinese 
Empire? There was, however, some hope 
for Hong-Kong, because with China and 


| Japan joining against opium-smoking pro- 


bably their influence would spread to our 
subjects there. Already there was an anti- 
opium movement commencing among the 
people in Hong-Kong and they were hold- 
ing meetings on the subject. But Hong- 
Kong was not our worst case, and there 
was some hope through its proximity to 
China, because if the reform movement 
went on in China, for very shame we 
should have to abolish opium-smoking in 
Hong-Kong, following the example of 
those non-Christian Powers, Japan and 
China. But let them go a little further 
West to the Straits Settlements, which 


/ were managed by our Governors under 


clothes which she had prepared against her | 


burial. Then he sold his own clothes, and now 
he has sold his wife. The two children born 
to him have fortunately died, else he would 
have sold them next. This is not an isolated 
case, but can be duplicated in every street, in 
every city and town of this vast Empire.” 


Naturally, all the best people among the 


/and not the reason. 


| obtaining revenue. 


the Cclonial Office. Out of a population 
of 603,460 in the Straits Settle- 
ments proper, more than half were 
Chinese, and there were many Indians. 
The Government there farmed out the 
sale of opium in periods of three years at 
a time to those who kept opium dens, 
and the revenue from that source was 
rapidly increasing. For the period 
1898-1901 the annual revenue was 
$2,318,000; for 1901-1904 it was 
$3,732,000; for 1904-1907 it was 
$4,580,000. The amount had _ thus 
practically doubled in six years, and was 
nearly half the total annual revenue, 
which in 1905 was $11,657,000. The 
excuse for the opium traffic was that 
it was carried on there in order to oblige 
the Chinese, but that was only an excuse 
The real reason 
was that it was the easiest way of 
It always had been 


/easy to raise revenue by the licensing 


|and taxation of vice. 


Chinese detested opium-smokiny, whether | 


in or out of China. So strong was 
the feeling against opium-smoking that the 
Rey. Arnold Foster told them that in 
Hong-Kong when there was a competi- 


tive examination for a clerkship, five | 
young Chinamen competed, and one of | 


the subjects put before them was that of 
opium-smoking, and although they all 
knew that the Colonial 
derived a revenue from opium, and there- 
fore that the course they took was not 
likely to commena itself to the authorities, 
they all five denounced the opium vice as 
the ruin of China... China was beginning 


Government | 


That had always 
been the case, and he supposed the 
Prince of Monaco found that that was 
the easiest way of raising his revenue. 
Last year Parliament passed a Street 
Betting Bill, but if instead they had 


licensed and taxed bookmakers, by 
licensing the ruin of individuals, 
they would have tapped a new 
source of revenue for the State. That 


was what we were doing at the Straits 
Settlements, with this difference, that 
whereas the gambler lost only his money, 
the opium smoker Jost not not only his 
money but his health, strength, self- 
respect, and character as well. Eyeryone 
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agreed that opium smoking was bad, 
especially for Malays, and in his evidence 
before the Royal Commission held in 
1893, acting Auditor-General O’Brien 
said— 

‘*T look upon a Straits Malay who takes to 
opium in any form as a lost man.” 

Captain Shellebear, ex-officer of engi- 
neers and later a missionary, stated— 

‘“Any employee on an opium farm in 
Singapore sinoking opium is at once di-- 
missed.” 

It was also stated that Malays were not 
allowed in opium shops as customers. 
Before the American Commission of 
1903 Dr. P. V. Locke, who had lived for 
fifteen years in Penang and had an exten- 
sive practice, when asked if Malays used 
opium, said they did so very extensively, 
and he did not actually know that the | 
laws prohibited it. He had never heard 
that there was a law against opium, and 
if there was it was so dead a letter as to 
be of no importance whatever. Before 
that Commission Dr. F. B. West, who 
had practised in Singapore for seventeen 
years, said in December, 1903— 

**My own opinion is that the law in opera- 


{COMMONS} 





tion in Singapore is intended directly to 
encourage the use of ojnum. There are two 
parties interested, the Government and the 
opium farmer. The Government is interested 
in getting as much revenue as possib'e and the 
opium farmer is interested in getting back | is 
money and therefore pushes the trade. There 
is not a single inducement offered by anybody | 
discouraging the ure ot opium.” 


The doctor went on to tell them that a 
prohibition against morphia injection 
came into force on Ist January, 1904, and | 
said it was prohibited, not because it was 
injurious, but was done at the instigation 
of opium farmers in order to preserve | 
their income. The American Commission | 
regarding the Straits Settlements said | 
that they- 

“Find nothing in the Opium Ordinance of the 
Strait- Settlements commending it as apt to 
check or prevent the extension of the opium 
habit. The testimony and figures indicat | 
the opposite effect. | 


One of their witnesses, who was formerly | 
i Managing partner of a Singapore opium 
farm and was born and edueated there, | 
said— 

“ As a business man [say that the laws give | 
a geod opportunity for making money. | 
Speaking trom my conscience L am dead | 
against the opium business, I should be glad | 
to see other and be'ter legislation. But i 
that law calls for tenders I will take advantage | 
of that law. I knew in my corscience that | 


Mr. Theodore Taylor. 


| matter. 
_of Ceylon, where the revenue from opium- 
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the use of opium is bad, but it is a paying 
business.” 

Two figures from the Report of the Fed- 
erated Malay States for 1905 had struck 
his attention. It showed that in the State 
of Perak the cotton goods imported for 
1905 were of the value of $1,384,000 
while the value of the opium im- 
ported was $2,719,700. He was not 
aware that they did any cotton spinning 
in Perak, and therefore it was obvious 
that the opium imported was nearly 
double that of the cotton goods used. 
Last year saw the beginning of a 
great reform movement in the East, and 
last summer and autumn large popular 
anti-opium meetings were held in China 
itself, and the movement had spread to 
the Straits Settlements. In some places 
as many as 2,000 Chinese assembled to 
aid in forming an anti-opium association, 
and he had with him the first number of a 
magazine published at Penang by that 
association which was subscribed to by 
many wealthy Chinese who were very 
keen in the matter. Voluntary effort 
was all very well, but if it was fought 
against by our own Government who at 
the same time raised a larg» amount of 
revenue from a traffic (in the case of the 
Straits Settlements practically half the 
revenue) which everybody agreed was 


'demoralising, that was not an encourage- 


ment to people to reform, and the 
House had a great responsibility in the 
Then again they had the case 


smoking was gradually assuming sub- 
stantial dimensions under our rule. In 
1905 the revenue was 31,000 rupees, and 
last year he believed it was larger still. 


|The habit was still in what he might call 


the bud state in Ceylon, all the best 
native opinion was against it, and it 
could be easily nipped. ‘There was a 
Colony erying out to be delivered from 
the curse, and with a little firmness on 
the part of the Government, the traffic 
could easily be extirpated. They heard 


| the same thing in Ceylon as they heard 


everywhere else. All the best native 
opinion was against the tratlic. Last 
October in the Legislative Council there 
they had a debate and again last month, 
and all the native members, all the 
Ceylonese representatives, were on one 
side. They were in favour of the ex- 
tirpation of the traftic on the same lines 
that the United States were extirpating it 
in the Philippines and the Japanese in 
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Formosa. The reason why the people 
wished for it was no reason at all. 
There would always be some wno would 
wish for it. Japan did not allow her 
people to.have opium. The penalty for 
importing, manufacturing, selling, or 
exposing it for sale was seven years penal 
servitude, the penalty for those who 
imported or manufactured pipes and 
implements for smoking it was five years, 
whilst that for those who insisted upon 
eating or smoking it was three years. 
It was not a new problem. The 
Japanese knew how to deal with it 
effectually and that was the reason of 
their strength. America had followed 
their example in the Philippines. They 
had prohibited the use of opium except 


for medicinal purposes after three years, | 


and in the meantime that only applied 


to registered users of it over twenty-one | 
All others were prohibited | 


years of age. 


at onee. China also was endeavouring | 
to stamp out the evil in a common 
sense way. They prohibited — the 


use of opium after ten years, and in 
the meantime were registering all 
the persons who had hitherto taken 
opium and allowed no new ones to he 
registered. How long were we to remain 
behind Japan and the United States in 
this matter! How long should we have 
to remain behind China itself? Did we 
care less for our Colonies than Japan for 
hers! Were we less interested in the 
welfare, less civilised and less humane in 
the treatment, of our subjects in our 
Crown Colonies than Japan in Formosa 
and the United States in the Philippines ¢ 
When dining in the House he often dis- 
cussed with his hon. friends our rights 
and duties in our Crown Colonies and 
possessions as the guardians of the sub- 
ject races, and while sometimes he felt 
half inclined to agree with his hon friends 
that we had no moral right in those 
places, he rather held that it was our 
right and duty to be the guardian and 
teacher of those subject races until they 
could go on alone But if we did not 
rise to our responsibilities and were 
not equal to our duties ; if we, instead of 
doing what we ought to do, merely con- 
sidered the easiest way of raising money 
instead of looking upon ourselves as 
the hand of providence, as he hoped 
we were, then we should be the 
worst instead of the best friends of those 
people. He pressed the Government 
strongly to condemn the tratfic in the 
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| same way that the House condemned the 
| opium trafficin India. [f they so regarded 
| it in their hearts ; if thoy regarded it with 
| full sense of their responsibility, then he 
| was right in calling on the Government 
‘to do the same with regard to our Crowa 
| Colonies as the House called upon them 
‘to do with regard to China, to put an end 
| to the trattic as soon as possible. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): Before this debate goes 
further [ want to recall the Goverment 
and the Foreign Ottice to the question of 
| Newfoundland. [ do not usually call 
attention to the absence of hon. or right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, but I do say 
| that, on a question which has excited the 
interest which this question has in the 
oldest of our Colonies and which affects 
the Foreign Office as this does, I think a 
representative of the Foreign Office should 
be here to yive that *explanation which 
such a delicate matter requires. I wish to 
bring before the House with what brevity 
I can the situation in Newfoundland. 
There has been, as the House knows, a long 
and troublesome controversy between 
the United States and the Newfound- 


landers with regard to the fishing 
rights of that community. Broadly 
speaking, the controversy has arisen 


over the true construction of the Treaty 
of 1818. 3y that Convention the 
Americans were given rights to fish in the 
territorial waters of Newfoundland. 
Perhaps I had better read the exact 
words of the Treaty—it is extremely 
short —in order that the House may fully 
understand the situation. The words are 
these— 

“ The inhabitants of the United States shall 
have for ever in common with the subjects of 
His Britannic Majesty the liberty to take fish 
of every kind in that part of the waters of 
Newfoundland,” 

Then a number of boundaries are 
given. It was the construction of those 
words which caused the controversy. The 
Newfoundlanders say that in the exercise 
of these rights the American fishermen 
are bound to obey the laws and regulations 
of Newfoundland so long as they are 
reasonable, and not framed to the pre- 
judice of the United States as compared 
with the Newfoundlanders. That is the 
contention of the Newfound!and Govern- 
ment and always has been. The 
American lawyers say, “ We are not bound 
by the municipal laws of Newfoundland 
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at all. Those municipal laws cannot alter 
or in any way modify our rights under 
the Treaty of 1818. We have a treaty 
right to fish in these waters, and your 
municipal laws cannot affect us. We do 
not wish for a moment that the fisheries 
should be unregulated, and we say we are 
perfectly willing to meet the Government 
of Newfoundland and agree with them to 
those regulations which will be for the 
common benefit of the fishery. But we 
say that those laws and regulations must 
be made with the consent of the American 
Government, and not made by the 
Newfoundland Government alone.” Both 
those views have good sense in them, 
but they are conflicting. It is impossible 
to ignore the American case, because the 
late Lord Salisbury has thrown the egis 
of his authority over some portion 
of it I have my own firm opinion on 
the subject, and I do not wish to dog- 
matise upon it. There is the issue, 
a growing issue, an issue that is 
likely to lead to friction and collision 
unless it is settled. The controversy as 
managed by the Government came to a 
head just before the season of the 
fishing in 1906. ‘They had no chance of 
a settlement at that time; no chance 
of a settlement until the fishing season 
came on with its opportunities of fric- 
tion and collision between the rival 
fishermen. The virendi last 
autumn was essential to be made after 
the manner in which the Government 
had conducted the matter for the twelve 
months preceding. They made it im- 
possible for any other arrangement to be 
come to, because they were so negligent 
and apathetic in the long months that 
preceded the season of fishing. I agree 
with my noble friend that no prejudice 
ought to arise in the future from the 
making of that mo/us vivendi. Both 
parties stood aside and said, “We will 
not insist on our full rights for this short 
season, we will treat them as in abeyance.” 
Those are the contentions of both sides. 
Are they to continue in the future ? The 
Government having allowed this contro- 
versy to continue without any consulta- 
tion with Newfoundland until just before 
the autumn fishing, they were compelled 
to enter into this modus vivendi; but on 
the other hand were they justified in the 
apathetic and negligent manner with 
which they treated the matter before that 
time? Let the House think for a 


modus 


moment what the nature of this con- 
Mr. Lyttelton. 
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troversy is, and how painfully important 
it is to Newfoundland. The American 


Government challenges the right of 
Newfoundland to make reasonable 
regulations herself for her chief and most 
ancient industry. They challenge her 
right to make these regulations as 
against them in her own territorial 
waters, and they challenge the power of 
the Newfoundland Government to bind 
the action of her own subjects within her 
own jurisdiction. For Newfoundland to 
vield to these conditions would involve 
the admission that the Americans rightly 
claimed that they were exempt from the 
Colonial laws. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: They are 
just in the same positions as the French 
claims. In what way do they differ ! 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : I am not at this 
time discussing the French claims. I am 
not saying whether they are right or 
I am only saying the nature of 

















wrong. 
these claims are painful to New- 
foundland. 
Sik CHARLES DILKE: I merely 


thought that it might save discussion from 
this side of the House if the right hon. 
Gentleman could show in what way the 
American claims differed from the 
I'rench claims. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : I an not really 
concerned with the French claims. 
‘hat is not the point I am on. The 
point to which I am addressing my- 
self is that the controversy is of very 
painful importance to Newfoundland. It 
involves a claim by the Americans to use 
nets which the islanders are prohibited 
from using in their own waters. That 
involves a depreciation of maritime 
enterprise, the extinction of a large 
source of wealth, and, at any rate, a 
partition of Newfoundland’s sovereignty 
in her own waters. I do not wish for a 
moment to say that the construction of 
the Treaty of 1818, is an easy matter ; 
but I say that, considering the character 
of these claims, there was a case for care- 
ful and scrupulous consideration of the 
Colony affected, the exercise of a reason- 
able foresight, and for the most 
cautious tactics in dealing with the 
position which it has in the matter. 
Has the Colony received that considera- 
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representative of the Foreign Office 
present to answer the powerful case made 
by my noble friend. This controversy 
had been going on for many years, but, 
when we left office in November, an 
actual representation had been made to 
the British Government by the United 
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| view upon the matter. No; because the 
main point was actually decided then. 
Page 18 of this correspondence tells us 
that Lord Elgin said— 

“The matter is enjoying the earnest 
attention of His Majesty’s Government, and 
I will communicate with you again as soon as 
I am in a position to state the decision to 








States ego ae That was in | which we have come in this matter.” 

October, 1905. oh : conquer bons The Foreign Secretary on the 14th 
made to the British Government of the © de 

Letiedih Gate, ani weleee we lett ollie August sent a communication to Mr. 
apinace-e 2 Whitelaw Reid in which he says that 


I invited the law officers of the Crown to | His Majesty's Government had made up 


report upon the legal aspects of the | their minds in accordance with the sug- 
question ; and the report of the law 


an ah the Chee: Saceeh tie ten: te | gestion of Mr. Whitelaw leid’s letter, 
ea sa cecal of this Government in| %® Comfer with the United States Govern- 
1908 Nothing or dew on ic |ment with a view to some arrangement 


although the whole matter had already |. vee en Gchine.” 
been prepared and sifted—either in! abide a: 
November, December or January. Then | Therefore, they had made up their minds 
on 2nd February, a full statement was | 6° enter upon a modus vivendi, and it was 
made of the British case, which was | only a question of consulting or getting 
transmitted to America. I say nothing | from the Colonial Government some ideas 
about the three months, though it seems | 25 to the terms on which the modus 
rather a long time to take to appreciate | vivendi could be made. How much time 
the report of the law officers. 


But I will | had the Government of the Colony in 
pass that by. In February at any rate, | Which to submit their views? Why, 
the issues were joined between the two) Lord Elgin telegraphed again on the 
Governments; they knew the views | 8th December, giving a summary of his 
of both parties. The Government | ‘tention to negotiate this modus vivendi, 
ought then and there to have con- 


| and saying— 

sulted the Government of the Colony | “Telegraph reply immediately.” 

on the matter. It is all very well to Do t'.e Government, when they look 
have despatches some months afterwards, back upon these things, approve of this 
but we have the months of February, course ? Do they approve of arriving at a 
March, April, May, and June elapsing | decision, after months of consideration 
before the Newfoundland Government | themselves, without any consideration 
are consulted upon the matter at all. | being shown to the Colony or the New- 
It would have been easy, considering the | foundland Government? Do they ap- 
care and attention which is paid to the | prove of a decision to which Newfound- 
matter in Newfoundland, to have brought | land is permptorily asked to telegraph 
over a number of the Newfoundland | her reply immediately ? Is that a thing 
Government to consider the situation. | which is likely to secure contentment on 
Many fallacies thrive on the platform | the part of the Government of the Colony ? 
which die when they come to be discussed |On the 14th August, very properly, the 
over atable. I think the Government, | Newfoundland Government wrote their 
I say it strongly, ought to have tried reply, and protested in the most vigorous 
during those long months to consult the | way against the modus vivendi, and against 
Newfoundland Government, and have|the decision to which His Majesty’s 
given them such a policy with regard tothe Government had come. As my noble 
fisheries as would be, if possible, accept- | friend, earlier in the evening, pointed 
able to the American Government, but, if | out, it is a fact that when the Colonial 
not acceptable to them, acceptable at all | Office had actually in its possession the 
events to Newfoundland and _ Great | reasons which had been stated by the 
Britain, which are vitally concerned. | Newfoundland Government against the 
What did the Government do? Why, | decision, they allowed the Foreign Secre- 
it was not until the 6th August that they | tary to communicate with Mr. Whitelaw 
communicated with Newfoundland at all. | Reid without the right hon. Gentleman 
And how did they communicate with them | ever having seen what the Co‘onial Office 
then? Not by asking them to pass their ‘ had received. 





“which will secure the orderly conduct of the 
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Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir W. 
Rosson, South Shields) : Will the right 
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they might exercise pressure upon the 
American Government, in the first place, 


hon. Gentleman say why he makes the by refusing their own citizens the power to 
assertion that the Foreign Secretary had | sell bait. In the second place, they desired 


never seen what was received by the 
Colonial Oftice 4 


Mr. LYTTELTON : That is the infer- 
ence I draw from the correspondence. 


= Sir W. ROBSON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say on what he bases his 
inference, or what is his suggestion ! 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : My suggestion is 


i 


to refuse to their own citizens the right 
to engage in American vessels for the 
purpose of assisting them in rival fishing. 
Can anybody say, can the Under-Secre- 
tary or the Solicitor-General say, that 
these are not matters within the juris- 
diction of the Newfoundland Government, 
and which it was, therefore, competent to 


' them toenforce | The modus virendi which 


that the Foreign Secretary, writing on | 


the 3rd September, made no reference 
to the reasons which the Newfoundland 
Government had given, and I have too 
much respect for his caution in dealing 
with these matters to imagine that he 
would ignore such reasons had they been 
presented tohim. If he were here to ex- 
plain his own conduct in that matter, 
instead of leaving it to my hon. and 
learned friend the Solicitor-General to 
make suggestions which may or may not 
be correct, I think it would be respectful 
to the House, especially on the part of 
those who used to call attention to the 
absence of the Leader of the Opposition 
when he was Prime Minister, and even 
when matters not affecting him were under 
discussion. That is the position, after that 
long controversy has gone on, after acute 
difficulties have arisen, after His Majesty’s 
Government have considered them tor 
many months, and after they have arrived 
at a decision which conflicts with the 
policy which the Newfoundland Govern- 
ment had themselves desired to adopt. 
When I was at the Colonial Office, 
I deprecated the particular method of 
enforcing their views employed by the 
Newfoundland Government before the 
passing of the Act of 1905. Though I 
deprecated it as not being the best or 
wisest way of conducting the controversy, 
yet it was perfectly clear that in passing 
the Act of 1905 the Newfoundland 
Government were within their rights ; 
and it was not in the power of this 
country, unless it was done by Parlia- 
ment, to set aside that Act of 1905, 
which was a_ particular machine 
employed by the Newfoundland Govern- 
ment to press for the concession which 
they desired from the American Govern- 
ment. What was that method? The 
Newfoundland Government thought that 





| His Majesty's Government have entered 


into entrenches upon one of these rights, 
the right of the Newioundland Govern. 
ment tu jurisdiction over its own subjects, 
and to prevent their being recruited as 
fishermen by the American Government. 
I want to know what authority there was 
for the British Government’s contro- 
verting the provisions of the New- 
foundland Statute of 1905 (not the 
one of 1906), which had been duly 
passed by the Newfoundland Goyern- 
ment, and which had _ never been 
vetoed by His Majesty’s Government ! 


The position was this. In a matter 
on which Newfoundland . was never 
consulted for many months, and 


upon a point which she considered vital 
to her interests, a decision was com- 
municated to her which involved the 
making of a modus vivendi which—to 
say nothing as to whether its terms were 
advantageous to the American Govern- 
ment or not-—contained provisions which 
were repugnant to the provisions of a 
Colonial Statute duly passed. Some ex- 
planation of this is necessary. I wish to 
make it again clear that the modus virendi, 
in my view, is not to be attacked on its 
merits. So great a horror have I of a 
conflict between fishermen in these matters 
which might kindle so great a flame that 
I think the modus vivendi, even if it con- 
tained some illegality, was better made 
when it was made. But I do complain, 
most seriously, of the (Government's 
having allowed themselves to be placed 
in a position in which these conflicts were 
imminent, when, had they exercised 
ordinary care and diligence, they might 
have ascertained the views of Newfound- 
land long before, instead of placing the 
Colony in a position in which they were 
compelled by telegraph to reply, and ata 
time when it was quite impossible for His 
Majesty’s Government to give that weight 
to their representations which they were 
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undoubtedly entitled to receive. I desire 
in conclusion to express my hearty agree- 
ment with my hon. friend the Member 
for Gravesend in the opinion that nothing 
is more likely to engender contentment 
and promote ravial fusion in the Orange 
River Colony than proceeding with the 
experiment made by Lord Milner in land 
settlement. Such social experiments are 
far more effective for these purposes than 
political measures. The people who have 
most bravely endeavoured to acquiesce in 
the present political arrangement and to 
abide loyally by it, and from whom such 
sacrifices have been asked, ought to be well- 
treated ; but unless there is an explana- 
tion [ do not think that the £500,000 
should have been withdrawn from the 
money actually appropriated in the 
Orange River Colony and nothing substi- 
tuted. Neither do I think that the term 
for which the Board was created is nearly 
long enough. Five years, I fear, will not 
see the settlement of the land question 
in the Orange River Colony. I hope, 
therefore, that the Under-Secretary will 
be able to give his assurances that there 


is sutticient revenue attached to the new | 


Land Board to make it efficient, and that 
a much longer period than five years will 
be fixed. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I think we have, 
at any rate, the right at the Colonial 
Office to congratulate ourselves on being, 


so far as Parliamentary debate is con- | 


cerned, an exceedingly fashionable De- 
partment. Ever since the beginning of 


the session every single vehicle of Parlia- | 


mentary procedure—the debate on the 
Address, the passage of Supplementary 
Estimates, the Vote on Account, and the 
Second Reading of the Consolidated 
Fund Bill—every single vehicle of Parlia- 
mentary procedure which enables the 
House to discuss the subject in which it 
takes at that particular time the greatest 
interest has been used for the purpose 


of raising debates on one or other of the | 
eomplicated questions which come under | 


the charge of my noble friend Lord 
Elgin. If the House takes this keen 
interest in Colonial questions, if it is 
pleased by their amazing variety, and 
by the novelty of the circumstances which 
each in its turn presents to us, I trust 
that the representative of the Colonial 
Office in the House of Commons may 
also ask from hon. Gentlemen, on what- 
ever benches they may sit, a measure 
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| of indulgence, equal to the measure of 
their interest, in his attempt to supply 
them with the information they may 
require and to meet the adverse criticisms 
of which the Colonial Office is the object. 
My hon. friend the Member for Radclitte 
referred to the question of the laws 
respecting the sale of opium in the 
British Colonies. No opium is grown 
in any British Colony ; but the presence 
'of a considerable number of Chinese in 
the Eastern Colonies makes the traffic 
in opium a serious feature in the polities 
and economy of these Colonies. We 
are very carefully watching the move- 
ments of China in regard to the re- 
That 


pression of the opium habit 
| great assertion of a determination on 
the part of the Empire of China 


to effect a stupendous moral reform 
in the conditions of her people carries 
with it a mandate—an imperious man- 
_ date—to all other countries in the world 
that they shall aid that movement, and, 
above all, that they shall keep themselves 
thoroughly abreast of it. My right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State for India 
has already made statements to this 
House on the subject ; and I canonly say 
that Lord Elgin, in consultation with the 
| India Oftice, will watch every opportunity 
that may occur to bring the legislation of 
'our various Colonies and Dependencies 
more into harmony with what is the 
| overwhelming opinion of this House, and 
more into harmony with what is, I 
| venture to think, our plain duty as a 
| great civilising Power. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Newbury drew us to South 
Africa in his speech. He spoke of the 
rising in Natal and of the renewal 
‘of the licences of Chinese coolies. I 
do not desire to refer to either of those 
subjects to-night. The first lies wholly 
‘inthe past ; and in regard to the second 
|! would venture to enjoin upon my hon. 
‘friend the practice of patience. No 
| doubt it is a virtue more easy to preach 
‘than to exercise ; and yet | venture to 
think that by this time next year my 
hon. friend’s anxieties on this question 
will have been satisfactorily allayed. 
Further than that I do not desire to 
go. We have a new Government in 
power in the Transvaal, and I for 
one desire to accord to that Government 
the most respectful treatment which is in 
the power of 2 Minister in this House. 
Therefore I do not think it advantageous 
at this stage to speculate on what their 


T 
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action will be. [A rte I think that 
scornful laugh is unworthy of the hon. 
Gentleman, and unworthy of the patriot- 
ism of the Party opposite. After all, a 
Party may go into Opposition and still 
preserve some patriotism. ‘This would 
be especially becoming in the Party 
which has always endeavoured to turn 
patriotic impulses to its own Party in- 
terests. Still less is it advantageous at 
this juncture to state what His Majesty’s 
Government would do in circumstances 
which have not arisen, and which, in my 
opinion, are unlikely ever to arise. So, 
Sir, I confine myself, in dealing with 
South Africa, to the subject of land 
settlement, which was referred to by the 
hon. Member for Gravesend, and by the 
hon. Member for Aston Manor, and 
which the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
has just touched upon. The position of 
the British settlers in the Transvaal and 
in the Orange River Colony is well 
known to the House, but there is an air of 
misconception about some of the state 
ments which have been made upon their 
behalf. These settlers were given grants 
of land and had advanced to them sums 
of money to settle upon the land under 
the provisions of the various land settle- 
ment ordinances. In return for these 
great benefits—and they were great 
benefits, amounting to large capital en- 
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originally started it was more ambitious 


536 


than it has now become. It was pro- 
posed not merely sympathetically to 
administer the existing settlers who had 
already been placed on the land, but it 
was proposed to bring more land into 
cultivation, to raise it to an economic 
level, and to place a steady stream of 
new settlers upon the land. With 
those further extended aspects of land 
settlement proposals His Majesty’s 
Government have not associated them- 
selves in any way. In setting up the 
Land Board which figures in the Letters 
Patent to the Transvaal we have care- 
fully excluded from the function of 
this Board the settlement of new 
settlers on the land. The Board is en- 
dowed with all the existing assets of 
land settlement. It is placed in posses- 
session of all the repayments which the 
settlers have made on the loans which 
have been advanced to them. It is 
also placed in possession of the rents 
which the settlers may pay, but it is 
not asked to spend any money upon 


placing new settlers on the land. It is 
not asked to bring new lands _ into 


cultivation, nor is it asked—and let me 
draw the attention of the House to 
this very important point—to pay any 
portion of the interest on the £2,500,000 
of money which constitute at the 


dowments in the first instance — they | present time a charge on the revenues 


contracted to pay by instalments the | of 


loans which had already been advanced to 
them, and to pay arent for the farms 
and the land which they now hold. 
It was the object of His Majesty’s 
Government in erecting ths machinery of 
the Land Board to interpose between 
those settlers and the new Governments 
which were coming into being in both 
Colonies, something of a shield or screen 
which should make sure that those 
obligations should not be too harshly or 
too severely exacted, so that if there was 
a very bad year the demand of the whole 
amount of the rent or instalments due 


that year should not end in the man | 


being driven out of his farm. We put 
that provision in not because we thought 
that the Boer Government would deal 
with the settlers in a harsh manner, but 
because we thought the settlers had a 
right to some guarantee on our part that 
they would have that sympatheticadminis- 
tration which they had believed would 
be an essential condition of their tenure. 
When the land settlement policy was 


Mr. Churchill, 


| 





the Transvaal, and which have 
practically, though not altogether been 
handed over to the Land Settlement 
Board, so that the Land Settlement 
Board is possessed of the assets of the 
land settlement policy without all its 
liabilities. And what reason is there 
for assuming that the funds at the 
disposal of the Land Settlement Board 
will not be sufficient to meet the re- 
duced functions required from them ! On 
the face of it they must be more than suff- 
cient. The main function of the Land 
Settlement Board is a sympathetic ad- 
ministration of the rents and instalments 
exacted from the existing settlers on the 
land. The income of the Land Settle- 
ment Board is that derived from those 
very rents and instalments, and in 
proportion as the Land Settlement Board 
choose to reduce the income at their 
disposal in that very proportion they can 
release the settlers in any year from the 
obligation of repayment. When that has 
been conceded it seems to me impossible 
to suppose that these settlers are not 
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placed in a highly favoured position. | 
They are not merely placed upon the 
land in the first instance—they have been 
already there for a period of three years, 
some of them—but now for a period of 
five years more they are to be shielded 
from the discharge of the legal obligations 
which they have contracted through the 
operation cf a sympathetic Land Board, | 
which in any year can forgive them 
any portion, or even the whole, of the ; 
payments which they are bound in law to 
make. The right hon. Gentleman seems 
to expect that we should go further and 
indulge in some capital expenditure. I 
do not see why we should go so far as 
actually to pay these settlers for remain- 
ing rent free on the land. That would 
appear to me to be making them into 
a favoured class, and invidiously to draw 
upon them the hostility of other farmers 
who are living all around them in the 
country, and who have none of these 
advantages either in respect of credit 
or of the easy means by which they have 
acquired their holdings. It is quite true 
that the Land Settlement Board has not 
received the remaining £500,000 allocated 
to it under the guaranteed loan. The 
sum of £3,000,000 was set aside for 
land settlement, and only £2,500,000 
have at present been paid over to it 
It would be in the power of the Inter 
Colonial Council to pay the additional 
£500,000 if it chose, but the Inter- 
Colonial Council will almost immediately 
undergo a great change. The nominated 
members will disappear, and they will 
be replaced by elected members of the 
Transvaal Assembly, and I think it is at 
least unlikely that the Inter-Colonial 
Council will pay over the £500,000 in 
question, and, as I say, I believe the 
Land Settlement Board have ample 
money to carry out their work without 
such a large capital sum as that bing 
entrusted to them. 


Mr LYTTELTON: The loan of 
£35,000,000, of which this £3,000,000 
was a part, was guaranteed hy the British 
Government. What has occurred to 
release the Government of the Orange 
River Colony from the liability to spend | 
the £3,000,000 in the way in which it 
was allocated ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The whole charac- | 
ter of the land settlement policy has | 
been altered, and is greatly restricted, | 
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and there is no need at the present 
moment to apply that sum of money in 
that particular way. It is estimated that 
the income of the Orange River Colony 
Land Settlement Board will amount to 
£27,000 a year if the settlers pay their 


‘dues, and the cost of administration of 


the Board will only amount to £9,000 a 
year. There is, therefore, a margin of 
£18,000 within which remissions can be 
made to the settlers from the very modest 
obligations which are now required of 
them. As to the Transvaal, I am not able 
to give the figures of income and expendi- 
ture at the present time, because Lord 
Selborne has telegraphed that there is 
some uncertainty as to the exact figure. 
But I think there is no doubt that the 
Board will be fully solvent for the 
limited purpose to which it will now be 
applied. The Board has already been 


constituted, but as I am not certain 


whether the names of the Commissioners 
which I have here have been published 
in South Africa, I do not think I 
ought to state them to the House this 
evening. I will, however, say that 
General Botha has informed Lord Sel- 
borne that he will give directions to 
the Department of Agriculture in the 
Transvaal to assist the Transvaal Land 
Board in every way, and has showna 
disposition to facilitate the transference 
that is now going on of the rents and 
all the other assets under the Land 
Settlement Ordnance to the new Board 
which is being created. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: What about the 
£500,000 ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The £500,000 is 
for the time being spent in the extra 
expense of compensation an repatriation, 
largely upon the Boers, and although 
there is every reason to believe that that 


/money will afterwards be repaid by those 


persons to whom it has been advanced, 
that repayment has not taken place 
during the period within which the 
affairs of the Transvaal were directed 
by His Majesty’s Government, and it 
will be perfectly impossible for us to 
dispose of that sum without reference to 


_the opinions of the Transvaal Govern- 
|; ment. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL: May I ask 
the hon. Gentleman if he will answer 
my inquiries as to whether there 
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is any guarantee that British settlers 
will not be called upon at any time after 
the five years to pay up the whole of 
their future instalments ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The 
settlers have their regular contracts and 
they know the conditions under which 
they hold them, amd they are protected 
in exactly the same manner as every law- 
abiding man is protected in South Africa, 
and I cannot see why it should be 
assumed that the Government of the 
Transvaal and of the Orange River Colony 
will proceed against these people by law- 
less and unusual methods. Indeed it is 
very undesirable and impolitic at this 
juncture to suggest such a thing. 


Now I come to the subject which has 
been principally discussed this evening, the 
Newfoundland modus vivendi. And here 
let me say that | willingly acknowledge 
the moderation and the good temper 
which have characterised the speeches of 
those who have dealt with this very com- 
plicated question. In replying upon it I 
feel conscious of two ditticulties. First, 
it is a very tangled matter, involving 
most delicate questions of diplomacy and 
international law, and also involving 
highly technical questions connected with 
the conduct of a herring fishery. And 
there is this further ditiiculty. His 
Majesty’s Government have been drawn 
into a dispute with the Government of 
Newfoundland, and they are reproached 
by hon. and right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite with the part they had taken in 
that dispute. But we are also engaged 
ina diplomatic discussion with the Govy- 
ernment of the United States, and there 
is this risk that in endeavouring to defend 
His Majesty’s Government against the 
reproaches to which we are subjected on 
the ground of our relations with New- 
foundland, and being successful in that 
defence, | might be led into making 


admissions which would not, | think, be | 
of great service to my right hon. friend | 


the Foreign Secretary, in those negotia- 
tions which he is still conducting and 


pressing forward with a foreign Power | 


in the interests of the Colony of New- 
foundland itself. So 1 will not attempt 
any general statement of the whole 
problem of the Newfoundland Fisheries. 
I will only try to set before the House as 
shortly as I can a few of the salient 
points which have been referred to in 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 
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| this debate. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite directly stated the essence of 
the dispnte. The essence of the dispute 
is whether the local regulations made by 
the Government of Newfoundland for 
the conduct of the fishery are binding 
| upon the subjects of the United States 
who come under treaty rights to use that 
fishery. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : Reasonable regu- 


lations. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Well, reasonable 
regulations. Reasonable is not a very 
sure foundation upon which to stand, 
because obviously there may be two 
interpretations of what is reasonable 
whexe there are two parties to the dispute. 
The right hon. Gentleman correctly 
stated the issue, but he did not tell 
the House how the dispute originated. 
Under the Convention of 1818 the 
American fishing vessels had the right 
to fish in some parts of the Newfoundland 
waters, and not in other parts. Up to 
1905 they had been allowed, as a com- 
mercial transaction, not te’ fish, for that 
was not their practice, but to purchase 
fish, not only in those parts of the New- 
foundland shores covered by the treaty, 
but from outside those limits. And 
so it came to pass that for a great number 
of years the Convention of 1818 had 
been in practical abeyance; for the 
American method of fishing was that the 
vessels sailed from Gloucester and other 
ports on the New England coast at the 
beginning of the season with nucleus 
crews—that is to say, with only sufficient 
men to navigate the vessels—and on 


, arrival off the Newfoundland shore they 


engaged the native fishermen in large 
numbers to fish for them. The New- 
foundlanders understood the working of 
the gill net, which requires great, skill in 
its use. This arrangement for a great 
many years was eminently satisfactory 
to both the Americans and the New- 
foundlanders. But in 1905 Sir R. Bond, 
who was displeased by the non-ratification 
by the United States Senate of the 
Hay-Bond Convention, passed a law 
through the Newfoundland Legislature, 
prohibiting Newfoundlanders from en- 
gaging themselves to Americans within 
the territorial waters of Newfoundland. 
That law, when it was passed, caused 
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great consternation among the fishing 
community in Newfoundland. They were 
forbidden to work for the Americans, 
and they were determined that the 
Americans should not fish if they could 
not participate. But it was discovered 
that by going outside the three-mile 
limit the law could be evaded, and it 
was by that process that the season of 
1905 passed off successfully. In the year 
1906 the Government of Newfoundland 
went further and passed another Act, 
which, among other things, made it 
illegal for a Newfoundlander to engage 
on an American fishing vessel, even 
outside the three-mile limit; and the 
Government of Newfoundland may have 
been under some doubt as to the powers 
which they possessed in this matter, and 
how far they were infringing upon inter- 
national rights, because they specially 
put in a suspensory clause which made 
the Act invalid until it had received 
the assent of His Majesty’s Government, 
His Majesty’s Government have reserved 
their assent to the law. The effect of not 
allowing the Newfoundland fishermen to 
engage upon American vessels is very 
curious. The gill net is the net which 
the skilled Newfoundlander can handle ; 
but there is another net which does 
not require such special skill—the purse 
seine. It is not moored in the narrow 
inlets; but, when a shoal of herrings is 
observed on the surface of the water, 
the purse-seine is towed all round theshoal, 
and then the whole of the fish in the net 
are caught, big and little together. There 
is no doubt that this habit of purse- 
seining is injurious to the fishery in the 
long run ; but it was particularly painful 
to the Newfoundland fishermen, because 
they saw that by this wholesale intro- 
duction of the purse seine the Americans 
had been rendered permanently in- 
dependent of them, and they would no 
longer have the advantage of being 
engaged on remunerative terms on 
American vessels. As might have been 
expected, the situation during the autumn 
of 1906 filled His Majesty’s Government 
with some anxiety. The right hon. 
Gentleman and the noble Lord have 
complained of the negligence of Lord 
Elgin and the Foreign Secretary. 


*Eart PERCY : I made no attack on 
the Foreign Secretary. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: My right hon. 


friend will appreciate, I am sure, the 
favour which exempts him from an at- 
tack which, if justified at all, is justified 
equally against the Foreign Office and 
the Colonial Office. 


*Eart PERCY : I said that it was im- 
possible to believe that the mght hon. 
Gentleman opposite would have made 
the proposal he did to the American 
Ambassador if he had been informed 
by the Colonial Secretary two or three 
days before that a despatch from the 
Newfoundland Government might be ex- 
p-cted, containing the suggestions of the 
Newfoundland Ministers, which had al- 
ready been invited. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Before that, the 
noble Lord dealt with Mr. Root’s com- 
munication of October, 1905; and he 
said that the communication reached 
His Majesty’s Government on October 
12th, 1905, and that it was not until 
February that a reply was made. But 
what Government had this communica- 
tion reached? During the whole of 
October, November, and through the 
early part of December the late Govern- 
ment were in office. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The communi- 
cation was received on October 27th. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I make the right 
hon. Gentleman a present of the fort- 
night. But still that accounts for six 
weeks of the time. Then ensued the 
period of the general election. It is, no 
doubt, a great disadvantage that general 
elections should occur to disturb the 
smooth course of official business; and 
no doubt right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
have a right to complain of the inter- 
ruption. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I did not make 
any point of that interval. But I 
pointed out that the time from February 
to the end of June elapsed without any 
reply being sent. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The noble Lord 
complained of delay in answering Mr. 
Root’s despatch. 
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*Eart PERCY : I especially said that 
it was excusable on the ground of the, 
general election. 


F’ Mr. CHURCHILL : If it were excus- | 
able, I am surprised that the noble Lord | 
should have referred to it as “an act 

ef supineness and negligence.” The noble 

Lord says that it was not until February 

that an answer was made. But what 

date in February 2? On February 2. On 

that date my right hon. friend addressed 

an answer to the American Government, 

we having been in office six weeks and a 

half, and having had to make ourselves 

masters of most difficult and complicated 

questions of policy in all quarters of the 

globe. Ido not think, therefore, that the | 
charge of negligence can be sustained. 

But what follows? My right hon. friend 

addressed a long reasoned statement 

to the Government of the United States. 

The noble Lord applauded that statement 

and the hon. Member for Gravesend spoke 

of it with admiration. But what was the 

next thing the Government had to do, 

having addressed such a statement to the 

American Government? They had to 

wait for an answer. We waited during 

the summer months of the year for the 

answer that we had reason to expect 

would be delivered in time for arrange- 

ments to be made before the fishery ' 
season began. 


*Eart PERCY: The Foreign Secretary | 
said in a despatch that it was desirable 
to confer with the Colonies, and four 
months elapsed before the Colonies were 
consulted. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: We naturally de- 
sired to be in possession of both sides 
before addressing the Colonies; and we 
had no means of knowing at what date 
we should receive the American reply. It 
reached us in the month of August. 
We were then close upon the advent of 
the fishery season, and at that stage a 
modus vivendi, a provisional arrangement 
of some sort, was absolutely necessary, | 
apart from the merits of the question, | 
if the fishery wax to be conducted in a 
peaceable and orderly manner. On the | 
one side the American fishermen were 
saying that they would not conform to 
the local regulations of Newfoundland, 
and, on the other hand, the Newfoundland 
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fishermen were saying that they would 
engage themselves to the Americans; 


there was danger of rioting and disorder 


and of the fishermen’s cutting each other's 
nets, and of brawling of a dangerous and 
disastrous character, affecting not only 
the hard-working men engaged in the in- 
dustry, but a'so the good relations between 
two powerful and friendly countries. In 
these circumstances we were absolutely 
justified in making arrangements with the 
United States of a temporary character, 
The noble Lord, who is a great authority on 
this subject, and who speaks with digested 
knowledge, did not in any degree impeach 
the provisions of the modus vivendi. He 
thought that it was a good arrangement 
on the whole, and did not prejudice the 
permanent interests of Newfoundland. 
I was very glad to hear him say that. We 
could not persuade the Americans to 
abandon the use of purse seines, because 
those appliances had been to some extent 
forced on them; and their ships, some 
of which had already sailed, were now 
equipped with them. But what we were 
able to do was to procuve that such 
methods of fishing should not be used to 
the prejudice of other methods of fishing. 
Further, the Government of the United 
States agreed to conform to all the local 
regulations which the Government of 
Newfoundland desired to enforce for that 
year; they entered the customs, paid the 
light dues, and abstained from fishing on 
Sunday, which was considered to be a 
hardship when indulged in by American 
fishing boats while being forbidden to 
the fishermen of Newfoundland. All 
these features were satisfactory in the 
modus vivendi; but when the modus 
vivendi came to be put in practice we 
gained the additional advantage resulting 
from the appearance of a naval officer 
on the scene. When we hear of the 
necessity of having the British Fleet re- 
presented in many seas and in many parts 
of the world upon grounds of public safety 
and strategy, I am quite sure that there 
is an additional argument to be found in 
the extraordinary tact and skill of His 
Majesty’s naval officers to deal with 


'every situation, however complicated. 


Captain R. H. Anstruther, of the cruiser 
“ Brilliant,” arrived at the Bay of Islands, 
and induced the leaders of the fishermen 
and parties belonging to all nationalities to 
erter into a friendly arrangement, the 
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result being that a successful working | that, and I will say that we have a moral 
agreement was arrived at. The purse | right also which entitles us to be the 


seines were not used at all, and the fishery 
was of considerable profit to all engaged | 
in it. In the report of Sir William | 
MacGregor reference is also made to the 
friendly relations between the fishermen 
and the Americans, and to the s:rong 
desire shown by the Americans to comply 
with the provisions of the modus vivendi 
in every particular. The hon. Member | 
for Blackpool spoke of the constitutional 
aspect of the question, and the right hon. 
Gentleman asked by what authority this 
Government entered into a modus vivendi 
with the United States which overrode 
the provisions of the statutes passed by | 
the Newfoundland Legislature. First of 
all I will deal with the law. The statute 
of 1819 was passed by this House carrying 
out the provisions of the arrangement of 
1818. This law empowered the author- 
ities to make regulations for the conduct 
of the fishery. The law officers of the 
Crown have recorded their opinion. 

Mr. LYTTELTON : Act 


repealed. 


This was 


Sir W. ROBSON : 
mistake. 


That is an entire 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: A similar 
provision in the case of France was de- 
fended by the 


supreme judge in matters affecting the 
carrying out of the treaty obligations 
of this country. Our main right in 
coming to an understanding of a tem- 
porary character with the United States 
for the peaceful conduct of the fishery 
was that we are dealing with a subject 
which is not a Colonial subject, but an 
Imperial subject; it deals with the 
interpretation and punctual execution of 
Imperial treaties. The late Lord Salis- 
bury said that we have given self- 
government to the Colonies because they 
suffered if we make a mistake; but we 
must be ourselves the principal deciding 
party with regard to Imperial treaties, 
because it is upon us that the burden, 
the loss, and the disaster will fall if a 
wrong decision is taken. The second 
point is this. If disorder arises in the 
conduct of the fishery who is to pay ? 
The right hon. Baronet has referred to 
1878 when as the result of one day’s 
disorder this country was forced to}pay 
£15,000. The cost of maintaining order 
at the fishery for a season by means of 
a cruiser is calculated at £20,000 a 
year. In these circumstances I submit 


,that not only have we observed strict 


constitutional and legal propriety, but 
also that we are sustained by the 
commonest consideration of the merits 


law officers of Lord | of the case, and that we have in making 


Salisbury, but the House had to pay| the regulations which we have entered 


damages. 


jin law. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : It is true that Mr. 
Gladstone’s Government had to pay | 
damages, but with the strict reservation 
that all treaty rights raised in any way | 
by the question at issue stood wholly 
outside the payment of compensation 
for the lawless act on the part of our 
fishermen. The statute of 1819, in the 
opinion of His Majesty's advisers, gives 
to the Government power to make 
regulations for the conduct of the fishery, 
and that is the legal basis on which we 
have proceeded. But apart from the 
legal basis some further justification is 
needed. We were dealing with a Colony 


into been justified both on the merits and 
An hon. Member referred to 
Lord Elgin in terms which I regretted to 
hear, because the allegation is that my 
noble friend has failed to impress on the 
Government of the British Empire those 
sentiments of Liberalism and humanity 
which this Parliament was called into 
being to set forward. I think that my hon. 
friend will on reflection see that there is 
a grave injustice in that charge. No one 
who has listened to these debates or who 
has studied the Papers can fail to see 
the enormous expanse of territory and 
the perplexity of interests with which 
the Colonial Office has to deal. There 


may be parts of the Empire where 


and had to put pressure on it in a matter | 
/taxation, and other political features 


which affects it intimately and which is to 
it a matter of great importance. 


I will | 


not, therefore, base our action merely on | 


the legal procedure. 


I will go bevond improve. 


practices and systems of labour, of 


exist which we in this House disapprove 
and which we are determined steadily to 
But I do earnestly submit 
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to the House, after reviewing the whole 
course of events during the past year, 
that, considering the many difficulties, 
we have done a good deal to earn sub- 
stantial results in South Africa and else- 
where. It is not open to the House to 
make this complaint, and the speech of 
my hon. friend, as well as the other 
criticism, should rather stimulate my 
noble friend and encourage him in the 
heavy work that he has undertaken, and | 
which he is carrying out with increasing | 
success. 





Str W. ROBSON said that there were | 
one or two points which had arisen in the | 
debate which concerned the law officers | 
of the Crown. There was also a point 
involving a personal charge against | 
the Foreign Office and the Colonial Office | 
which needed some special treatment. | 
It had been suggested by the noble Lord, | 
and emphasised by the late Colonial | 
Secretary, that there was gross and 
incredible tactlessness and neglect at one 
stage of the negotiations, inasmuch as 
there had been a failure of communica- 
tion between the Foreign and Colonial 
Offices. The charge was that on August 
20th, the Government of Newfoundland 
wrote to the Colonial Office setting forth 
the case of Newfoundland against the 
United States, but that there were no | 
suggestions for a modus vivendi, that a 
modus vivendi was universally recognised 
to be desirable, and that the Governor 
had said that he had drawn the attention 
of Ministers to the omission. In their 
anxiety to find some ground for attacking 
the Government both the noble Lord and 
the right hon. Gentleman the late Colonial 
Secretary had overlooked a_ telegram 
of August 22nd, which should not have 
escaped their attention, because it showed 
that immediately after the Governor of 
Newfoundland sent off his letter, without 
waiting for it to be received, he promptly 
went to his Ministers and received from 
them a distinct and categorical refusal to 
enter into anything like a modus vivend?. 
That answered the point, for the telegram 
showed that on August 22nd both the 
Foreign Office and Colonial Office knew 
perfectly well that Newfoundland was 
not going to assent to any provisional 
arrangement. The modus vivendi was not 
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possession every proposed term of the 
| arrangement, and they categorically re- 
| jected everything. With reference to a 
| point made by his right hon. friend the 
|Member for the Forest of Dean in 
regard to an Act passed in 1819, the 
case arose in connection with our treaty 
with France. We made a modus vivendi 
with France with features corresponding 


| to those we had now made with America, 


But in that case there was no Act. In 
this case there was an Act. That modus 
vivendi provided that no nation should 
upon the Newfoundland shore erect 
lobster factories. A certain gentleman 
proceeded notwithstanding to erect a 
lobster factory, and an English admiral 
proceeded to put it down. The owner 
brought an action for damages, and it 
was held that the convention or treaty 
between the two Governments did not 
interfere with private rights, that what 
was required to affect private rights was 
an Act of Parliament, and if an Act of 
Parliament hadexisted it would have made 


| all the difference. It was wrong to say that 
| the Act of 1819 was repealed. 


The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for St. 
George’s, Hanover Square, stated the issue 
as between Newfoundland and the United 
States fairly accurately so far as it went, 
but the statement did not quite cover 
the whole ground. There was a third 
party to be considered as to whose rights 
and duties the right hon. Gentleman said 
not one single word. That third party 
was England. England also had rights 
and powers and duties in relation to the 
regulation of those fisheries. She had 
them under the Convention of 1818 and 
the Act of 1819. If any Act of a local 
Legislature was inconsistent with the 
fair exercise of a treaty right, it was not 
merely our right, but our duty to arrest 
its operation. 


Mr. ASHLEY said «he Act in ques- 
tion had been in force for thirty-three 
years. 


Str W. ROBSON said it did not matter 
how long it had been in force. Any 
Colonial statute, even if it received the 
Royal Assent, if it was inconsistent with 
any Imperial statute or obligation was 
pso facto void to that extent. The duty 





finally concluded until October 5th, but 
before that date the Colony had in their 


Mr. Churchill. 


of England in this matter was one that 
ought to be more clearly understood in 
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the country. 
debate had been devoted to the English 
aspect of the case. Our duty was to 
safeguard treaty rights. They 
paramount. Whenever a local Legisla- 
ture carried its powers so far as to inter- 
fere with the exercise of treaty rights, 


our duties, powers, and _ obligations 
applied. What had the local Legis- 


lature done? It was desirable that 
the country should understand in order 
that the justification for our conduct 
might be understood. In 1905 the local 
Legislature passed an Act purporting 
to enable any justice, constable, collector, 


or other officer to go on board any Ameri- | 


can vessel, to examine the master on 
oath, to take such vessel engaged in the 
lawful exercise of legal rights to the 
nearest port, and there, if the stipendiary 
magistrate was of opinion that the vessel 
had got on board any herring bait that 
had been purchased in the waters of 
Newfoundland, a penalty of forfeiture 
mizht follow. It might be 
stipendiary magistrate would find that 
no bait had been purchased, and then 
the vessel would be allowed to go free. 
But that would be a great interruption 
of treaty rights. When the magistrate 
came to consider the matter, he was further 
directed by Section 32 to treat as prima 
facie evidence the presence of any herring 
on board the vessel. American vessels 
went to thes: waters to fish for herring 
orcod, or both. ‘The herring they wanted 
for bait, or they might also want them 
for export; but if an American vessel, 
exercising its treaty rights, was found 
in Newfoundland waters with herring on 
board, that fact was to be treated as prima 
facie evidence of its having committed 
some offence against the local laws of New- 
foundland, because presumably they 
had been buying the bait from Newfound- 
land fishermen. The Americans regarded 
that as an interference with treaty rights. 
It was true that it was said that treaty 
rights were not affected, but the American 
replied that if it did not affect their 
treaty rights what was the object of 
the legislation? They pointed out in 
their despatches on the introduction of 
the Bill by the Newfoundland Legislature 
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remembered, the Newfoundland 
Government claimed the right to exer- 
cise all these powers through officers 
| who were not necessarily men of discretion 
'or experienced officials. On the other 
| hand the Americans were proclaiming very 
| loudly indeed to the whole world that they 
| were going to fish with purse seines, and 
there was every prospect of a distur- 
bance arising. In those circumstances 
was it not necessary and just on the part 
of His Majesty’s Government to seek, at 
all events, some modus vivendi, in order 
to give them a greater period of repose 
and leisure in which to try and get 
some further information? It was abso- 
lutely necessary. The Colony main- 
tained a stiff back about the matter; 
they would consider nothing; and his 
Majesty’s Government in order to main- 
tain the peace were driven to take steps 
in regard to a matter which was under 
‘Imperial, and not local, guardianship. 
He wondered what hon. Members oppo- 
site would have done in the same cir- 
cumstances. They could not have done 
otherwise, unless they were prepared for 
consequences so grave and terrible that 
one did not like to mention such an 
hypothesis. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment could not allow the case which the 
Americans put forward to be condemned 
as though it was not worthy of considera- 
tion. It would be, he was sure, a mis- 
fortune if anything was said in that 
House which tended to embitter rela- 
tions with either Newfoundland or the 
United States. The United States 
Government in their dspatches had pre- 
served the most moderate tone; they 
had shown the greatest possible willing- 
ness and anxiety to reach a reasonable 
arrangement. They had never denied 
that the fishery ought to have some 
regulations, and the question was what 
those regulations should be. They had 
surrendered their right to Sunday fishing, 
but they did not give up their right 
to use purse seines, which were necessary 
to them owing to the refusal of the 
Colony to allow their citizens to embark 
in American boats. He would not ven- 
ture to call their action very unreason- 
| able, because if the Colony had allowed 





that it would make American fishermen | their citizens to ship on American vessels, 
dependent on Newfoundland. In those | then they would not have used the purse 
circumstances the greatest danger arose | seines. But the Colony insisted, and the 
to the peace of the world, because, be Americans had very little, alternative 
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except to use purse seines. If the Colony 
had not taken that course stationary nets 
would have been more extensively used, 
but the Americans had practically con- 
sented that purse seines should not be used 
so as to interfere with stationary nets. 
These were considerations which he hoped 
the House would bear in mind, and he 
could assure them that the Government 
had shown no supineness or neglect. It 
had been said that nothing was done 
from the time his right hon. friend had 
written his despatch, in February, until 
the end of June. But whose was the 
delay? The delay was on the part 
of the United States. They did not 
answer the despatch from Whitehall until 
the 30th June, and Mr. Whitelaw Reid 
communicated it to them on the 20th 
July. His Majesty’s Government could 
not possibly have done more than they 
did. They could not communicate 
to the Government of Newfoundland 
the American case when thev had not 
received it. They had no reason to 
anticipate any such delay, and they were 
compelled to wait until they had got the 
document. 
the Member for St. George’s, Hanover 
Square, had said that he made no charge 
against the Foreign Office because they nad 
not more quickly answered the despatch of 
12th October which reached them on 22nd 
October. But the ex-Colonial Secretary 
had not done justice to his own speech, 
in which he mentioned the despatch of 
12th October, and said that nothing was 
done in that month, or in November, 
December, and January. The right hon. 
Gentleman had associated himself with 
that unfortunate charge, forgetting that 
he himself was responsible for any- 


thing that was done during the months of | 


October, November, December and part 
of January. Hon. Members opposite 
thought they were doing very well for 
their Party when they suddenly resigned 
and a dissolution followed. Possibly 
they were thinking about these things, 


and not of despatches which were left | 


part of October, the whole of November 
and December, and some days in 
January. 
of the late Government that his right 
hon. friend the Foreign Secretary took 
up this extremely complex matter. 
The despatch which his right hon. 
friend wrote in February was a 


Sir IW. Robson. 
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masterpiece of comprehension of the 

|whole of a complicated subject, and 
all he could say was that so far from its 
being an act of neglect it was an act of 
extreme vigilance that that despatch 
of 2nd February should have been written 
within so limited atime as was left for 
consideration of the question. 


| Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, £.) 
|said the hon. and learned Gentleman 
jhad stated, if he understood him 
| aright, that a Colonial Act was void if 
|repugnant to a British treaty. What 
|was the hon. and learned Gentleman’s 
authority for that proposition? The 

Colonial Laws and Liberties Act did not 
| seem to contain any such proposition. 


| Str W. ROBSON said the noble Lord 
| had not quoted the exact words of his 
| proposition. He had said “ inconsis- 
| tent.” Any Colonial statute which was 
|repugnant to the provisions of an In- 
| perial statute was void to the extent of 
|that repugnance. 


| Lorp R. CECIL : Not a treaty ? 





The right hon. Gentleman | 


| Sm W. ROBSON said he was not 

talking of treaties being void. He was 
| talking: of a Colonial Act being void 
| which was repugnant to an Imperial Act. 


Lorp R. CECIL said what he had 
| understood the hon. and learned Gentle- 
/man to say was that the Colonial Act, 
| which was repugnant to the treaty, 
| was void, and that the whole basis of 
| his argument was on that ground, 
| which made it lawful for the modus 
| vivendi to set aside the Colonial Act. 
| Otherwise the observations of the Soli- 
_citor-General did not appear to be 
relevant. 


Sir W. ROBSON said he had stated 
that the treaty was confirmed and 
strengthened by Act of Parliament. 
This was not an ordinary treaty which 
was not embodied in an Act. It was 
embodied in an Act, and therefore it 
stood on a totally different footing 
from an ordinary treaty. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry) desired to refer to the pro- 
foundly unsatisfactory statement of 
|the Under-Secretary in regard to the 
question of land settlement in South 


It was after the resignation | 
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Africa. When his hon. friend the 
Member for Aston Manor suggested 


the necessity of safeguarding the settlers 
at the end of five years, the Under- 
Secretary for the Colonies said it was 
unpatriotic to make such a remark. It 
had come to a pretty pass if a suggestion 
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for the protection of loyal subjects in 
South Africa, who had settled on the | 
land, was to be described as unpatriotic. | 
They could not read the speeches of the | 
leaders of the Boers upon this point 
entirely without apprehension. What 
was far more serious and not sufficiently 
understood by the House was that 
£500,000, part of the £3,000,000 voted 
for the specific purpose of land settle- 
ment was to be devoted to repatri- 
ating the Boers, an object for which 
jt was not voted, and according to 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies there was no probability of 
that sum ever going back to its original 
purpose. That money was intended for 
a particular purpose, and the Govern- 
ment had no authority for using it for 
the purpose of repatriating the Boers. 
They heard a great deal at the time of 
the election about providing work for 
British workmen in South Africa. They 
now knew that all that had been attempted 
by the Government in that direction was 
to try and force people to attempt hopeless 
experiments by employing underground 
white men who would have been far 
more suitably employed upon the land. 
Last year they had a debate in the House 
on the question of land settlement, and 
upon that occasion the hon. and learned 
Member for Reading and others ex- 
pressed their apprehension of what might 
happen if the land settlement policy was 
either discontinued or diminished. 
Where were those Liberal Imperialists 
to-day, when for the first time it had 
been made known that £500,000 out of 
the £3,000,000 voted for land settle- 
ment had been devoted to another pur- 
pose? He was certain that the people 
of the country never intended that 
money to be used for repatriating the 
Boers; it was distinctly intended to 
employ the white population on the land. 


*Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) made 
no apology for switching off the current 
of debate from South Africa to other 
parts of His Majesty’s dominions, and to 
a matter of great importance in Colonial 
administration. 





He wished to refer to 
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the disclosures which had recently been 
made in regard to the exploitation of 
the pearl fisheries in Ceylon by an ex- 
Governor, and to two other similar 
transactions in West Africa and the 
Pacific islands. He was reluctant to 
mention names of distinguished ofticers ; 
but under the circumstances he had no 
option. In January, 1902, the then 
Governor of Ceylon, Sir West Ridgeway, 
introduced a scheme for the purpose of 
developing to the utmost extent the 
resources of the pearl fisheries, which 
up to that time had been inefficiently 


| worked by the Government as a Govern- 


ment monopoly. Two professional gentle- 
men, Professor Herdman and a marine 
biologist, Mr. Cornell, were brought to the 
Colony and continued investigations 
there, and in the following March or 
April they made known the result of 
those investigations. Sir West Ridge- 
way was aware of the result of those in- 
quiries and the effect they would have 
upon the development of the pearl 
fisheries, and although that information 
was available in March or April nothing 
whatever was done in the interests of 
the Colony to use to the best advantage 
the results which those inquiries had 
brought to light. Sir West Ridgeway 
retired from the Colony in November, 
1903, and consequently there was a 


period of eighteen months during 
which the new methods recommended 


by the professional investigators might 
have been put into operation. It should 
not be forgotten that those investigations 
were conducted at the expense of the 
Colony, and he thought it might very 
well be asked why the results had not 
been utilised. The sequel to these 
events probably revealed a_ possible 
answer. In November, 1903, the 
Governor retired, and immediately in 
1904 the Gulf Syndicate was formed 
by Sir West Ridgeway, who entered 
into negotiations with the late Colonial 
Secretary for a concession of the pearl 
fisheries of Ceylon. The terms of the 
arrangement were at first somewhat 
vague, but the negotiations were 
carried on for several months and 
were absolutely secret and confidential. 
It was not until October, 1905, that 
the provisional items of the contract 
which was then maturing became known 
even to the officials in the Colony 
itself. In October, 1905, the arrange- 
ment was agreed to, and Sir West 
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Ridgeway became principal managing | 
director of the company formed to work | 
He might add that | 


the pearl fisheries. 
no tenders at all were called for, although 
the opportunity did arrive for the 
Colonial Secretary’s putting the conces- 
sion out for public tender ; and as the 
event proved, there would have been no 
lack of offers. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I must 
remind the hon. Member that we 
are not now discussing the acts of the 
late Government. Possibly the hon. 
Member is giving an historical survey for 
the purpose of leading up to the conduct 
of the present Government, and, if so, I 
will not interfere at present; but he 
must not criticise the action of the late 
Government, for that does not arise on 


this Bill. 


*Mr. SMEATON said he would cut the 
matter short by saying that in December, 
1905, on the eve of the general election, 
the late Colonial Secretary concluded the 
arrangement which he had provisionally 
made with Sir West Ridgeway, and an 
Ordinance was passed by the Legislative 
Council confirming the agreement. The 
Ordinance was carried at the Second 
Reading by the official majority, the four 
independent non-officials opposing it. A 
public petition was immediately prepared 
by the public of Ceylon and Colombo 
protesting against the secret arrange- 
ment which had been made, and tiie sub- 
stance of the petition was telegraphed 
to the present Colonial Secretary, Lord 
Elgin, who was asked to suspend action 
upon the agreement in the Ordinance. 
That he refused todo, on the ground that 
the negotiations had reached an advanced 
stage and he did not think he was then 
called upon to intervene. What he 
(Mr. Smeaton) and many hon. Members 
on the Ministerial side of the House 
complained of was the failure of the 
Colonial Secretary to act in a'time of emer- 
gency when his intervention might have 
arrested a transaction which was adverse 
to the interests of the Colony and 
detrimental to good and honest gov- 
ernment. [t was also utterly op- 
posed, as all monopolies were, to the 
principles of free trade. In his opinion 
the Colonial Secretary ought to have 
intervened and at the last moment sus- | 
pended the operation of that arrange | 
ment, brought it under review, and, if | 

Mr. Smeaton. 
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necessary, advised the King to disallow 
the Ordinance. No doubt there was diffi- 
culty, and he quite appreciated the 
Colonial Secretary’s reluctance to inter- 
fere. But, in his opinion, he should have 
interfered in the interest of the Colony 
for which he was trustee. He would 
of course be told that the transaction 
was not now capable of revocation, and 
that it was beyond the power of the 
Government, at the present moment, to 
do anything to restore those fisheries to 
the Ceylon Government. That was true, 
and much to be regretted, because the 
people of Ceylon considered, and rightly 
considered, that their interests had been 
sacrificed. The rent payable by the com- 
pany was £20,000 based on an average 
of twenty vears profit—-but there had 
been eleven years barren out of those 
twenty years, whereas now, with the 
improved methods, there would he no 
barren years. The average of the last 
three years was between £80,000 and 
£90,000 ; so that the rent of £20,000 was 
totally inadequate. The company’s 
profits were enormous. The ordinary 
shares were at a premium of 75 per cent., 
and the deferred shares were at a premium 
on the London Stock Exchange of some- 
thing like 1,350 per cent. That repre- 
sented the loss to the Colony by this 
iniquitous transaction, and what he asked 
was that future proceedings of that sort 
should not be permitted, because he and 
those whose opimons he voiced were 
anxious that the probity and_ integrity 
of the Colonial Government should be 
maintained and no stain of any sort 
permitted to rest upon them. Two other 
similar cases had arisen, one in Sierra 
Leone and another in the Pacific under 
the High Commissioner cf the Fiji 
Islands. The House would hardly believe 
that an ex-Governor o/ Sierra Leone ob- 
tained a concession of 4,000 square miles of 
a remote part of the Protectorate, together 
with power to compel all the subjects 
of the various native chiefs to work for 
him in the cultivation of, among other 
things, indiarubber. He obtained by 
that concession a monopoly in the trade 
ofindiarubber. That product had figured 
disastrously in the history of a part of 
South Africa of which they had heard, 
and the very name of the material stunk 
in the nostrils of those who had tried to 
The other case 
occurred in an island of the Fiji group. 
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There an ex-High Commissioner had 
obtained a gigantic monopoly in guano 
at practically a nominal rent for ninety- 
nine years, when the island itself was 
groaning under taxation, and when the 


sources of revenue thus alienated might | 


have been used to relieve the natives 
from the heavy burden of taxation. His 
object had been attained in calling atten- 
tion to these discreditable transactions, 
and he had only to express the hope that 
for the future the lesson would be learned, 
so that if attempts by ex-Governors to 
obtain by official influence concessions 
in their Colonies occurred again they 
would be checkmated long before the 
stage was reached when the Colonial 
Secretary was precluded from intervening. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness) called attention to the 
question of the prohibition of English 
vessels fishing in the waters of the Moray 
Firth. He said that since the Act of 1899 
the Moray Firth had been closed to English 
trawlers and the question had engaged the 
attention of allconnected with the fishing 
industry. A new situation had been 
ereated by the action of the authori- 
ties in Scotland. Up to the present 
foreign trawlers had been allowed the 
right, denied to English trawlers, of 
fishing in the Moray Firth. It was a 
somewhat anomalous position that the 
right to fish in Scottish waters should be 
allowed to foreigners and not to English- 
men. He could give an excellent in- 
stance. An Aberdeen trawler, in a fog, 
drifted into the Moray Firth, and when 
the fog lifted she found herself by the 
side of a Norwegian boat, the skipper of 
which ordered her out and said that if 
she did not go he would give warning 
to the cruiser. Such treatment of 
Englishmen and Seotsmen in Scottish 
waters by a foreigner was not particularly 
handsome. The action of the Scottish 
authorities had brought about a situation 
exactly foreseen by the late Lord Salis- 
bury, who, in 1895, speaking on the 
Fisheries Regulation Bill, said they must 
not prohibit trawling by a British 
vessel in any place where a foreign vessel 
was able to go. That was a broad 
principle, and the Government would be 
wise if they followed it. At present there 
were a considerable number of Norwegian 
vessels engaged in the fishing industry 
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trading between the Moray Firth and 
Grimsby. He knew there were Members 
who thought those vessels pirates. He 
believed that in years gone by there had 
been several Grimsby vessels sailing under 
false colours, but he believed now every- 
one engaged in the industry had been 
properly sold and registered as Nor- 
wegian vessels. During the past few 
weeks the Scottish authorities had been 
endeavouring to put a stop to the trade, 
and ten or eleven Norwegian boats had 
been arrested in the Moray Firth. Their 
skippers were prosecuted, convicted, and 
heavily fined. The Norwegian Consul 
intervened, and the proceedings were 
quashed and the fines remitted. The 
Scottish authorities, however, were now 
proceeding to prosecute subordinates. 


|They were taking proceedings against 


eleven British subjects who were on 
board. Those unfortunate men were 
to be prosecuted at Elgin on Wednesday, 
and stood liable to a fine of £100 for each 
offence or to sixty days imprisonment. 
Such prosecution was most unjust and 
un-English. The men were engaged, not 
through the Board of Trade office, but 
through the Norwegian Consulate. They 
were placed under command and were 
not in charge. It was impossible for 
them to dictate where the vessels were 
to go and fish. Naturally it was for 
the skipper to say and for them to obey 
He knew that the right hon. Gentleman 
would reply that the men knew they were 
breaking the law, or if they did not, at 
any rate, the men who engaged them did ; 
but that was not the fact. The men had no 
idea that they were breaking the law. The 
law was only a Scottish by-law, and he 
did not think anybody had any warning 
of it until Lord Fitzmaurice in the House 
of Lords on 21st February said it had 
been decided to take proceedings against 
British subjects who could be proved to 
have acted in contravention of the by- 
law whilst serving in vessels flying the 
Norwegian flag. Never before had prose- 
cutions taken place on similar lines. 
Never before had a subordinate been 
held responsible for any action of a 
ship at sea. The only person up to 
the present who had _ been held 
responsible was the skipper. Now, how- 
ever, under a Scottish by-law, it was pro- 
posed to put upon subordinates a new 
responsibility, not upheld by English law. 
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The effect would be to prevent English- | the reason for closing the Moray Firth 
men from taking places upon foreign | was that that was the breeding ground 





vessels. Reverting to the discussion 
on the question of the Newfoundland 
fisheries, he contrasted the 
the Government in the two cases, 
and declared that their position was 
most inconsistent and _ contradictory. 
He earnestly appealed to the Secretary 
for Scotland to see that justice was done 
to the men, to see that Englishmen 
received the same treatment as was given 
to foreigners. The action of the Scottish 


authorities had brought about a very | 


dangerous position. He knew they had 
been pressed into their position by many 
Scottish Members, but their action was 
not in accord with the views of the English 
authorities, and he thought it would be a 
good thing if the Scottish Fisheries Board 
and the English Board of Fisheries 
worked in unison. At present their 
views upon the subject were opposed. 
He was told last Wednesday, when he 
asked what arrangements were being 
made with Norway with regard to the 
Mcray Firth difficulty, that the Foreign 
Secretary was negotiating with Norway 
upon the subject. He regretted that 
the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs was not present, because he 
should have liked to address a ques- 
tion to him on the subject. Was 
the Foreign Office backing up the 
Scottish authorities in the views they 
had adopted? Were they going to 


assist the Scottish authorities in com- 
pletely closing the Moray Firth to 


foreign trawlers; because if so a most 
dangerous situation would be brought 
about. Before the Foreign Secretary 


entered into any negotiations with Nor- | 


way he ought to have consulted with 
the National Sea Fisheries Protection 
Association. Many Members on both 
sides were pressing the Government 
to extend the three-mile limit to 
nine, and even to thirteen, miles. He 
trusted the Government had no idea 
of doing anything of the sort. If 
our territorial waters were increased 


the example would be followed by | 


Germany, Denmark, and Norway, and 
the result would be that one-fifth of the 
trawling area would be closed to British 
trawlers. And that would be done in 
order to benefit a few line fishermen in 
the Moray Firth. They were told that 


Mr. Stanley Wilson. 


action of 


| for fish; but the head of the Marine 
Biological Department contradicted that 
|statement. The Government must not 
[tamper with one of the largest sea 
industries of the country. Fish was one 
| of our chief food supplies. If hon. Mem- 
| bers were to accompany him to Hull or 
| Grimsby fishing docks one morning when 
| several of the trawlers were discharging 
_ their cargoes, the amount of fish landed 
/and then despatched to the Midlands 
|for the poor people would be an eye- 
|opener to them. He had no financial 
interest in trawlers. His only interest 
'in the question was that he had been 
‘connected with the port of Hull since 
he was a boy, and that he looked upon it 
from the point of view of the supply of 
food to the people. During the last 
eighteen years the amount of fish landed 
in this country had doubled in value. 
Some 80 per cent. of the fish landed last 
vear was landed at east-coast ports. 
In the interests of the poor people of 
the country this food supply ought to 
be protected in every way. 





Mr. A. WILLIAMSON (Elgin and 
Nairn) said that the last speaker had 
given as the reasons which induced 
him to bring this subject before the 
House of Commons, first, that he 
would like the Moray Firth to be open 
to all trawlers in order to increase the 
food supply of the people ; secondly, that 
the trawlers which they in the north of 
Scotland contended were poachers were, 
for the most part, genuine Norwegian 
trawlers, and that the shares of the 
companies which owned them were held 
by Norwegian subjects; and thirdly, he 
asked the Secretary for Scotland to ensure 
fair play for British subjects on board 
those trawlers, who were charged with 
breaking the laws of this country. As 
to food supply, it must be known to 
every hon. Member that there was very 
great destruction of fish by trawlers, not 
only in in-shore waters, but also in the 
open sea. The hon. Member for Holder- 
ness had referred to the opinion of the head 
of the Biological Department. He did 
not know that gentleman, but he had 
read the Report of the Scottish Fishery 


| Board issued within the last few months, 


which stated that the more important 
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areas of the Moray Firth were visited | 
by the trawler belonging to the Board | 


last September, October and November, 
and the fishing grounds of Aberdeen in 
March. Some of the hauls which were 
made showed the enormous destruction 
of fish in shallow bays. In Dornoch 
Firth, for six hauls 25,563 were caught, 
and of these 18,809, or 73} per cent., were 
thrown overboard as unmarketable. Of 
10,361 haddocks caught, only 394 were 
large and marketable. Ninety-six per 
cent. of the catch was returned to the 
sea. Of course all the young haddocks 
perished. In in-shore waters a large 
amount of rubbish and seaweed was 
brought to the surface with the fish, 
which crushed the life out of them, and 
even those that were marketable were 
not as good for human food as fish 
caught on the line. Again, the report 
of the Fishery Board showed that 
haddocks under two years of age were 
present in the shallow bays in the autumn, 
and that the greater part of those 
which were caught wer2 thrown over- 
board, while the percentage of small 
fish trawled from the deeper ground 
was less than that from inshore 
waters. Those who spoke for the line 
fishermen had no objection to trawling 
carried on in the open sea; their ob‘ection 
was only to otter trawling in shallow 
waters like the Moray Firth, where the 
destruction of the young, immature fish 
was immense. The closeness with which 
the trawlers worked was almost incredible. 
The hon. Member for Holderness had 
spoken of the thousands of trawlers which 
left the Humber in the fishing season, in 
addition to those from other ports. The 
six so-called foreign trawlers, he believed, 
could cover the whole of the fishing 
banks and trawlable area of the Moray 
Firth in two days. He would also 
remind the hon. Gentleman that the 
area for trawling in the open sea was 
not unlimited. As to the effect of the 
trawling on the Moray Firth, in the few 
months before it occurred the line fishing 
had very much improved, but following 
the raid which took place by the trawlers 
at the end of last year and the beginning 
of this, the catch fell off very much. 
There seemed to be some evidence, at all 
events, of the falling off of the catch 
coinciding with the raid of the trawlers 
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upon the banks. He could justify 
the exclusion of the trawlers from the 
Moray Firth on another ground than 
the destructiveness to the fish there: 
they were also very destructive to 
the lines and other apparatus of the 
line fishers. The Moray Firth had a very 
limited area, and its shores were inhabited 
by a limited number of fishermen who got 
their living by setting lines which were 
of considerable length and extended for 
a great distance. If, in that small area, 
they had trawlers careering up and down, 
it followed that there must be great 
destruction of the fishermen’s lines. 
That argument did not so much apply 
to fishing in the open sea, although there 
had been complaints of that kind 
also. Both Partiesin the State had been 
very much concerned in preserving the 
Moray Firth, not only on the ground of 
the fishery, but a'so because they were con- 
ducting interesting experiments as to 
the new fishery. He was glad to say 
that, so faras the Scottish fishermen were 
concerned, they had behaved properly, 
and there had been no cases of the 
Aberdeen people putting their money in 
foreign trawlers and registering them in a 
foreign port, and then using the trawlers 
in the Moray Firth. If, in the cases 
which had taken place, the acts which had 
been committed were the acts of genuine 
foreign-owned trawlers, the fishermne 
in the north of Scotland would feel less 
indignant than they did. But the 
facts were otherwise, There had been 
little increase of fishing in the Moray 
Firth by genuine foreign trawlers, but 
there had been a seriously increasing 
number of boats which belonged to 
our own country. It transpired at the 
trials at Elgin that the foreigner who 
was supposed to be the captain of 
the Norwegian vessel was really very 
often only a deck hand, while the 
real captain was an Englishman, and 
the bulk of the crew was English. 
It would have been interesting if the 
hon. Member forthe Holderness Division 
had told them, when the genuine Scottish 
trawler went into the Moray Firth by 
accident, and was told to clear out, what 
language was used. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: Certainly ; 
Norwegian. 


4 
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Mr. WILLIAMSON said it was sur- 
prising that the Aberdeen trawler was 
able to understand Norwegian. He 
could only tell the hon. Member what 
occurred at Elgin. A Norwegian sub- 
ject was tried in the Sheriff Court and 
found guilty, and condemned to pay a 
fine of £100 or undergo sixty days im- 
prisonment. The real captain on the 
boat sent a telegram to his owners in 
Grimsby, “So-and-So has been fined, 
what am I to do?” The reply came 
back to the Lossiemouth Post Office 
in plain English: “Go on fishing.” There 
was no Norwegian about the telegram. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON said the 
telegram was sent to the acting agent at 
Grimsby for the owners in Norway. 


Mr. WILLIAMSON said it came 
to this—that the Grimsby capitalists, 
or some of them, were in such haste 
to be rich that they were willing to adopt 
transparent disguises in order to flout 
their own country’s laws. Their patri- 
otism rejoiced in inviting friendly for- 
eigners to intervene in order that they 
might be protected from the laws made 
by their fellow countrymen. The hon- 
esty of the Grimsby owners was of such 
a standard that they considered the steal- 
ing of fish to be advisable and right if it 
could be carried on with impunity by 
wearing a mask. The food of the people. 
was thus interfered with, and the 
livelihood of those who resided upon 
the banks of the Moray Firth was 
jeopardised by action which was entirely 
contrary to the law of the country. 
By means such as those the people were 
robbed and the Government were fooled 
and the position had become intolerable— 
so intolerable that it was surprising 
to him that the line fishermen of Scotland 
had not taken the law into their own 
hands and committed reprisals. He 
hoped the Government would persevere 
with the enforcement of the legislation 
which they had enacted to prevent this 
kind of fishing; and as the penalties 
had been inadequate to stop illegal 
trawling in the Moray Firth, he trusted 
that the Government, when they were 
introducing further legislation on the | 
subject, would increase the penalty | 
beyond £100, which, as hon. Members’ 
who wereffacquainted§,with the, subject | 
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| knew, could easily be made up within 
|a few hours by a successful haul by the 
trawler. 


*srr_ ARTHUR BIGNOLD (Wick 
Burghs) said that as he represented a 
constituency which was interested more 
than any other in Scotland in the present 
crisis in fishing interests, he desired to 
direct attention to one or two features in 
the controversy. His first observation 
was, that the coast line of Scotland, 
which without allowing for — gulfs 
and bays, was 1.470 miles in length, 
could not at present be protected by 
the cruiser patrols however efficient the 
vessels engaged in that duty might be, 
There were now four cruiser patrols, 
“Minna,” “Freya,” “Brenda,” and 
“Vigilant ”—all capable and _ efficient 
ships, whose speed was equal to some- 
thing like twelve and a half to fourteen 
knots an hour. He did not take any 
account of the fifth ship to which refer- 
ence had been made, beciuse her 
speed was only nine knots. But 
such a small fleet were admittedly un- 
equal to the task they had to perform, 
which was to protect thesseaboard of 
nearly 1,500 miles, or if allowance was 
made for gulfs and bays, of nearly 2,400 
miles. The result was to create a situa- 
tion which practically invited a trawler 
to run in on the coast and drop his 
trawl knowing that he could do so with 
virtual impunity. It was not an over- 
statement on his part to say that for 
every twenty offences committed on the 
coast of Scotland there was not on the 
average more than one prosecution. The 
trawling industry itself, as well as the line 
fishermen, has suffered much thereby, for 
on many parts of the coast the immature 
flat fish have almost been exterminated, 
and it appears, too, from a trawler Return, 
that in 1905 they had taken 1,000,000 
cwt. less fish than they did the year 
before ; the linesmen have either emi- 
grated or taken to the herring fishing in 
large numbers. In Ireland the case 
might almost be described as worse, for 
there, with a coastline of 1,400 miles, 
there were but two protecting cruisers, 
the “ Hecla” and “Granuale,” neither of 
Such 
was the position up to recent events. He 
was aware that two wrongs did not make 
aright, but he was glad that recent events 
had brought. the subject forward. He 
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. 
would not weary the House with the 
well-known facts of the prosecutions, 


convictions, and pardons of last 
autumn, but must mention the case 
of the first conviction to show that 


there was no surprise in the action 
of the Executive. He referred to the 
prosecution of Martin Olsen, of the 
“Catalonia,” a trawler registered at Stav- 
anger, manned by a Grimsby crew, and 
fishing four miles from shore in the 
Dornoch Firth. When the conviction 
was obtained a nominal penalty of £10 
was imposed, but never paid, the feeling 
being that the accused should have the 
benefit of the ignorance pleaded—* that 
he had the right to fish when more than 
three miles from the shore.” The wide- 
spread publicity which ensued debarred 
the Grimsby Fleet from any such plea. 
The recent action of the Government in 
prosecuting the trawlers, whether more 
or less than three miles from the shore in 
the Firth, following on the unanimous 
decision of the High Court of Justiciary 
of Scotland that it was territorial 
waters, was indeed welcome news 
to the linesmen, but, whatever might 
be the future action and policy of 
the Government, the law as it stood 
was clear and unassailable. That was 
that the one Scottish bay, by fishing 
in which the majority of the linesmen 
gained their livelihood, was declared to 
belong to Scotland, and that the waters 
within Duncansbay Head and Rattray 
Point could not be trawled in by any 
vessel, British or foreign. Now the 
Foreign Office had intervened and said 
there was a conflict between the law of 
Scotland and international law, and the 
Government appeared to have satisfied 
themselves that Foreign Powers had 
established a right to fish in the Moray 
Firth because it had a wide mouth, for 
they had remitted all the fines and 
released the offenders. As the case stood, 
fish might be taken by foreign hands 
out of Scottish waters and sold in English 
ports, but no Briton might fish there. 
Surely that was an intolerable position. 
He believed the action of the Scottish 
Office was correct, and that even now if 
the Foreign Office would confer with 
Belgium a fair solution of the difficulty 
might be arrived at. The Government 
was in no way hampered by its in- 


{18 Marcu 1907} 


‘The hon. 


tervention in the case of the Iberian) 


VOL. CLXXI. [FourtH Serigs.] 


(No. 1) Bill. 566 


Peninsula, for there was no bay involved 
in that dispute, but only the ques- 
tion of a three or six miles limit. 
Really the case almost suggested a conun 
drum, “ When is a bay not a bay?” 
to which the answer was, “ When 
a foreign trawler comes in to fish.” 
The upper Bristol Channel, thirty-seven 
miles wide, had recently been admitted 
to be territorial. Norway had success- 
fully claimed the Vestfjord at the 
Lofodens, fifty miles in width, against 
every Power in the North Sea Convention. 
He was, therefore, not without hope that 
the recent decision of the Scottish Courts 
would ultimately be upheld on the 
broadest principles of international law. 


*Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) said 
the speech of the hon. Member for 
Holderness had been so fully answered 
by the hon. Gentleman who had just 
sat down that there was very little to 
add. The hon. Member looked with 
horror upon the closing up of so 
large a water as the Moray Firth, 
and in the first part of his speech, 
quoted the late Lord Salisbury with 
regard to the limit of territorial waters. 
He did not know whether the hon. 
Gentleman had read the whole of the 
debate from which he quoted, but it was 
interesting to see what Lord Salisbury 
said on that occasion. Lord Salisbury 
said that great care had been taken not 
to name three miles as the territorial 
limit. The territorial limit extended as 
far as a cannon shot would go, and a 
cannon fired on Jubilee day threw a shot 
twelve miles. That was very little less 
than the thirteen miles they now asked 
for, and with modern developments, a 
gun of the present day might throw a 
shot further. With one point made by 
the hon. Member he cordially agreed. 
Gentleman said it was a 
question of the food supply. The 
question really at stake was, how best 
to secure the largest and most lasting 
supply of fish as food for the people. 
But did any one seriously contend that 
that object was to be obtained by throw- 
ing the Moray Firth open to trawlers ? It 
was well known that the North Sea had 
been gradually depleted of fish by trawlers 
for the last twelve years. Two Com- 
mittees—in 1893 and in 1900—reported 
in favour of closing the fishing grounds 
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against trawling, and even the trawlers 
themselves in 1895 contemplated the 
shutting up of an area of 5,000 square 
miles because of the depletion of fish, 
but nothing was done because they could 
not agree with each other. In _ this 
interest the Moray Firth had been closed, 
and he hoped the Scottish Office would 
not be baffled by a few gentlemen from 
Grimsby, who, disguised as vikings, in- 
dulged ina little poaching under the Nor- 
wegian flag, and that, while negotiations 
were ontinued to remove international 
difficulties, legislation would close the 
Firth in the interest of the national food 
supply. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs), as _ representing 
the interests of many fishermen, 
complained of there being only four 
cruisers to protect local fishermen 
against the depredations of trawlers 
disguised as foreigners. Much had been 
said about reprisals by foreign nations, 
but there was little to fear on that 
account, because there were few places 
where such a policy would be effective. 
The Norwegian Government had already 
closed large areas ; andifthey could close 
the Western Fiord, a navigable strait fiftv 
miles across, it was strange if we 
could not close the Moray Firth. 
Trawlers had all the open sea, but pre- 
scribed waters were limited; and to 
admit trawling in the Moray Firth 
would destroy the livelihood of honest, 
hard-working men. If they allowed 
foreigners to get hold of the trawling 
industry of Great Britain they would 
destroy a British industry, deprive 
the country of a valuable reserve of 
sea-faring men for the work of the 
Fleet, and men who in the time of war or 
blockade could supply the country with 
one of the most valuable supplies of 
food. 


*Mr. SUTHERLAND (Elgin Burghs) 
said the present position of affairs in 
regard to trawlers was intolerable, and 
to many incomprehensible. It had been 
suggested by the hon. Member for the 
Holderness Division that the advice of the 
National Sea Fisheries Protection Asso- 
ciation should be taken. In 1890, that 
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Association passed a resolution asking 
the Fishery Board of Scotland to— 

“take into consideration the advisability of 

holding an inquiry with a view to, if necessary, 
closing the Moray Firth from Kinnaird Head to 
Duneansbay Head against trawlers.” 
In the same year delegates from Hull, 
Grimsby, Yarmouth, and other places, 
who for themselves and for the companies, 
corporations, fleets, and associations 
which they represented, passed an ordi- 
nance that they would not trawl in the 
North Sea, over an area of 5,200 square 
miles. They also passed a resolution 
unanimously asking Parliament to prevent 
trawling on the banks, where so many 
immature fish were caught. In 1892, 
again, at the National Fisheries Associa- 
tion meeting two representatives from 
Aberdeen proposed and seconded the 
following— 

“That beam trawling should be legal within 
territorial waters at certain seasons of the year, 
and that shutting up such a large space of water 
as the Moray Firth would mean a serious loss 
to the food supply of the nation, and lead to 
complications with foreign Powers.” 


That was not supported, and the con- 
ference unanimously carried the following 
resolution— 

“That in the opinion of this conference all 
trawling should be illegal in territorial waters. 
and that further restrictions be imposed for 
the purpose of protecting spawning beds and 
breeding grounds.” 

That was the position taken up, not by 
the interested line fishermen, but by the 
trawlers themselves. When they con- 
sidered the improved methods of trawling, 
the increased size and number of boats, 
and the substitution of the otter for the 
beam trawl they were bound to come 
to the same conclusion as had been 
stated by several trawl-owners, that 
if the Moray Firth was opened to all 
trawlers it would be cleaned out in four 
weeks. What attitude had the present 
and preceding Governments taken up in 
the question? In the year 1899, Lord 
Salisbury, receiving a deputation of 
Scottish local authorities, expressed to 
them the view that international 
difficulties might arise. In July, 1906, 


the Fiscal of Dornock appealed against 


a decision of the sheriff refusing to con- 
vict the master of a foreign trawler found 
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trawling in the Moray Firth, outside 
the! three miles limit. In December, 
1905, the then Secretary for Scotland 
(Lord Linlithgow) stated that he had been 
advised that the result of that judgment 
would be to give more effective control 
over trawling in waters prohibited by 
by-law than had hitherto been exercised, 
and that instructions had been given to 
institute proceedings against trawlers 
operating in the Moray Firth. In 
August, 1906, the High Court of 
twelve Judges unanimously convicted 
the master of a foreign trawler found 
trawling well outside the three-miles 
limit. In November, 1906, in answer to a 
Question inthe House as to whether the 
Secretary for Scotland had yet consulted 
the Law Officers of the Crown as to steps 
against foreign trawlers, in view of the 
decision of the Court of Session, the 
Secretary for Scotland stated that the 
matter was under the consideration of 
the Government. On 23rd November in 
answer to a printed Question the Secre- 
tary for Scotland stated that instructions 
had been given to the cruisers to report 
foreign trawlers working in the Moray 
Firth with a view to their prosecution. In 
January, 1907, a number of prosecutions 
took place, and convictions followed. 
Shortly afterwards there was the fiasco 
of the liberation of those convicted. 
30th the late and the present Govern- 
ments were commitied in the matter. 
The Unionist Government had taken 
the advice of the Law Officers of 
the Crown. The Liberal Government 
after deliberate consideration had 
resolved to insist on the right of 
this country to prohibit illegal trawling 
in the Moray Firth. Both Governments 
asserted the right to deal with the 
Moray Firth as territorial waters. The 
position of difficulties could not have 
been unforeseen. It could not be sup- 
posed that such possible difficulties were 
not in view of both Governments when 
after long and careful consideration they 
resolved to proceed with prosecutions. 
It was said that if this policy of 


closing the Moray Firth were strictly | 


adhered to reprisals must take place. 
Why so? 


where there were delegates from eight 


‘Governments, including the Government | 
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of Norway, which was represented by 
Dr. Nansen, this resolution was passed— 

“In distinct areas of the sea, as for example 
the Moray Firth, in which any Government 
has undertaken scientific experiments in the 
interests of the fisheries, and in which the suc- 
cess of the experiments is being hindered by the 
operations of trawlers, it is to be desired that 
measures be adopted for the removal of sich 
hindrances.” 


Norway asserted an exclusive right to 
fishing off her coast, which included the 
most valuable cod fishings in Europe, 
smploying about 20,000 men. These 
fishings were far outside the three miles 
limit. Norway also claimed exclusive 
right of fishing ina fiord which was really 
a navigable strait 100 miles long and 50 
miles wide at the mouth. Surely, if the 
Norwegian Government maintained their 
protest, the British Government had a 
right to invite their attention to their 
claim to these exclusive rights which he 
had pointed out. What was the decision 
of the Court of Session? Lord Kyllachy 
said— 

‘* The primary enactment, it will be observed, 
is directed not against persons or classes of 
persons. It is directed against certain things— 
the commission of certain acts—within a pre- 
cisely defined area. It contains no elastic ex- 
pressions—no indefinite terms.” 

In other words, what was prohibited 
was not individuals, but the ruinous 
method of fishing known as trawling. 
It was only two vears ago that 
tie National Fisheries Association met 
in Aberdeen. One of the speakers stated 
that many of the Grimsby trawlers were 
sailing under a foreign flag, and that 
the pecuniary interest of Norwegians 
in those vessels amounted to £5 or 
£10 only. Something of a scandal had 
been created in Aberdeen over two years 
ago when the late secretary of the English 
Board of Fisheries and Agriculture went 
on to the trawling platform on two 
occasions, although it was blatantly 
announced that the trawling interest 
intended to violate the laws of the country. 
A noble Lord had suggested in another 
place, the other day, that Aberdeen 
had also her trawlers sailing under a 
foreign flag. A good many harsh 
things had been said about Aberdeen. 
The Aberdeen trawlowners, although 
many of them were delightful social!y, 
U 2 
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were Conservatives of the deepest dye. ) that, and as the trial had not yet taken 
If their candidates used the word “liberal” | place he thought it was very unwise and 


even with a small “1” in their election | 


addresses, he believed that new candidates 
would be selected. It gave him pleasure 
as a political opponent to say that keen 
as Aberdeen men were to make money, 
they declined to follow the evil example 
of the Grimsby trawlowners. These latter 
afforded an exaggerated example of men 
with the mudrakes. 
both of humanity as well as of patriotism, 


they engaged Norwegians as skippers, 
who, it was said, had to perform the 


duties of cooks when at sea, and to take 
the risk, as a regular condition of employ- 
ment, of going to prison when convicted 
of illegal trawling. Some of the gentle- 
men opposite interested in the trawling 
industry insisted on the two-Power 
‘tandard for the Navy. He supposed 
that the tramp trawlers, these Grimsby 
foreigners, would add materially to the 
fighting strength of a foreign navy. It 
was often said that line fishing was behind 
the age, and that the controversy was 
but another illustration of the stage coach 
being supplanted by the steam engine. 
That was far from being the case. 
Within the last three or four years over 
£300,000 had been spent in one district 
in the North-east of Scotland on steam 
drifters. One hundred of these vessels 
were being built this year in Scotland, 
and that number would have been ex- 
ceeded had builders been able to execute 
» oreo:ders. He advocated anti-trawling 
by law on the ground that trawling 
would deplete the fishing banks. 
Even if it did not, he still said that the 
hardy fishermen in the Moray Firth, 
who formed so great a part of the 
Naval Reserve, should receive’ the 


greatest consideration and not be crushed | 


out by the Grimsby capitalists. He 
appealed to the Secretary for Scotland to 
use his influence with the Government, 
that foreign trawlers as well as British 
should be excluded from the Moray Firth. 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) said he 
was very glad that they had had an 
opportunity to discuss this matter, 
because it was a very serious question 
for a large part of Scotland, and especially 
for his own constituency. 


Discarding the ties | 


The hon. | fishermen. 


very unusual to discuss it in Parliament. 
He thought the hon. Member might 
trust the Scottish Judges to do what 
was right, and plenty of money 
would be found in Hull and Grimsby 
to provide the necessary lawyers. The 
hon. Member who had introduced the 
subject seemed to make it a question 
of where he had spent his boyhood at 
Hull. He had said very little about 
Norway, but he had endeavoured to pro- 
tect the Grimsby and Hull people against 
the Scottish by-laws. It was really 
a question of law and order, and the 
protection of the poor against the rich 
trusts and companies of Hull, Grimsby, 
and other places. All he (Mr. Morton) 
was asking for was that the law 
should be obeyed by the rich as well 
as the poor. His own opinion was 
that the Moray Firth was territorial 
water, and could not be properly con- 
sidered to be the open sea at all. That 
was, however, a matter which they 
might very well leave to the Foreign 
Office and the Law Officers of the Crown 
to settle in a friendly way with the 


Governments concerned. He was not 
at all alarmed about the talk of re- 
prisals; that was the usual red 


herring which was drawn across their 
path to frighten them from doing what 
was right. This was not merely a ques- 
tion of the Moray Firth, but of trawling 
all round the coast of Scotland. The 
whole of the north and west coast of 
Sutherlandshire was affected, and the 
tishing industry was being damaged by 
the trawlers who illegally trawled within 
the three miles limit. If the practice 
was not put a stop to the livelihood of 
the Scottish line fishermen would be 
destroyed. He had a right to appeal to 
Parliament as wellas to the Government 
to protect the poor line fishermen. He did 
not ask that they should be treated 
any better than other people; all he 
asked was that they should have the full 
benefit and protection ofthe law. Ifthey 
did not wish to see these Scottish 
fishing villages and districts depopulated 
altogether they must protect the line 
That was not the time to 


Member for Holderness had referred | discuss whether trawl fishing was a gcod 
to the prosecution of fishermen at Elgin, | thing or not. He was inclined to think 
but the House had nothing to do with| that in the end trawling would destroy 


Mr. Sutherland. 
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and ruin the fishing industry altogether, 
and that they would be better without it 
and to trust to the line fishermen. 
had been told that fish was largely 
the food of the people, but fish was no 
cheaper now than it was before they 
had these trawlers, and fish was no more 
the food of the people than it was ten or 
twenty vears ago. Merely to take a 
trawler out to sea and scoop up every- 
thing, including gravel and rock, did not 
make fish any cheaper. He hoped the 
representative of the Government would 
be able to tell the House that he meant 
to have the law upheld. The hon. Mem- 
ber who had introduced the question 
had sneered at the Scottish by-laws. Why 
did he not inform the House that they 
were not merely Scottish by-laws but 
the law of the land? Last week the 
Lord Chancellor distinctly stated that 
the Scottish Judges were right in insisting 
thit the law should be upheld, and that 
that was the law with regard to the 


closing of the Moray Firth. If there 
was an international question to be 
settled it could be settled by the 
Government, and he trusted that it 


would be settled in a friendly way. 
They had to remember that the so- 
called foreign trawlers belonged to people 
at Grimsby or Hull or some other English 
port. It was admitted that Norwegians 
had been put upon Grimsby trawlers. 
It might only be a cook, who had nothing 
whatever to do with the trawler. What 
he complained of was that the Norwegian 
nationality and the Norwegian flag 
should be used in that way in order 
that Grimsby or Hull people might 
break the British law. The Norwegian 
Government had repudiated the people 
on these trawlers, and they had been 
told that they must not reckon upon 
getting any assistance from that 
Government. So that these pirates as 
they had been called had been repudiated 
by the Norwegian Government. It was 
admitted that the trawlers were acting 
illegally, and he appealed to the Govern- 
ment to protect the line fishermen. 


He thought the Fishery Board cruisers | 


as at present provided had not suf- 
ficient speed. 
at the most 123 as 


knots, and 


the Grimsby trawlers could go much) 


faster than the Government cruisers, 


they had no difficulty in getting away. | 
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He hoped the fishermen in the north of 
Scotland would get the assistance from 
the Government which was now asked in 
order that their industry might be pro- 
tected from the depredations of trawlers, 
and that the Highland counties might 
not be depopulated by the injury which 
was done in the way described. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said he would like hon. 
Members who sympathised with the 
trawling industry to endeavour to realise 
the mischief which was done to the 
fishing industry in the north of Scotland. 
He was satisfied that if they realised the 
terror and dismay caused in fishing 
villages, not only along the Moray Firth, 
but on the other coasts, they would pay 
greater heed to the complaint now made. 
After one or two trawlers had come and 
cleared a bay of fish, weeks had to 
pass before t'ie poor fishermen were able 
to earn a shilling to maintain themselves 
and their families. He was sure if hon. 
Members connected with trawling com- 
panies realised the facts they would give 
instructions to the captains of their 
vessels that the three miles limit should 
not be evaded. They did not do that, or 
if they did they “ winked the other eye.” 
The trawlers caused the Scottish Fisheries 
Board infinite trouble and expense. For 
years the Government had been asked by 
Scottish Members to pass legislation to 
bring the owners of the trawlers and the 
managers of the companies to book. 
After infinite trouble they had succeeded 
in getting a number of prosecutions. The 
captain was fined £100, but he did not 
pay it. He went to jail, but that was no 
penalty on the company who owned the 
trawler. Their capital was not touched. 
Occasionally the nets were forfeited, 
and sometimes they were bought back 
for a mere song, because there was nobody 
else to buy them. The nets ought to be 
destroyed, and the companies who seat 
out their men to poach should be in some 
way penalised. Fishermen had a hard 
lot, and Parliament should do everything 
in its power to prevent the law being 
broken by the companies who owned 
the trawlers. A question had been asked 
in regard to certain rewards which had 
been given to some people in Scotland for 
obtaining convictions against persons 
engaged in illegal practices on in-shore 
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waters. 
was anything immoral in that. In some 
places, he was glad to say, convictions 
had been obtained, and his hon. friend the 
Member for Wick Burghs had_ been 
instrumental in that direction. It gave 
the fishermen a little encouragement to 
say where they had seen foreign trawlers 
within the three miles limit. This was not 
a Party question, and the sympathy and 
assurances he had had from the Members 
of the Opposition in the House and in the 
country, justified the Scottish Members in 
asking the Government for much more 
stringent administration of the law than 
obtained at the present moment. The 
position was so acute that in some parts 
vigilance associations had been established 
which offered rewards to fishermen who 
could secure convictions against the 
poaching trawlers. Only the other day he 
received a letter from a gentleman, not on 
his own side of politics, enclosing a cheque 
for three guineas as an expression of his 
sympathy with the work of the vigilance 
associations. The gentleman went on to 
describe how in a small bay in the island 
of Hoy, which was a happy hunting 
ground for the poachers, the lines of the 
local fishermen had been destroyed, and 
when the fishermen tried to get the 


numbers ‘of the poachers, those on 
board the poachers turned boiling 
steam upon them. The marks by 
which trawlers might be identified 
were being continually  oblitereted, 
or sails were hung over the ship’s 
side to conceal the number. It was an 


economic as well as an industrial ques- 
tion. If the depredations of these traw - 
lers were allowed to continue, in many 
places the sea would be so depleted of fish 
that it would not be worth anybody's 
while to go there. Hundreds of tons of 
fish trawled were destroyed, or sold for 
manure. He hoped that the Government 
would realise its duty and do something 
to protect our fishermen in a better manner 
than they had been protected for many 
years past. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Stnciair, Forfarshire): My hon. 
friend the Member for Orkney and 


Shetland is unwearied in his efforts to 
protect the interests of his constituents 
and of fishermen in other parts of the 
country.§ He raised the question as to 


Mr. Cathcart Wason. 
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to fishermen by the sea police was 
adequate. As the House well knows, 
the duties which are performed by 
the fishery cruisers are exceedingly 
difficult and onerous, but nobody who 
has watched them at their work could 
fail to recognise that the sea _ police 
carry out these duties most admirably, 
and I was glad to hear the warm recogni- 
tion by the hon. Member for St. Andrews 
Burghs as to the effectiveness of the work 
done on some portions of our coast. It 
has been urged that the sea police are not 
adequate for the duties they have to 
perform. We would very gladly have 
increased that force before now, if the 
funds at our disposal had not been so 
limited. The Fishery Board has not 
vet a sufficient accumulation of funds to 
furnish another cruiser. When funds 
are available it is hoped that the Fishery 
Board may be able to buy another cruiser, 
and so strengthen the existing fleet for 
sea-policing purposes. The discussion 
opened by the hon. Member for the 
Holderness division has been very useful. 
Much criticism has been madé by hon. 
Members on both sides of the House on 
the remarks made by the hon. Gentleman, 
and there is, therefore, little that it is 
necessary for me to say on this occasion. 
There is no doubt whatever about the 
Jaw; and let me say it is not Scots 
law, but British law—a law passed here 
by the British Parliament in 1889, and 
since maintained by successive Govern- 
ments. All we have to do at the present 
moment is to maintain the existing law ; 
and that is all we have done hitherto. 
Whenever international issues have been 
raised we have given way. I can hold 
out no hope whatever to the hon. Member 
for the Holderness Division that we shall 
relax our efforts. We will exercise our 
present powers. The hon. Gentleman 
referred to a case which he described as 
coming on for trial on Wednesday next. 
It would not be proper for me to make 
any observation in regard to any of the 
circumstances connected with that case ; 
but what I put to the hon. Gentleman 
opposite is: Here is a British law which 
is obligatory on British subjects. Surely 
no one will maintain in this House that if 
British subjects break a British law they 
should go unpunished. It is the duty 
of the subject to obey the law of bis 
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country. [An Hon. MemMBer: 
he does not know it.”] I am not able to 
say whether in this or that case, one 
or another individual does not know 
where he is going and whether he is 
responsible to the law if he takes service 
on a certain ship; but it is very hard to 
believe that a man who ships in a 
trawler at Grimsby does not know the 
risks he runs if he goes to the Moray 
Firth. For many years there have been 
no trawlers in the Moray Firth except 
these pseudo Norwegian-Grimsby trawlers. 
The House knows the policy the Govern- 
ment intends to pursue. We intend to 
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maintain the law. We are in com- 
munication with Norway as_ to 
whether some friendly arrangement 
cannot be come to on this point, 
and we have under consideration 
proposals which we will submit to 


the House, to extend to England the 
law now applicable to Scotland with 
a view to making it illegal to land 
in England fish taken by trawlers from 
the Moray Firth. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON inquired 
whether the Government intended to 
interfere with the three miles limit as it 
existed at the present. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: In my opinion the 
three miles limit has nothing to do with 
the question. 


Sir W. EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) called attention to 
the reduction for the Garrison Artillery 


at the Mediterranean stations and 
especially at Malta. The right hon. 


(rentleman the Secretary of State for 
War had stated that the War Office had 
been acting in conjunction with the 
Admiralty in regard to that matter, 
and that the proposal had _ been 
approved by one of the most highly skilled 
military and naval Committees which 
had sat for some time. He did not wish 
to say anything against that description 
except that the members of the 
Committee would be surprised at the 


enormously important position given 
to them by the right hon. Gentle- 


man. He thought it was a flight 
of rhetoric to describe the Committee in 
that way. 


{18 Marcu 1907} 
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The description of the right , 
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hon. Gentleman in regard to Malta was, 
he thought, entirely misleading, because 


it would lead any impartial man to the 


conclusion that the great changes which 


} . . . 
he had indicated had been actually carried 


out. The Secretary for War, moreover, 
in answer to the hon. Member for Chorley, 
had stated that he could not say whether 
the military authorities at Malta had 
expressed approval of the reduction of the 
garrison, but the highest naval and 
military talent of the Empire had been 
employed, and to ask the opinion of a 
military officer in such a remote place 
would be like putting a problem in higher 
mathematics to an elementary school- 
master. Who were these officers? One 
was Sir Mansfield Clarke, formerly 
Quartermaster-General at the War Office, 
and the other officer principally concerned 
was Major-General Henry Barrow, of 
the Royal Garrison Artillery, one of the 
officers of the British Army with the 
longest experience of coast defence, and 
who was eminently qualified to give an 
opinion. The Minister for War had the 
reputation of being tactful and courteous 
in his dealing with officers of all ranks, 
but that reputation would probably suffer 
in the eves of the Army on account 
of the insult which the right hon. Gentle» 
man had put upon two distinguished 
officers. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Hatpane, Haddington) 
thought the speech of the hon. and 
gallant Member must have been heard 
with surprise by his leader. The Owen 
Committee, which he himself had de- 
scribed as one of the ablest Committees 
appointed for a long time, was constituted 
under the direction of the Defence Com- 
mittee, not in his time, but in the days 
when the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the City of London was Prime 
Minister. It was constituted for the 
consideration of a problem that was as 
much naval as military. Its Reports were 
not to be carried out until approved by 
the Defence Committee. In those cireum- 
stances he had ventured to say in the 
House that the joint approval of the 


Owen Committee and of the Defence 
Committee was almost the highest 


authority that could be found for any 
action. He repudiated in the strongest 
terms the idea that it was desirable 
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that the military and naval authorities 
should be controlled by local advice. 
He had the greatest respect for the dis- 
tinguished officers referred to by the hon. 
and gallant Member ; but the joint naval 
and military problem at stake was tos 
important for its decision to be controlled 
by local advice. In such a matter the 
authorities should be guided solely by the 
highest naval and military experts. He 
was sure the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
would appeal in vain to his leader for any 
countenance of the extraordinary doctrine 
he had lain down. Moreover, the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman did not seem to be 
aware that the Owen Committee had 
conducted its proceedings on the spot. 
The Committee proceeded to these places, 
examined them, and then reported. The 
present Government had been guided by 
the opinion of the Committee, and if any 
other course had been adopted it would 
have led to a deplorable state of things. 


Sir W. EVANS GORDON : I did not 
object to these officers not having been 
consulted. My objection was to the 
extraordinary expression the right hon. 
Gentleman used when he said _ their 
opinion would be worth no more than that 
of an elementary schoolmaster. 


Mr. HALDANE said he had the deepest 
respect for Sir Mansfield Clarke and for 
General Barrow; but on the question of 
defence—a question of the very highest 
importance—the people to be consulted 
were not the gentlemen on the spot, how- 
ever eminent, but those who had been 
chosen as representing the very highest 
naval and military talent. The right 
people to consult were the Defence 
Committee, the General Staff, and the 
highest military and naval opinion. 
If the Government had strayed away from 
that principle they might have gone back 
to the old method of taking the advice of 
Service Members in the House of Commons 
—a method which, he trusted, they had 
quitted for ever. The principles the 
Government had adopted were principles 
laid down in the time of the last Govern- 
ment. He was perfectly certain that our 
system of defence was far more efficient 
than ever it had been in the past. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
said he would not have intervened if the 


Mr. Haldane. 
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right hon. Gentleman had not pointedly 
referred to him in the course of his 
remarks. He could not help thinking 
that the right hon. Gentleman had quite 
misconceived the point of his hon. friend. 
His hon. and gallant friend was in hearty 
agreement with most of the views the 
right hon. Gentleman had expressed, but 
he objected to the unfortunate metaphor 
used a few nights ago, which reflected 
rather unfairly upon the character of two 
distinguished and gallant officers. The 
objection was not that the right hon. 
Gentleman did not consult those gallant 
officers, but that he did insult them. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Bath) said he desired 
to call attention to the Land Registry, 
and to the most unsatisfactory character 
of its operations. It occupied a building 
which had cost £265,000, and it had a 
staff of 240 officials whose remuneration 
amounted to nearly £50,000 a year. 
Several changes had been made in the 
operation of the system, and experience 
of it had been sufficiently long to justify 
a test cn the part of the Government 
as to whether it was simple,.secure, swift 
and economical. The Registration Act 
was passed in 1875, and nine years ago a 
further Act was passed to make com- 
pulsory the former enactment, whicli 
Lord Cairns had abandoned as unwork- 
able. There were no less than seventy- 
two forms and 371 rules, administered by 
about 200 officials. Each year the whole 
system became more and more complicated. 
There were four kinds of title—good, 
possessory, qualified, and absolute. They 
could have whichever of those titles they 
chose, but when they had made their 
choice they must pay their money. As 
regarded the test of swiftness, his case 
was that it led to intolerable delay. 
There were two processes—the ordinary 
method of conveyance as between vendor 
and purchaser, and the other process of 
registration in which was interposed this 
practice of Government registration, 
which was so great a source of delay. 
The representatives of building societies 
were strongly opposed to this objection- 
able system, andthe representatives of 
co-operative building societies had con- 
demned the system, while professional 
men in the provinces were aghast because 
of the delay. When, he would ask, had 
the interposition of a Government office 
ever facilitated the despatch of business ! 
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Then with regard to the question of 
security, his point was that there was no 
security as to title. It had been decided 
in the Court of Appeal, in the case 
of the Capital and Counties Bank v. 
Rhodes (in which the Lords Justices of 
Appeal had used strong expressions as 
to the intricacies of the system) that 
when a property had been registered, it 
was not necessary to go to the Registry 
again on subsequent transactions, thus 
showing, judicially, on what a rotten 
foundation the whole system stood. After 
all the expenses incurred, after all the 
protection claimed for registration, they 
found that the Lord Justices, after hearing 
the case said that the register was abso- 
lutely immaterial for the purpose of 
deciding who had the legal estate, which 
was the very basis on which the Act 
existed. Thus, it had been decided by 
the Court that it was unnecessary to go 
into the question as to the whereabouts 
of the legal estate. A Select Committee 
of the House of Commons had declared 
that the possessory certificate was “a 
useless additional expense to the ordinary 
conveyance.” The Registrar himself had 
said— | 
“The far better plan is to have it quite 
understood that the possessory certificate not 
only is not to be relied upon for anything prior 
to registration, but that it entirely ignores it, 
and that people must look outside for all 
encumbrances prior.” 
So that the system in regard to security 
had absolutely failed. Then, in conclusion, 
with regard to the question of economy. 
The additional charge was accompanied 
by complication, delay and insecurity ; 
there was absolutely no economy in con- 
nection with it; on the contrary, there 
was a gross and disgraceful expenditure 
of public money. In 1904-5, the expenses 
of the Registry exceeded the income by 
no less than £11,000. In nine years fines 
had been levied on London house and 
property owners to the amount of about 
£430,000. It was well known that by 
far the largest number of transactions 
were in small properties of £500 and 
less, and the small house and property 
owner was the most badly hit under the 
land Registry Act. Take a property 
bought at £400. Under the scale which | 
obtained apart from land registration, the 
cost amounted to £8, but now, under the 
operation of the Land Registry Act, it | 
was £11 6s., an increase of 41 per cent. | 
on such a small transfer as that. On a's 
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property of £200 it cost £6, and it was 
now £7 13s., an increase of 27 per cent ; 
on £90 the transfer was £3 10s., and now 
it was £4 6s. 6d., or an increase of 
24 per cent. The whole system was a 
glaring example of misapplied officialism. 
It had been declared to be experimental, 
yet all inquiry had been shirked. It had 
been condemned by bankers, bankers 
institutes, building societies, co-operative 
building societies, architects, engineers, 
and nearly all conveyancing experts ; and 
the time had now arrived when inquiry 
should be made into the whole question. 
This system was nothing short of a 
scandal and a gross example of how 
officialism, left to itself without proper 
inquiry into its operations, and without 
proper sanction, would most uselessly 
spend public money to the detriment of 
the public service. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


PROBATION OF OFFENDERS BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. HALDANE, in moving the Second 
Reading, said it was desirable that he 
should make some brief explanation of 
the Bill. He was not sanguine that the 
Committee stage would be shorter than 
usual, but fewer Amendments of substance 
had been introduced than was ordinarily 
the case. The first change merely acceler- 
ated the date on which the Act came into 
operation outside the United Kingdom. 
The second change was a verbal Amend- 
ment necessitated by what was done last 
year in the way of substituting detention 
for imprisonment. There were two 
further changes of more importance. 
The Government gave an undertaking 
last year to consider the schedule of food 


| provided to soldiers who were billeted. 


They found that the soldier who was 
billeted got one substantial meal, and he 
also got a breakfast of tea and bread 
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which was inadequate. The Govern- 
ment had added bacon. It was good, 
wholesome, substantial food and univer- 
sally popular. Moreover, they had cut 
down the pretentious magnitude of the 


middle meal, and added a supper. The 
result had been an increase of 3d. 
in the charge. Hitherto the soldier 


had been allowed two pints of beer, but 
now he was to be left with one, and he 


would be enabled to ask for the equivalent | 


of beer in mineral water. That was, how- 


ever, not quite so bad as it looked, | 
because over and. above this he would | 


have 3d. of his own with which, if so 
minded, he could obtain another pint of 
beer. That was all he had to say upon 
the schedule, and to his mind, though, 


to be sure, he was no authority upon 


such things, the soldier would be better 
offgthan before. Then he came to the 
last point of change in relation to field 
punishments. Upon that there had 
hitherto been difficulty. 
there was a very small class of un- 
deserving 
sion of some offence, contrived to get 
themselves arrested for trial by court- 
martial, and in consequence, having to 
be sent to the base, escaped the burden 
and the risks of war. The matter 
considered very carefully by a strong 
military committee, and it had been 
lecided that there should be trial in the 


men, who, by the commis- 


Was 


field, and that certain field punishments | 


should be awarded. Those punishments 


were very carefully guarded, so that no | 


punishment should be inflicted that 
caused injury to life or limb, and there 
would be no flogging or anything of that 
kind. There might be forfeiture of pay 
for limited periods, or it would be in the 
power of the Commander-in-Chief to 


declare any place in camp a prison or | 


detention barrack with 
which might include handcuffing, not 
to exceed two hours a day or for mor> 
than three days out of four. That would 
be a substitute for imprisonment, and it 
was the only way they could do it in the 
field. Ordinary field punishment would 
Mr. Haldane. 
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punishments, | 
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be deprivation of camp privileges, and 
generally the punishments would be such 
that would not be a relief to the skulker 
by his being sent to the base. Under 
those strict limitations the Government 
thought it right to introduce field punish 
ments. Last year they swept flogging 
out of the Statute Book altogether, and 
the Government felt in doing so they had 
acted upon the best advice and taken the 
safest and wisest course. That was all 
|he need say upon the Second Reading. 
The Committee stage would be put down 
for Wednesday, when, no doubt, there 
would be the usual lively and interesting 
discussion. He moved that the Bill 
be read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said there were a few 
questions which he should ike to put to 
his right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State for War. Of all subjects that could 
come before the House this one was the 
most difficult for them to deal with. It 
was impossible to understand what was 
now being proposed without readin: 
former Acts of Parliament and the Amend- 
ments which had been made to the King’s 
Regulations from time to time. He 
strongly appealed to the right hon. 
‘Gentleman to put an end to the scandal 
of legislating by reference in the Army 
Annual Bill. He hoped the matter would 

be looked into with a view to making 
the proposals more intelligible to the 


people who had to come under them. 
Certain suggestions were made last year 
with a view to mitigating some of the 
hardships. The Duke of Connaught, a3 
Inspector-General, had issued a Memo- 
randum which was very strongly in favour 
of the most advanced views on the suo- 
| ject of military law. He had recently put 
| a Question in the House to the Secretary 
‘for War upon the subject, and the reply 
‘he received was that the points raised by 
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nd the Inspector-General had been dealt | have the same powers as the governor of a 
ch vith partly under the provisions included | ™litary prison.” 
er in last year’s Army Annual Bill, and The Secretary of State had power 
er partly by amendments to the King’s to prescribe the duties of a governor 
nt Regulations promulgated by Army Order of a military prison, 4 and from 
h No. 36 of this year. The only allusion to | time to time such regulations had 
ng the subject in that Army Order was— ‘been issued, but he doubted whether 
nd anyone was thoroughly competent to 
| cimatu, excing, mitary pui state what those powers were. ‘That 
he been approved, and copies will be ienwed to all | WS the reason why he thought they 
all concerned.” should not agree to the proviso without 
1g. knowing what those powers were. There 
vn He mentioned that simply to show the were two points on which he wished 
‘re dificulty of understanding changes made to inquire. At the bottom of page 6 
ng inthis way. He appealed strongly to the it was provided by the Bill that the 
ill Secretary of State for War to put an end officer commanding-in-chief in the field, 
to the scandal of legislating in the Army | and any general officer he might appoint, 
Bill by reference. The more the right should exercise the powers which were 
od, hon. Gentleman wished to popularise the | given in the original Act to certain more 
nd Army the more necessary it was that the | easily-defined persons. They were the 
men should have some sort of idea of the | powers of reducing a non-commissioned 
system under which they served. He officer to the ranks. Those were powers 
er- wished to put certain definite questions) which it seemed natural should be 
ew tohisright hon. friend. His first question conferred, and he only raised the point 
to was in regard to the drafting Amendment | to inquire why they were conferred now, 
of on page 4, Clause 9, of the Bill, sub- | when it had not been thought necessary 
ild ction 2, which repealed Section 135a of to do so before. But the point on 
‘he the Army Act of last year. It was pro-| which he laid more stress was the 
It posed to repeal the whole section and_ provision that the powers of the Secre- 
vas to substitute for it the third schedule | tary of State should be exercisable by 
ing ff ofthe Bill. He would ask any hon. Mem- | officers commanding-in-chief in the field, 
nd- ver if he could understand the change. | as the last four lines of the proviso 


ws He was quite willing to accept the appeared to sweep away the whole of 
He J statement of his right hon. friend that it | the existing limitations on those powers. 


on. vas a mere drafting change, but he could| Those words at the top of page 6 
dal J wt suggest to the House that it was a| of the Bill were most startling. He 
my hafting change which made things would like to refer the House to Section 
uld Jsmpler or more easily understood. Sec- | 133 of the existing Act. That was a 
ing ftion 135a was very clear. If they section which had been referred to over 
te Jvere to pass the Bill in the form in| and over again in the House, and cer- 
m. fi vhich it now stood—that was a matter tain portions of it dated back to the 
eat for consideration in Committee—he and | great discussions which raged for four- 
the tis friends would be obliged to renew | teen days when the Army Annual Bill 


a’ [their appeal that the law should be codi- | was in Committee before 1880—dis- 
no- fied and put in an intelligible form. At cussions in which Mr. Parnell took a 
our filne 32 on’page 5 of the Bill now before | prominent part. That section gave power 
w)- [the House they would find the following to the Secretary of State to make, 
put — J ptoviso— alter, and repeal rules for the govern- 
MY | ment and regulation of military prisons. 


i“ Provided that a provost marshal and his | 


y | : : : 
pl ssistants shall, as respects any soldier in his or | It included among the things for which 


by J their custody and undergoing field punishment, | rules might be made the maintenance of 














587 
discipline among prisoners and punish- 
ment by personal correction. There 
used to occur the words “ not exceeding 
twenty-five lashes.” Only the words 
“personal correction” remained, but 
there was a proviso that— 


Ariny 


“Such rules shall not authorise corporal 
punishment to be inflicted for any offence, nor 
render imprisonment more seveie than it is 
under the law in force for the time being in any 
public, prison in England.” 

The new Sub-section 5 of the present 
Bill, however, provided that the limita- 
tions on the power of making rules as 
to the punishment of prisoners and sol- 
diers and as to the severity of imprison- 
ment should not apply. He imagined 
that that referred to the sub-section to 
which he had just called attention. If 
that was so, the effect of the repeal was 
startling, and must go infinitely beyond 
the intention of the Secretary of State. 


Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hors- 
ham) said he did not propose to offer any 
criticism of the Bill at that stage, but 
he wished to ask the Secretary of State 
to explain one point. The point to 
which he referred was the proposal in 
Clause 4 to insert in Section 43 of the 
Army Act after “to the prescribed 
general officer ” the following words— 

“ Or in the case of a soldier serving in India 
to such officer as the Commander-in-Chief of 
the forces in India with the approval of the 
Governor-General of India in Council may ap- 
point.” 

He did not know the reason for the 
addition of the words proposed. Although 
there might be good reasons; for the 
change, it seemed at first sight that 
it would be better for the soldier in 
India, or anywhere else, to know exactly 
to whom he was to apply in case of 
grievance. That was especially so in a 
climate like that of India, where people 
in all positions were apt to imagine 
that they were being badly treated and 
to become irritable. All those who sat 
on the Opposition side of the House 
who advocated that a fuller and better 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 
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breakfast should be given to the private 
soldier were grateful to the right hon. 
Gentleman for the concession now given ; 
but he wished to make the suggestion 
that for the words in the schedule 
** Four ounces of bacon,” there should 
be substituted ‘‘four ounces of meat,” 
having regard to the fact that soldiers 
of Jewish extraction would be unable 
to eat the bacon, it being repugnant to 
their religion. 


(Annual) Bill. 


Masgor SEELY 
cromby) said he was sorry to detain the 
House at that hour, but he felt that the 
real point to which his right hon. friend 
the Member for Forest of Dean had 
referred must have escaped the notice of 
the Secretary for War. He meant that 
part of the Amendment on page 6 dealing 
with the penai code. He agreed with 
his right hon. friend that the Amendment 
proposed made the penal code against a 
soldier far more severe than at present. 
For himself he believed that it would be 
far wiser for this country to follow the 
example of France, and to abolish courts- 
martial in times of peace, and to rely 
only on the civil code; but in any case 
the House should see to it that the Army 
Annual Act was not made more severe. 
He thought that the discipline of the 
Army depended more and more on the 


(Liverpool, Aber- 


morale of the troops and less and less on 
punishments. He protested against the 
theory that victory could be achieved 
by terrorism of the soldier either in peace 
or in war, and that was proved in 
the Russo - Japanese War. He sup- 
posed that this particular clause had 
been put in by inadvertence, or in 
order to meet a supposed inconvenience 
which might arise in time of war; but 
he thought it would do more than that. 
He had never heard of any man commit: 
ing a minor offence in order that he 
might be sent back to the base. He 
appealed to the Secretary for War to 
make some statement which would 
relieve the minds of some hon. Members, 
even if he could not go the whole length 
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of repealing the penal code in time of|an Act of this kind, they would 
realise the great importance of put- 
ting the Army Act in a_ really 
Lorp R. CECIL protested against simple form. He could recall one 

| occasion in his own personal experience 


the suggestion made by the hon. arager sshd h 
Member for Abercromby that the penal | se Py eee : aia — 
code was wanted in order to terrorise the | set ere papeaeanicns 


: 2 ; sary. 1 arg lunteer camp. 
soldiers to fight; it was only meant to ys , = large Vo te aia 
preserve discipline in time of war. | The paar ee ying An 

° -to- the Army Act was 
However, what he specially wanted to “P ses wie ee : we 
all attention to was that the Bill was °° obtainable. It not only was not 
all att as Z as : ‘ : P 
rally an extraordinary bad example of obtainable in the camp, which contained, 
Se a : ne as he thought, about four brigades of 
legislation by reference. It was legisla- _ ° ‘ : 
tion by reference carried to the point Volunteers, but it was not obtainable at 
a . . 
of absolute unintelligibility. It was im- the headquarters of the regimental dis 

“1y . . | trict, which were within reach, and where 
possible to form the slightest idea of 4 : 
hick thea olbdct of thé alterations in the * telegram was sent asking for the Army 

te t 7 4 ¢ fe b | ~ 
existing law would be, because from Act. In fact the court-martial had to 

' ‘ . -administer an Act which not a single 
Clause 4 to Clause 10, occupying three | : 

a : ne -, member of the court-martial had ever 
pages of the Bill, consisted entirely of ‘a his lif d whicl 

- , 3 . 10 2 a > ‘ 
legislation by reference. He quite recog- | Pe ee ek a, ee not 
§ . ‘obtainable for the use of the court- 
nised that it would be unreasonable for | . SPE: 

martial. He dared say it did not much 


the Secretary for War to re-cast the : 
or matter. If they had obtained the Act 
whole of the Army Annual Act every : j 
ae : : ~ | they would not have understood it, and 
year for the purpose of introducing a in Gee 4] : 

. > he did not suppose the prisoner or anyone 
few alterations; but the right hon. i m e asi, tia ee 
Vent] . 'else was any the wiser or any the worse 
Gentleman might follow the example | ‘slayer , : 

—* — ine: | for the fact that they had not the Act to 
set by his colleagues, the President of | aoe 
1 Qay know what was in it; but the fact re- 
the Local Government Board and the : ; ‘ 
: mained that the Act which was put in 
hon. Member for Somerset, who had 
ll aoa . _ | force year after year, by the House, and 
printed as a Parliamentary Paper a short er : ‘te ; 
‘ a which had to be administered, or might 
document setting out the effect of ee : : 
RE me ee. mn . | have to be administered by officers of the 
proposed lezislation on existing — legis- it : ’ : 
; . " auxiliary forces without any special legal 
lation. It could be quite easily done, aon 3 oe 
training—men who needed a simple, clear, 
concise Act to guide their judgment and 
, an Act which ought to be understood by 
the prisoner upon whom those officers 
Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) | were sitting in judgment—could not be 
desired to add a word about! obtained. He thought they were justified 
dealing drastically and effectively with in urging upon the right hon. Gentleman, 
theArmy Act. He thought thatif it was perhaps when he had carried out 
generally realised by hon. Members who his great scheme of setting up 
had or might have to carry out the a Territorial Army, that he should 
provisions of the Army Act, how! prepare a scheme of putting the Army 
| + be ° 
every officer of the auxiliary forces | Act on a really simple and intelligible 
might be called upon to interpret | basis. There was another point. Section 
. “ | . 
it, and to sit as a member of a court- | 7 of the Army Annual Bill, he thought, 
martial which had to administer it, and | would have a very curious effect. It 
if they realised the difficulty that evea | repealed Paragraph E. of Sub-section 2 
trained lawyers found in interpreting ' of Section 180 of the Army Act. That 


peace. 


because it must all have been worked 
out beforehand by the Department. 








5) 
Section 180 referred to the penalties 
which could be imposed upon officers of 
the Indian Staff Corps. It said— 

“ A court martial may sentence an officer of 
the Indian Staff Corps to forfeit all or any 
part of his Army or staff service, or all or any 
part of both.” 


He took it that by doing that they put 
the officers of the Indian Staff Corps on 
quite a different footing from any 
other officers, for officers under Section 44 
ofthe Army Act could be sentenced to 
forfeiture of senior pay, which, he took it, 
was much the same thing. Under this 
section, up to the passing of the Army 
Annual Bill, a similar sentence, though 
in rather different words, could be 
inflicted upon officers of the Indian 
Staff Corps. Now that was done away 
with. He could not think that it was 
the intention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to place the officers in India on a 
dizerent footing from officers in other 
parts of the Empire. There was one 
other point—that under Section 10 
of the Army Annual Bill, “ Paragraph 
1 (c) Provisos 6, 7, and 8 shall be re- 
pealed.” Provisos 6,7,and 8 referred to 
Section 44 of the existing Army Act, 
and there again there were matters 
which required some explanation from 
the right hon. Gentleman. Proviso 6 


appeared to be that— 

“The said summary punishment shall not be 
inflicted on a non-commissioned officer or on a 
reduced non-commissioned officer for any 
offence committed while holding the rank of 
a non-commissioned officer.” 

That was making the penal code harsher 
than in the past. He did not think that 
that was a thing the House would con- 
sent to without an explanation from the 
right hon. Gentleman. Proviso 7 was a 
definition of the offence of aggravated 
drunkenness. If they did away with 
that definition they would make more 
than one section and sub-section of the 


Mr. Courthope. 
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Army Act unintelligible where that 
offence was referred to. Proviso 8 
which they were supposed to repeal, dealt 
with the offence of disgraceful conduct, 
and said— 

“That for the purposes of this section dis. 

graceful conduct means any offence specified in 
Section 18 of this Act.” 
It appeared that they were to leave 
Section 18 in the Act but to repeal 
Proviso 8 of Clause 44, without which 
Section 18 was perfect nonsense. He 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
or his legal advisers would consider 
these matters and deal with them. In 
order to give the right hon. Gentleman 
an opportunity of replying to the points 
which had been raised, he begged to 
move that the Bill be read a second 
time that day six months. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 


Hoxton) said he desired to second the 
Motion of his hon. friend, not in any 
hostile spirit, but because he thought it 
had been shown from all parts of the 
House that hon. Members regarded it asa 
great departure that that Bill, which might 
be described as reference gone mad, 
should be brought forward on a Monday 
night when the print had only been circw- 
lated a few hours previously. He quite 
agreed that it was not the intention of 
the right hon. Gentleman to catch the 
House napping and to pass the Bill with- 
out the House being aware of its im 
portance. But the Secretary of State 
must know that the House could not 
master in a few hours all the details 
of so complicated a measure. Those 
Members who had seen the viciss- 
tudes through which Army Annual Bills 
had passed year after year were asked 
now to pass a Bill of far greater import- 
ance than any which had preceded it; 4 
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Bill giving larger powers to individuals | codified the law, because codification 


than had ever been conferred on any | took considerable time, but they had had 


officer or Secretary of State. 
so, he felt that some full opportunity 
must be given for discussing the subject. 
If the right hon. Gentleman could not 


| 
| 
| 


throw upon one of his colleagues the | 


duty of satisfying the House that the | 


Bill was not of the far-reaching character | 


that some thought, it would be better | 


the 
Army Annual 


for the country and Army to 


the Bill 
order that the House 


go without 
for a year in 
might know what the alterations were 
under which the rank and file 
perform their duties. 


second the Motion. 


Amendment proposed,— 


would | 
He begged to | 


| law. 


“To leave out the word * now,’ and at the 


end of the Question to add the words * upon | 


this day six months.’ ”—(.Mr. Courthope.) 


That being | the Act reprinted with the alterations 


shown in the Bill, and if hon. Members 
looked at the copies in the library they 
would find that it had been made pretty 
nearly as plain as if it had been subjected 
to the drastic treatment of the Statute 
He thought the time 


would come, and was probably near, 


Law Committee. 


when the whole of the Army Act would 


be recast. There were provisions in 
the Bill which gave rise to difficulties in 
the minds of persons reading the Bill the 


first time. 


Lorp R. CECIL said he did not ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to codify the 
He expressly asked him to follow 
the precedent of the Local Government 


| Board and to print a paper showing the 


Question proposed, “ That the word | 


“now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. HALDANE thought the House 
ought to be zealous of the liberty of 
the subject, and none the less because 
the subject was a soldier instead of a 
civilian. 
being without the Bill for twelve months 
he hardly thought the House would 


But as regards the country | 


agree with the hon. Gentleman oppo- | 


site. Having regard to considerations | 


which would arise, the Bill must be 
passed, 


The difficulty was as to time. | 


Of a necessity the Bill came late in | 


the 
soldiers 


session, because the number 


could not be included until 


of | 


Vote “A” both of the Army and of | 


He hoped, 


the Navy were obtained. 


however, to satisfy the House that the | 


Bill was far from a revolutionary Bill. | 


He sympathised with the noble Lord in | 


his desire for a plain Bill. 


They had not | 


eTect of the proposed alterations on the 
existing law. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would do that the House would know 


where it was. 


Mr. HALDANE said he promised to 
do that some days ago and the print 
was now in the Vote Office. 


Viscount TURNOUR pointed out that 
as there were clerical errors in the paper 
it was not of much value, because there 


were clerical errors in the amending 


| Bill they were now discussing. 


Mr. HALDANE: Not clerical errors. 
The Bill had been drawn up by one of 
the most eminent draftsmen of the day, 
and he was really technically right. 
When the hon. and gallant Member for 
Sussex drew attention to the alteration 
of Section 82 (e), in reference to the 
Indian Staff, he pointed out that it 
was repealed. The reason why it was 
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repealed was that the Indian Staff Corps, 
by amendments of the law, had been 
merged into the Indian Army, and there- 
fore there was no Indian Staff Corps. 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman could 
not know all the provisions of Indian 
legislation with regard to that, and 
consequently it was natural that he 
should find the provision a lit*le obscure, 
and a good many of the criticisms which 
had been made were based on that foot- 
were two or three other 
points had but 
they were mostly Committee points, 


ing. There 


which been raised, 
except a very serious one raised by his 
right hon. friend the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, in regard to part of 


Clause 10. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said that un- 
doubtedly the limitations were struck out 
which he had read, so that the exact 
meaning of the provisions as to personal 


correction was, of course, doubtful. 


Mr. HALDANE said last year Section 
9 of the Army Annual Act was passed, 


{COMMONS} 


of the House. 596; 
| Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) 
‘said the Paper to which his noble 


friend referred had not yet been printed, 
In view of the fact that the hon. Gentle- 
man had himself admitted that without 
the Paper they would really not know 
what they were doing, he hoped they 
assurance that it 


would have some 


would be presented to-morrow. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bucwanay, 
Perthshire, E.) said he had got his Paper 
on Friday morning amongst his Parlia- 


mentary Papers. 


heen to 


Mr. BOWLES : 
the Vote Office. 


I have just 


Viscount VALENTIA (Oxford) said 
the printed Paper in the*form of a book 
was an advance copy, and it could not be 
got until four that 
He knew that hon. Members could not 
get hold of that book, and it was not in 


o'clock afternoon. 


the library now. 


which enacted in explicit terms that the | 


rules made under Sub-section (2) of Section 
1 of the Army Annual Act, relating to 
military prisons, should not authorise 
the infliction of corporal punishment. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE 
that appeared to him to be among the 


limitations to which he had alluded. 


Mr. HALDANE said it was not 


( smmittee 


in- 
tended to be, but before the 
stage it would be scrutinised and put 


beyond doubt. What they had sought 


to do was simply to change the tribunal, | 


but the point with regard to flogging 
would be made quite distinct on the 
Committee stage. 


Mr. Haldane. 


Mr. HALDANE promised to make 


inquiry. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


said that. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and cemmittel 


‘for Wednesday. 


And, it being half-past Eleven of the 
| clock on Monday evening, Mr. SPEAKER 
adjourned the House, without Question 


| put, pursuant to the Standing Order.: 


Adjourned at Twelve o'clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Humber Conservancy Bill [u..]. Re- 
ported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


Manchester Ship Canal (Bridgewater 
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.Canal) Bill [#.1.]. Reported, with 
Amendments. 
Borax Consolidated Bill [H.L.]; West :n- | 


Mem 


he indicates revision by 


Speed 


= The King’s consent signified ; <n1 Bill 


commencement of 


at the 


isterisk (*) 


‘ 


5 day). 


+ Commons. 


super-Mare Grand Pier Bill [HL] ; 


(u.L.]; Devonport Corporation Bill {H.L. } ; 
Society of Apothecaries of London Bill 


H.L.]; Manchester Corporation Tram- 
ways Bill [u.1.]. Reported, with Amend- | 
ments. 


Tyne Improvement Bill [u.t.]. The 
King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported, 
with Amendments. 


Middlesbrough Corporation Bill [H.L.]. 


>: 


reported, with Amendments. 


Tees Conservancy Bill [H.L.]. The 
King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported, 
with Amendments. 


Oxford and District Tramways Bill 
H.L.]. Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. 


Medway Lower Navigation Bill [H.1]. 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 


Electric Supply Corporation Bill [1.1]. 
Presented (pursuant to leave given this 
Read 1*; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


ELECTRIC SUPPLY CORPORATION 
BILL [u.1.]. 
ELECTRIC SUPPLY CORPORATION 
(No. 2) BILL [u.1 ]. 

Tuk CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of ONsLow): My Lords, your 
Lordships will see on the Paper two 
Bills with the same title. One of them 
isa Bill affecting England and the other 





a Bill affecting Scotland only, and in 
accordance with the Standing Orders the 
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Scottish Bill had to be introduced in 
the first instance, under the Scottish 
procedure, as an Order in Scotland, but 
as it affectcd exactly the same subject as 
the Engli-h Bill it was thought better 
that the Order should be brought up 
to London and be made into a Bill. 
I consequently have to ask your Lord- 
ships to agree to the Bills not being 
further proceeded with, and to Standing 
Order No. 86 being dispensed with, and 
leave being given to the promoters of 
the Bills to present a consolidated Bill in 
lieu thereof. 


Moved, “ That the Bills ba not further 
proceeded with, that Standing Order No. 


Staveley Coal and Iron Company Bill | 86 be dispensed with, and that leave 


be given to the promoters of the said 
sills to present a consolidated Bill in 
lieu thereof.”—(The Earl of Onslow.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


BYRNE’S DIVORCE BILL [H.1.]. 
House in Committee (according to 
order). 


[The EArt of ONsLow in the Chair. } 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: My Lords, I 
do not rise with any intention of dis- 
cussing this Bill, but I should like to 
refer to the last clause as a matter for the 
consideration of the Lord Chancellor. 
The clause is found in every Divorce Bill 
and the effect of it is that the party who 
is incriminated and has been guilty of 
misconduct is forbidden to marry a 
particular person. I believe the clause is 
inserted in consequence of a Standing 
Order. 


THE EArt or ONSLOW: No, it is not 
a Standing Order. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: I had _ been 
informed that it was. At any rate, the 
clause .s invariably found in every Bill of 
this kind, and is as invariably struck out 
in the Committee stage. I think it is 
worthy: of consideration by the Lord 
Chancellor whether some _procedu'e 
might not be taken to end that incon- 
venient practice. 


Tuk LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
LOREBURN): My noble friend is quite 
right in saying that this clause is always 
put in and always struck out. I do not 

xX 
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lost in the mist of antiquity. It is 
obvious that the clause ought not to be 
inserted, and I now beg to move its 
omission. 


Amendment moved, “That the last 


clause be omitted.” —(7he Lord Chancellor.) | 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Bill reported, with an Amendment to 
the House. 


Electric Supply Corporation Bill [H.1.]. 
Ordered that all petitions presented with 
respect to the Electric Supply Corporation 
Bill [H.L.], and the Electric Supply Cor- 
poration (No. 2) Bill [H.L.], be deemed to 
have been presented in respect of the said 
Bill. 


Galwey’s Divoree Bill [H.L.]. Message 
from the Commons for copy of the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before this 
House, together with the proceedings and 
the documents deposited in the case: 
Ordered to be communicated, with a 
request that they may be returned. 


United Methodist Church Bill [H.1.] ; 
City of London (Union of Parishes) Bill 
{H.L.]. Reports from His Majesty’s 
Attorney-General received, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, E10. 


TREATY SERIES. 

No. 8. (1907). Agreement between 
the United Kingdom and France relative 
to the boundary between the Gold Coast 
and the French Soudan, 19th July, 1906. 


No. 10. (1907). International agree- 
ment respecting the unification of the 
pharmacopeial formulas for patent drugs ; 
signed at Brussels, 29th November, 
1906. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
General Report by the Chief Inspector 
of the Western Division of Scotland, for 
the year 1906. 


Memorandum on the teaching of 
English in Scottish primary Schools, 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


Lord Loreburn, 


{LORDS} 


know the reason for its insertion ; it is | 





ORDER IN DEBATE, 

*Lorp BURGHCLERE : My Lords, | 
rise to call attention to the Standing 
Orders of the House which relate to 
matters of Order in Debate ; and to move 
to resolve, “ That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire into the Standing 
Orders of the House which relate to 
Order in Debate, and to report what 
alterations, if any, are desirable in those 
Standing Orders.” The Motion which I 
now have the honour of submitting to 
your Lordships has been on the Notice 
Paper for some considerable time, and I 
regret that I was unable to move it 
during last session owing to the stress of 
business, and I further apologise to the 
House that owing to unforeseen circum- 
stances I was unable to bring it forward 
this session at the time appointed. 

I must confess that, speaking from this 
side of the House and as a Member of the 
Party to which I have had the honour to 
belong for a great many years, I approach 
at the present moment and in the present 
political juncture any question referring 
to the House of Lords with very consider- 
able diffidence. But I think it will be 
admitted that my Motion, though it may, 
no doubt, have many faults both in its 
purport and in its phraseology, at any 
rate does not err in the direction of being 
over-ambitious or revolutionary. It 
obviously has nothing whatever to do 
with those weighty considerations, the 
relations of the two Houses, which were 
referred to in the gracious Speech 
from the Throne; nor can it in any way 
soar to those constitutional heights to 
which I am glad to say my noble friend 
Lord Newton is going to ask your Lord- 
_ships to ascend in the month of May. I 
‘hope I shall have the advantage of the 
/support of my noble friend for this 
Motion on the present occasion. 


| The Motion standing in my name 
| pledges no one who votes for it to any re- 
form whatever. It merely pledges its sup- 
‘porters to set up a Committee which may 
examine and report with regard to those 
‘Standing Orders of your Lordships’ 
House which affect the question of order 
‘in debate. I have frequently heard is 
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ST. LUCIA. 


Amended prison rule and diet scales; 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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said since my Motion has been on the 
Notice Paper that I intended by it to 
cast some reflection upon the conduct of 
our debates during the Committee stage 
of the Education Bill last autumn, and to 
imply that some unnecessary disorder 
took place at that time. I say at once 
that nothing is further from my thoughts 
than to imply any censure on the conduct 
of those debates or of anyone who was 
responsible for their conduct. I certainly 
wish to reflect in no way upon my noble 
friend the Lord Chairman of Committees, 
or upon the three most distinguished 
Members of the House—the Leader of 
the House, the Leader of the Opposition, 
and the Lord Chancellor—who during 
my experience have generally interfered, 
and rightly interfered, on matters of 
order with a view to counselling your 
Lordships when difficulties arose ; and, 
least of all, if I may say so without 
presumption, do I wish to cast any 
reflection upon your Lordships as a body, 
for | must say I listened to those 
debates with the utmost admiration. 


When we consider that day after day 
ior an unprecedented period we were 
sitting here from half past four in the 
afternoon to nearly twelve o'clock at 
night ; when we remember that in this 
crowded assembly there must have been 
many noble Lords who, from the well- 
known acoustic properties of this House, 
were unable to hear the conversation at 
this Table, and that other noble Lords, 
from the difficulty and technicality of the 
subject as well as the multiplicity of the 
Amendments, must have found equal 
ditiiculty in understanding what was said, 
I venture to think this House at that 
time showed a spectacle of dignity and 
decorum which was a shining example to 
other and more popular assembles on 
similar occasions. At the same time 
it is perfectly true, that, during those 
arduous and protracted debates, the 
unprecedented length of our discussions, 
the unprecedented number of Peers 
present, and the unprecedented number 
of Amendments which were showered 
upon the Table, naturally focussed the 
attention of Members on the question 
whether it would not be possible to 
Improve, in some way, the ancient 
Standing Orders relating to order in 
debate. I think that that was a feeling 
which was not confined to any one quarter 
of the House, but was very nearly 
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general. I have said that I wish to cast 
no reflection upon the conduct of those 
debates nor upon those who were respon- 
sible. I may go further and say that 
since I have had the honour of a seat in 
your Lordships’ House, now more than 
twelve years, I have felt that on ordinary 
occasions and at ordinary times the mode 
of our procedure, I will not call it the 
free-and-easy mode, but the elasticity of 
our procedure, is sometimes extremely 
beneficial ; and I hope that if your Lord- 
ships consent to the setting up of a 
Committee to examine into our Rules ot 
Order the question of elasticity in a 
House consituted as this is will not be 
overlooked. 


in Debate. 


Having said that I may be asked, 
Why cannot you leave it alone? Why 
bring forward this Motion at all? I 
say at once that I base my reasons for 
asking your Lordships to grant an 
inquiry into this subject on the changed 
and changing conditions of the political 
atmosphere and the possibilities of this 
House ; on the increased attendance of 
Peers; on the increased length of our 
discussions ; on the increased numbers of 
Amendments that were moved last 
Autumn to our Bills, and this, no doubt, 
will happen in the case of other Bills 
brought forward; and on the increased 
numbers of speakers taking part in our 
debates. 


With regard to the increased number 
of Peers attending and the increased 
number of speeches, I think that is a 
subject upon which we may heartily 
congratulate ourselves, because the 
severest criticisms that I have ever heard 
passed on your Lordships’ House have 
generally been founded on the scantiness 
of our attendance and the shortness of 
our debates; and though, as a Party 
man, I may have sometimes last autumn 
regretted the overflowing battalions 
which rallied behind the noble Marquess 
the Leader of the Opposition to defeat 
measures which I thought were for the 
good of the country, yet as a member 
of this assembly I do think on the 
whole that as long as your Lordships’ 
House is constituted as it is, and as long 
as your Lordships have seats and voices 
and votes in it, it is far better that you 
should come and listen to and take part 
in the debates than flood the lobbies 
when divisions take place without having 
heard any of the arguments. 

X 2 
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As to the increased number of speakers 
and the increased output of oratory, that 
is a somewhat delicate subject which I 
shall not pursue at any length, except to 
say that if it be true, as I think it 
is, that there are an increased number of 
speakers in this House as compared with 
former times it is not peculiar to your Lord- 
ships’ Assembly, but is ratherdistinctive of 
the period in which we live. In old days 
the debates in both Houses of Parliament 
were left to two or three prominent 
members of one Party or the other, who 
represented the feel.ngs of their followers ; 
but in these days that has entirely 
changed, and, owing to the increased 
interest taken in these matters and the 
greater gift of oratory possessed generally, 
there are very few Members of either 
House who are not able to deliver a long 
and elaborate speech. 


I know your Lordships do not 
care for statistics, but I should like 
to be allowed to justify what I have 
said with regard to the increased 
number of Peers attending our debates 
and the increased interest 
taken in the legislation submitted to 
this House. I could take any number 
of Bills during the last fifty years, but 
I prefer to take the three important 
Education Bills because they are some- 
what germane. I will take the Educa- 
tion Bills of 1870, 1902, and 1906. The 
Education Bill of 1870 was, I need not 
remind vour Lordships, a very important 
measure. It was what is called, in 
political slang, an epoch-making measure ; 
and, in addition, the sectarian question, 
which, unfortunately, seems always bound 
up with our elementary schools, was very 
much to the front. Yet the Committee 
stage of that Bill only occupied one day 
in your Lordships’ House. The Report 
stage also took one day, and there was 
only one division. In 1902 the Com- 
mittee stage of the Education Bill lasted 
three days, and the Report stage one 
day, and there were nine divisions. 
Then we come to the Bill of last year. 
On that occasion we were in Committee 
sixteen full days, commencing at 4.30 p.m. 
and sitting, with one exception, till 
11 p.m. and later. We discussed the 
sill two days on Report, making eighteen 
days in all, and there were eighteen 
divisions. I think these statistics amply 
justify my contention that the House is 
taking—most rightly taking—an_in- 

Lord Burghelere. 


{LORDS} 


which is | 


creased and increasing interest in the 
affairs of the country. 


Then I come to the number of Peerg 
attending. In 1870 the largest number 
of Peers voting was 125; in 1902 the 
number rose to 207; but in 1906 the 
largest number of Peers voting was 312, 
It may be said, of course, that the 
| Education Bill of last year was a very 
| exceptional measure, that it was an 
| isolated instance of general interest, and 
‘that such circumstances would never 
| oceur again. Does anyone here suppose 
for an instant that during the next four 
or five years, or it may be more than 
'four or five years, other measures will 
|not be submitted to your Lordships of 
equal or of surpassing importance, and 
that your Lordships will not find it to 
be necessary to devote an equal, if not 
a greater, amount of criticism, industry, 
and eloquence to those measures in 
the future than were devoted to the 
Education Bill of last autumn? If that 
be so, and I think he would he a very 
| bold man who would say that my con- 
| tention is not a right one, surely it is 
wise for your Lordships to set up a 
Committee at the present moment to 
inquire whether the Rules of Procedure 
‘could not be improved rather than wait 
till some more inopportune moment 
when you are under an even greater 
glare of criticism than now. 








There are plenty of precedents for 
this Committee. I will not weary your 
Lordships by referring to more than the 
| last one, which was appointed in 188, 
| and presided over by Lord Cadogan, who 
| was then Lord Privy Seal in the Con- 
servative Government of the day. That 
Committee was certainly a precedent for 
the Committee I am now asking your 
Lordships to appoint, and as it was a 
| precedent for its constitution I hope it 
will also be a precedent for its outcome, 
for from that Committee came one of 
the most useful and businesslike bodies 
that I have ever had the honour of 
sitting in—I refer to the Standing Com- 
mittee of your Lordships’ House, to 
which are automatically referred all mea- 
sures which have passed the Second 
Reading stage. I shall not presume to 
say exactly what the improvement in 
your Rules ought to be. It may be that 
after inquiry by this Committee your 
Lordships may find that it is difficult or 
impossible to make any alteration at all. 
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But there are one or two difficulties 
which occur to me, and which I think 
ought to be mentioned in order to make 
goo | my case. 

There is, of course, one vital question 
—the question of order. In your Lord- 
ships House, as in all public assemblies 
originally, the question of order rests 
with the House as a body—that is to 
siy, if it is necessary to determine 
whether a matter is in order or not, 
whether a Member is in order or not, it is 
for the House as a whole to determine 
that question. That was the case with 
all legislative assemblies originally, but 
it was found convenient in all those 
cases, in order to facilitate the progress 
of business, that the House should dele- 
gate to one person chosen by themselves 
the power which they themselves as a 
boly possessed. As your Lordships 
know, in this House, when points of 
order arise, the inconvenience is some- 
times great. It is necessary, if there is a 
dispute as to whether a certain matter is 
in order, and if it is pushed to a vote, 
that we should adopt the cumbrous and 
inconvenient process of going into the 
lobbies to determine the point. 

So also with regard to the question of 
order of speakers. Everyone in this 
House naturally has a right to address 
his fellow Peers; but two noble Lords 


may rise at the same time, and the only . 


way in which it can be determined 
whether one speaker or the other is to 
have the ear of the assembly, supposing 
it is disputed, is, as I have said, by the 
cumbrous process of dividing. Some of 
yow Lordships must remember the his- 
toric occasion when that took place, and 
when at this Table there arose the late 
Lord Granville and the late Lord Cairns. 
They were both anxious to speak at the 
same time, and it was not until noble 
Lords had divided that the question of 
who should have precedence was decided. 
That system has its disadvantages, and 
might very well be rectified. 


Then it may be said that, although the 
Lord Chancellor and the Lord Chairman 
have neither of them more right to inter- 
fere in questions of order than the most 
junior baron of your Lordships’ House, 
they might take upon themselves to exer- 
cise a greater freedom with regard to im- 
posing order on the assembly, and that in 
doing so they would receive the support 
of the majority of your Lordships’ House. 
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Several noble Lords say “ Hear, hear!” 
I venture to think that if any of your 
Lordships who say ‘“ Hear, hear” were 
Chairmen yourselves that is the last thing 
you would do, and I will tell you why. 
The Chairman being, as he is, a most 
prominent Member of your assembly, 
would naturally be more scrupulous 
than any private Member not to overstep 
in the slightest degree that limited amount 
of order invested in him, and therefore I 
venture to think that if noble Lords who 
say “ Hear, hear” wish the Chairman to 
possess that power they must delegate it 
to him officially and by vote of the House. 


Then it has been said that if you give 
the Lord Chairman these added powers 
you must also give them to the Lord 
Chancellor, otherwise it would be said 
that you were putting that high and 
dignified official in a position lower than 
the Lord Chairman. I agree that there 
is a great deal to be said in that direction. 
I also think that, when we take into 
consideration that my noble and learned 
friend the Lord Chancellor, who is, as 
your Lordships remember, constituted 
the Speaker of this House, has a great 
deal more to do than the Speaker of the 
other House; when we remember that 
the Lord Chancellor may possibly spend 
his mornings in the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council, sometimes in the 
Court of Appeal, sometimes in presiding 
over the judicial business of this House, 
and then has to sit on the Woolsack 
during extended discussions on important 
Bills, it will be agreed that the House is 
imposing upon him duties almost too 
much for any one man to bear. There 
are such officials as Deputy-Speakers. 
You might give the Lord Chancellor the 
same powers as you give the Chairman of 
Committees, but you might also appoint 
a Deputy-Speaker and give to the Deputy- 
Speaker the same powers as he is given 
in other assemblies. That would enable 
the Lord Chancellor, when unable to be 
present, to have a deputy with full 
powers in this matter. 


The question of Deputy-Speakers might 
well be entered into. At the present 
moment there are, | think, five Members 
of your Lordships’ House who have a 
right to sit upon the Woolsack. There 
is the Lord Chancellor and the Chairman 
of Committees, who are, I believe ap- 
| pointed by Royal Commission. There are, 
‘in addition, by custom, the ex-Lord 
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Chancellor and the two Whips of the 
great Parties—in the present case Lord 
Waldegrave and Lord  Ribblesdale. 
Those five noble Peers are the only 
Members of your Lordships’ House who 
have a right to sit upon the Woolsack, 
but if the Chairman of Committees, who 
is senior to the other noble Lords, is 
present in the House, the other noble 
Lords are unable to sit upon the Woolsack. 
Therefore, in the absence of the Lord 
Chancellor it has come about that the 
Chairman of Committees has been stand- 
ing at this Table reporting the decision of 
a Committee of the House to an empty 
Woolsack, and then, stepping quickly 
over the floor and taking a seat upon the 
Woolsack, he has himself received his 
own Report—a process which must 
remind your Lordships more of a 
celebrated character in comic opera than 
the staid procedure of your Lordships’ 
House. I think that such a question as 
this, for instance, might well receive the 
attention of the Committee which I hope 
your Lordships will agree to constitute. 


It may be that the Committee may 
find it inconvenient, perhaps impossible, to 
alter the Regulations at all; but if, as I 
thoroughly anticipate, they find they are 
able to combine elasticity with efficiency, 
then I think they will have done some- 
thing to further the dignity and the 
authority of your Lordships’ House. 
Before sitting down I will ask your 
Lordships to allow me to put myself 
entirely out of order, as an example of 
that elasticity in our Rules to which I 
have referred. I wish to allude to the 


next Question which stands in my name | 


on the Paper— 

“To ask the Lord Privy Seal whether he 
can now state what course His Majesty’s 
Government propose to adopt with regard to 
the question of Peers who have sat and voted 
without taking the oath.” 

I hope your Lordships will allow me 
to allude to this notice before I sit down, 
because I think it will be for the con- 
venience of the House that I should do 
so. Ido not think it is necessary for me 
in any way to go into the circumstances 
which occurred last autumn. 


THE Eart orf CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I rise to order. I believe it is for 
the general advantage, not only of this 
asseinbly, but of all assemblies, that we 
should discuss only one thing at a time. 
I remember during the debates on the 


Lord Burghelere. 
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elicited such a large amount of admiration 
from my noble friend, that on one 
occasion a Member of the Episcopal 
Bench, after having delivered a very long 
speech, thought it would be a very good 
thing if he were then to proceed and 
enter upon an Amendment of his own, 
That led to considerable confusion, and 
at last he was called to order. I think 
when my noble friend is so anxious to 
preserve order he should not be the 
person to propose to depart from it, and 
therefore I beg to move—— 


*Lorp BURGHCLERE: If the noble 
Earl had allowed me to proceed he would 
have found that it would have been for 
the convenience of the House that I should 
state what I had to say. But, as he takes 
exception, I certainly bow to such a 
champion of order as my noble friend. 


Moved, “ That a Select Committee he 
appointed to inquire into the Standing 
Orders of the House which relate to 
Order in debate, and to Report what 
alterations, if any, are desivable in those 
Standing Orders.”— (Lord Burghelere.) 


*THE Eart oF ONSLOW : My Lords, 
the noble Lord who has just sat down has 
made several references to the position of 
the Chairman of Committees of your 
Lordships’ House, and therefore perhaps 
I may be allowed to make a few observa- 
tions upon the speech which the noble 
Lord has delivered. Not that I want in 
any way to oppose the appointment of 
the Committee which he suggests, though 
I confess lam somewhat at a loss to know 
what that Committee will report. I do 


' not think that I can be accused of being a 


crusted Tory, who-believes that “all that 
is is best,” but I certainly feel proud 
of the dignity and gentlemanlike manner 
in which the business of this House 18 
conducted upon almost every occasion. 
I think it was Lord Campbell who said 
that this House, though believed to be 
the most august Assembly in the world, 
was perhaps the most disorderly. The 
fact that that had never been discovered 
up to the speech of my noble friend, | 
think speaks well for the manner In 
which—— 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: I beg my 
noble friend’s pardon. I specially 









08: 
ve: 


ne 
pal 
ng 
od 
nd 
vn. 
ind 
ink 


the 


nd 


ble 
ald 
for 
uld 
kes 
ee 


he 
ing 
to 
hat 
Ose 


ds, 
has 
1 of 
our 
aps 


ble 
in 


ugh 
10W 
do 
a 
hat 
oud 
ner 
a is 
ion. 
said 
_ be 
rid, 
The 
red 
d, I 


in 


ny 
ally 





609 Order 


guarded myself frem saying that I 
thought the House had been disorderly. 


*THE Eart or ONSLOW : I said that 
what Lord Campbell had stated had 
never been discovered by anybody. 
How is the business of your Lordship’s | 
House conducted? It is conducted in 
accordance with a general sense of what 
is proper by the Members of the House. 
If anyone rises and makes a_ speech | 
which, in the opinion of any Member, is 
out of order, that Member calls attention 
to the fact, and in nine cases out of ten 
—one example happened only a moment 
ago—the noble Lord who has been | 
addressing the House resumes his seat at | 
once. If that does not happen it is| 
possible that a debate might arise, but | 
that debate, in my experience at any 
rate, is usually confined to the leaders on | 
both sides of the House. Both of them, 
probably, agree that the matter is one | 
which is not entirely in order, where- 
upon the noble Lord, however much he 
may, in his own opinion, believe that 
what he has been doing has been in 
accordance with order, gives way. 





Now, what is the remedy my noble 
friend proposes that the Committee should | 
take into consideration? It is, as I 
understand him, that powers should be 
given to whoever presides over the 
Assembly to call noble Lords to order | 
something in the same way as is done by 
the Speaker of the House of Commons, 
and by the Chairman of Ways and Means 
in that House. But I should like to 
point out to my noble friend, and I hope 
the Committee, if it is appointed, will 
consider it, that by Standing Order 
No. 19 the House has declared that the 
Lord Chancellor is not to adjourn the 
House or to do anything else as the 
mouth of the House “ without the consent 
of the Lords first had, except the ordi- 
nary thing about Bills ”—whatever that 
may mean—‘“ wherein the Lords may 
likewise overrule.” Therefore the Lord 
Chancellor has in every case to put any- 
thing which he may wish to submit to the 
House on a point of Order to the Ques- 
tion. He has not, like the Speaker of 
the House of Commons, to make any 
pronouncement from the Woolsack, but 
if he wishes to speak to anything in 
particular he has to go to his own place 
as a Peer. That Standing Order was 
designed, I imagine, after careful fore- 
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thought and in view of the fact that the 
Lord Chancellor is not appointed by this 
House but is a nominee of the Crown. 
Although when I am in the Chair I 
occupy a position to which I have been 
elected by your Lordships, when I sit on 


| the Woolsack, in the absence of the Lord 


Chancellor, I sit there by virtue of a 
Royal Commission which is issued at the 
beginning of every Parliament to the 
effect that the Lord Chancellor shall be 
the Speaker of the House of Lords, and 
that in his absence the Deputy Speaker 
shall be myself by name, not as Chairman 
of Committees. 


I think your Lordships will be very 
doubtful as to whether you should lightly 
interfere with that which has been the 
settled practice of this House for many 
years. This is a matter which is not 
new. It has been brought forward on 
It was brought 
forward by the late Lord Salisbury in 
1868 and negatived. It was recom- 
mended again in a debate in this 
House and was again negatived, 
and in 1888 it was formally moved 
in the Committee and resolved in the 
negative. I should be very much sur- 
prised, therefore, if your Lordships 
should see fit to take a different view 
from that which has been taken in the 
past. There are several reasons why 
that practice should not be interfered 
with. To begin with, the Lord Chan- 
cellor is a member of the Govern. 
ment. He may not even be a Peer. 
There have been occasions when the 
Lord Chancellor has sat on the Wool- 
sack before his patent had been made out ; 
and both he and I, as Chairman of 
Committees, exercise our right to vote and 
speak in this House in a manner totally 
different and distinct from that of the 
Speaker and the Chairman of Ways and 
Means in the House of Commons. I 
should be very sorry indeed if I were 
prevented from addressing your Lordships 
when I might wish to do so in debate, and 
I hope, therefore, that nothing will be done 
to alter the position of the Chairman of 
Committees. 


Whenever any noble Lord has appealed 
to me—and some appeals were made 
during the progress of the education 
debate—I have always been most anxious 
and willing to give any expression of 
opinion and assistance in my power. 
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My noble friend himself on one occa- 
sion, when Lord Ridley had an 
Amendment on the Paper to which he was 
speaking, appealed to me to know what 
we were discussing, and I| said that the 
House was discussing a question which I 
thought your Lordships had already 
determined, upon which Lord Ridley 
immediately sat down. During the whole 
of the thirty-three years I have had the 
honour of being a Member of your Lord 
ships’ House, the last three of them in the 
Chair of your Lordships’ Committees, I 


have recollection of but two or three eases | 


where an act that could seriously be called 
disorderly has taken place which was not 
immediately apologised for by the noble 
Lord concerned. 


I remember one occasion when a noble | 


Lord of somewhat eccentric habits was 


addressing the House and was called to | 


order. He said— 

“T may not, my Lords, be your equal in 
debate, but Iam the equal of any one of you 
in my shirt sleeves.” 

That was not an orderly remark. I 
remember that another noble Lord from 
Scotland was anxious to address the 
House on the subject of the Deceased 
Wife’s Sister Bill, but he missed his 
train and did not arrive till next day, when 
your Lordships were discussing the 
question of opening museums on Sunday. 
Yet he got off his speech on the Deceased 
Wife’s Sister Bill all the same. Then 
there was the occasion to which my 
noble friend has already alluded, when 
there was an unfortunate conflict between 
Lord Granville and Lord Beaconsfield. 
I recollect quite well that after the death 
of Lord Beaconsfield Lord Granville 
expressed to the House his great regret 
that he stood between the House and 
Lord Beaconsfield, because he sub- 
sequently learned that Lord Beaconsfield 
had taken adrug which made it necessary 
for him either to address the House at 
that moment or not at all. Therefore, I 


may say that this House has invariably | 


been guided in matters of this kind by 
personal courtesy. Only last session the 
noble Marquess who leads the House and 
who is unfortunately unable to be present 
to-night, rose to address the House at 
the same time as a Peer behind him 
whom he did not see, and some of my 
noble friends behind me cried ‘ Divide.” 
Lord Ripon said he thought he had a 
right to address your Lordships as 


The Earl of On low. 
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Leader of the House, and next day there 
was a meeting of some of my noble friends 
behind me, and they begged me to write 
a letter to Lord Ripon to explain to him 
that the ery “ Divide” was not intended 
for him, for whom they all had the 
greatest admiration and respect, but for 
another noble Lord who had risen at the 
same time and whom he had not noticed. 


As I said at the commencement of my 
remarks, I am not quite sure what is 
going to be the work of this Committee. 
Che reference to it is confined entirely 
to questions of order in debate, and how 
far that may be regarded as covering the 
general business of the House I do not 
know. I daresay my noble friend did 
not make his reference wider because on 
previous occasions, notably in 188s, 
doubt arose whether a reference of this 
kind might not be held in some way to 
cover a reference in the nature of some- 
thing dealing with the constitution of 
this House. We all know that Lord 
Newton has a Bill which will come on for 
consideration after Easter, and we should 
deprecate that that matter should be in 
any way prejudged or considered by any 
tribunal other than that of the House as 
a whole. But there are, I am willing to 
admit, some difficult points which arise 
and which I find in the position to which 
your Lordships have done me the honour 
to appoint me, more particularly the 
method of putting the (Question. I 
should be very glad indeed if that could 
be taken into consideration. 


As your Lordships are well aware, it is 
the rule of this House that when a 
question is put and the numbers are 
equal semper presumitur pro negante. In 
the whole House it seldom happens that 
the numbers are equal, but in Joint 
Committees—and Joint Committees are 
becoming every year more common—the 
numbers are not infrequently found to be 
equal and everything depends upon the 
way in which the Question is put. For 
instance, if the Motion were to put the 
word “not” before the word “ex- 
pedient ” and the numbers were equal, 
the word “not” would not be put in; 
but if, on the other hand, the Motion 
'were to omit the word “expedient” for 
‘the purpose of inserting ‘inexpedient,” 
‘the word “inexpedient” would not be 
/put in, and the clause would read 
‘nonsense. I am not putting an hypo- 
thetical case, but a case that has 
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happened on more than one occasion. | Reading, in addition to the Committee 


My noble friend Lord Balfour of, 
Burleigh will recollect a very important | 
measure, the London Water Board Bill. | 
One question was intentionally put in 
such a way that the decision of the | 
Committee was quite different from | 
what it would have been if it had been | 
put the other way. So well is that 


as a Court of Appeal the Question is 
not put, “ That this House do affirm the 
de-ision of the Court below,” but “ That 
the decision of the Court below be 
reversed”; so that if the numbers on 
either side are equal the decision of the 
Coit below is not reversed, but, of 
course, affirmed. I 


temporary advantage in making a Motion 
in such a manner that the decision in 
cas: of equality was not to leave matters 
in stutu quo. 


Then there is the question of the way 


do not think it is) 
right that it should depend on the | ; 
os ° . | ve ays 

ingenuity of the mover who might see a | — 


in which Amendments appear on the, 


Table of your Lordships’ House. 


During | 


the Education Bill debates they were | 


marshalled every day, but upon ordinary | 


occasions they are not so marshalled, 
and I was much surprised to find that 
it was not the practice here to furnish 
the Chairman of Committees with a Bill 


| 


interleaved and marked with the places | 
| I think every Member of this House has 


where the Amendment came in, though 
when I had, in consequence of the 
regrettable absence of the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack, to take 
his place when the Bill came up on 
R-port, I found that his Purse Bearer 
furnished him with a copy of the Bill 
interleaved, with the places where the 
Amendments came in marked. I hope 
that for the future that will be the 
recognised practice of the House. 


Then I think great inconvenience has 
arisen from the fact that Amendments 
are put down at a very late stage. I 
noticed during the progress of the Educa- 
tion Bill that on several occasions noble 
Lords were not furnished with copies of 
the Amendments. I quite agree that 
it would be impossible to make any rule 
that Amendments should be deposited 
by a certain time, and it would be 
impossible to say that Amendments might 
not be moved at any moment; but I do. 
think, seeing that there are other oppor- 
tunities, such as Report and Third 


Stage, it would be well if no Amend- 
ments were considered at the Committee 
Stage unless they had been circulated 


with the Votes at least on the morning 


when the Bill came under the considera- 
tion of your Lordships’ House. 


So far as I am personally concerned 


known that when your Lordships sit | I cannot say that I have any complaint 


to make as to the order which your 
Lordships observe in debate. It is quite 
true that some Second Reading speeches 
are occasionally made in Committee, but 
you cannot prevent people who are 
deeply interested in a matter which they 
look upon as absolutely vital sometimes 
going a little further than the Amendment 
and raising questions that are more 
I think that was very marked 
during the discussions on the Educa- 
t'on Bill, and, if I may ba permitted to 
say so, I think principally from the right 
rey. Bench; but we all recognised that 
right rev. Prelates felt very strongly about 
that Bill and we were glad to give them 
the advantage of that elasticity which 
my noble friend who raised this question 
to-day welcomes in our debates. It was 
once said of an ancestor of mine—I am a 
descendant of three Speakers--by Mr. 
3urke in the House of Commons— 

* [ have not the honour, as the hon. Gentle- 
man has, of being born with order running 
th ough my veins.” 


order running through his veins, and 
that every noble Lord endeavours to 
observe decency and order in debate. I 
think that the manner in which our 
debates have been conducted, notwith- 
standing the absence of any rules or of 
Chairman or Speaker to call noble Lords 
to order, is worthy of the great traditions 
of this House. It may be, as the French 
General said of the charge of Balaclava, 
that it is not war, but it is magnificent. 


*THE MARQUEsS OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I note that the inquiry which 
is suggested by Lord Burghclere is 
regarded at any rate without disfavour 
by His Majesty’s Government, and I do 
not think that we are called upon to 
raise any objection to it. At the same 
time I am bound to say that I do not 
think that the case made by the noble 
Lord who moved the Motion now before 
us was a very strong or a very convincing 
one. He made it clear to us that he had 
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no complaint to make of the manner in 
which the House has conducted its 
business, notably through the trying 
session of last autumn. Indeed, I think 
he went so far as to say that the manner 
in which our business was conducted on 
the whole commended itself very much 
to his judgment. Nor again was he very 
distinct as to the alterations which he 
himself had in view. 


But, my Lords, while I take note of 
those points, I am bound to admit that 
these Standing Orders, with which per- 
haps some of us are not as familiar as 
we might be, are a good many of them 
of a somewhat archaic description. I do 
not say that by way of reproach, because 
I think some of the most ancient of them 
are those we may still regard with most 
admiration. Some of them, perhaps, 
are not quite enough borne in mind. 
How many of us, for example, are careful 
to observe that admirable Order, which is 
numbered twenty-four, in which it is 
laid down that if any Lord has occasion 
to speak with another Lord while the 
House is sitting they are to repair to 
the Princes Chamber and, in particular, 
that they are not to converse in the 
space behind the Woolsack, or else the 


Lord Speaker is to call them to order, | 


and, if necessary, to stop the business 
in agitation. It has been my duty to 
attend your debates pretty constantly, 
and I am afraid I must admit that I 
have very often seen that sacred space 
occupied by Peers who were more 
bent upon attending to the particular 
business they had in agitation than to 
the business before the House at the 
moment. But no doubt there may be 
minor points covering our procedure 
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| 


perience, always been accepted without 
any demur. There may, no doubt, be 
one or two historical episodes, such ag 
that which has been referred to to-night 
when Lord Granville and Lord Beacons. 
field rose together; but these really 
are exceptions which tend to prove the 


rule. On the whole, however, I rise 
without any idea of opposing the 
Motion. I am very glad that the 


noble mover has limited its terms. It 
is, I understand, restricted to the particu- 
lar Orders which govern our procedure 
in debate—the Orders, namely, which 
are numbered from nineteen to thirty-six. 
If the Committee is so restricted I think 
it can certainly do no harm, and it may 
‘be of some use in dealing with those 
points of detail to which reference has 
been made in the course of the discussion. 





| *Tue LORD PRESIDENT or tHe 
| COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): My 
| Lords, I think we must all agree that my 
noble friend who introduced this subject 
made a very interesting speech, and I 
must thank him for having postponed the 
consideration of the question from last 
session, when our time was so fully taken 
up and when we could not possibly have 
| given it the consideration it deserves. 
At the same time I regret very greatly 
that my noble friend who leads the 
House, whose experience is so unrivalled, 
is not here, because I have no doubt he 
would have been able to say something 
very much to the point on this question. 


As my noble friend stated, this is by 
| no means a new matter. The House has 
| been very often exercised before on this 
| question of order. There have been a 

There was a very con- 


| number of cases. 


which require reconsideration in view of | siderable discussion in 1869 which arose, 
the fact, and it is a fact, that the number | if I remember aright, out of the rather 
of Peers who take part in our debates | heated debates that took place on the 
tends to increase and that the speeches | Irish Church Bill of that year. Then 





tend to increase in length. 


I am bound to say, as a result of a 
somewhat long experience of this House, 
that I have never myself known a case 
in which the House was not grateful for 
the guidance offered to it either by the 
noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack 
or by the noble Lord who sits at the 
Table. Whenever we have found our- 
selves in a position of any difficulty or 
embarrassment, a word of advice from 
either of those quarters has, in my ex- 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


| there was the well-known Committee in 
| 1888, over which Lord Cadogan preside] ; 
and I hope I may be permitted also to 
| express regret at Lord Cadogan’s absence 
and the reason for that absence. The 
proposal, I understand, which is favoured 
by my noble friend is that some definite 
| powers in the direction of keeping crder 
‘in your Lordships’ House should be 
entrusted to the noble and learned Lord 
|on the Woolsack and also to the Lord 
| Chairman of Committees. That is 4 

proposal which has often been made, but 
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it is one to which so far the House has | the other hand, the speaker is an opponent, 


never seen fit to agree. 


It was proposed, I think, in 1869 by 
Lord Stanhope, but he limited the powers 
of the Lord Chancellor to the general 
maintenance of order in the House and 
did not suggest that the noble and 
learned Lord should be allowed to 
call on particular speakers; for the 
obvious reason that it would place 
the Lord Chancellor in an extremely 
invidious position as a Party man, a 
member of the Government, if he 
had to call on particular speakers. In 
the course of the later debate Lord 
Granville also strongly opposed that 
change; and I notice that in the Com- 
mittee Lord Cowper proposed _ that 
the Lord Chancellor should — have 
these powers, but the proposal was 
negatived without any great degree of 
discussion. Some of your Lordships 
may remember a little occurrence of, I 
think, three years ago, when there was 
a slight misunderstanding between my 
noble friend Lord Ripon, who was then 


sitting on the Front Bench opposite, and | 


the noble and learned Lord who then sat 
on the Woolsack. 
cellor stated, with perfect truth, that he 
had the same right, neither more nor 
less, as any other Lord to call attention 
to any breach of order, and Lord Hals- 
bury added— 

“Unless the Lord Chancellor took notice of a 
breach, nobody else would.” 

That, I think, was perhaps a little over- 
stating the case, because, as a matter 
of fact, ever since I have been in the 
House there always has existed what I 


may call a breed of watch-dogs on the | 


look-out for breaches of order, of whom 
I think my noble friend Lord Camper- 
down may now be considered to be the 
principal representative ; and if, as I think 
likely, it is found exceedingly difficult 
to entrust any formal powers either to 
the Lord Chancellor or the Lord Chair- 
man, I hope that that breed will be encour- 
aged in every possible way; for this 
reason, for one thing, that the Front 
Benches are not able to help very 
much in this matter. When the noble 
Lord whose speech transgresses the 
rule of order is on the same side of 
polities, the Minister or the occu- 
pant of the Front Opposition Bench is 
naturally unwilling to quench the enthu- 
siasm of a friend and supporter. If, on 








The then Lord Chan- | 





he is equally unwilling to interfere, 
because he is afraid that his interference 
may b: set dowa rather to a dread of 
the cogency of the arguments which are 
being addressed to the House than to. 
the prolixity or want of relevance of the: 
speaker. And that lea's me to say 
that, so far as my recollection of the 
House goes, our debates are distinctly 
less disputatious than they were when 
I first came here. But I have noticed— 
and I do not confine my observations to 
the Education Bill of last year—a very 
marked increase in the habit of irrelevant 
speaking during the last few years. [am 
not prepared to give any reason for what 
appears to me to be an incontestable fact, 
and if the effect of the appointment of 
this Committee is to encourage noble 
Lords in all parts of the House to rise in 
their places and draw attention to the 
very frequent cases, particularly in Com- 
mittee, where a speech has very little 
reference to the actual subject-matter of 
the Amendment, I must say I think that 
great good will be done. 


The noble Earl the Lord Chairman 
mentioned in particular the education de- 
bates of last year. I am very far indeed 
from joining in all such criticisms as were 
made, either in or out of the House, of 
the conduct of business during that dis- 
cussion. On the other hand, there was, 
as the noble Ear! has said, a considerable 
degree of irrelevance, and I think it is not 
overstating the case to say that one day, 
and possibly two days, of the Committee 
stage might have been spared to us if 
noble Lords in all parts of the House, not 
excluding, like the noble Earl, the right 
rev. Bench, had confined themselves to 
the actual matter under discussion. AsI 
say, I do not look forward with any great 
degree of confidence to any marked change 
being recommended by the Committee in 
the practice of your Lordships’ House. 
As a matter of fact, I quite agree with 
what the noble Marquess said just now. 
I believe that any intervention on the 
part either of the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack, or of the Lord Chair- 
man when the House is sitting in Com- 
mittee, would be welcomed by the House 
asawhole. They have, as Lord Halsbury 
said, the same rights as other Members of 
the House, and there is no reason why 
they should not exercise those rights 
oftener. 
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When I first came to the House Lord | 
Redesdale was Chairman of Committees, 
and he kept us in very severe order | 
indeed. I remember many years ago, 
when I was sitting on this Bench as a 
Member of the Household in charge 
of a Department, having an extremely 
bad ten minutes with the noble 
Lord over some point on which he 
thought I had transgressed ; and conse- 
quently, if the only effect of the appoint- 
ment of this Committee was, by the 
expression of a strong opinion, really 
to strengthen the hands of the Lord 
Chairman, because it is in Committee 
that the difficulty most arises, I should 
be in favour of its appointment. 


3ut, in addition, there are two other 
matters which were mentioned by my 
noble friend Lord Onslow. He men- 
tioned the obscurity which attached to 
the putting of the Question. He men- 
tioned the case of the Water Board Com 
mittee. I was on that Committee, and I 
think my noble friend Lord Balfour, who 
acted as he technically had a perfect 
right to do, went through some searchings | 
of heart before he put the Question in the 
form he did, in which form it had to be put 
if his view as to what was necessary as 
a Member of the Committee and of the 
Government of the day was to prevail. 
Consequently we do not oppose the 
appointment of this Committee, and 
although I cannot profess myself sanguine 
of any large practical result as regards 
serious changes in the form in which 
order is maintained, I think real good 
may come of it in a general discussion of 
the matter, and, as I say, by strengthen- 
ing the hands of those who, from their 
position and experience, may be regarded, 
if not as official guardians of order, as its 
unofficial guardians. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, may I say one word in regard to 
the position I hold? I have no right at’ 
all to speak on questions of order, having , 
been so short a time in this House ; but 
I can speak in regard to the office I 
hold. I do most earnestly hope that 
nothing will be done to impose on the | 
Keeper of the Great Seal the duty either | 
of maintaining order in the House or | 


of calling a particular Member of 
the House in debate. There is no/| 


analogy between the position of ad 


Lord Chancellor and that of the 
The Earl of Crewe. 
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Speaker of the House of Commons. The 
Speaker in another place is a popularly 
elected official, chosen by the whole of 
the Members, and is debarred from taking 
any part in debate. He is looked up to 
as an absolutely impartial official. He 
forsakes Party when he enters the Chair, 
and is practically precluded even from 
addressing a political meeting in the 
country. The anomalies of the Lord 
Chancellor’s position are sufficient already. 
There is no greater anomaly than the 
fact that he is called upon to sit judicially 
and at the same time to discharge Party 
duties as a Member of the Cabinet. 
There are many other anomalies. | hope, 
therefore, that to the existing anomalies 
will not be added the extremely anoma- 
lous duties of endeavouring to maintain 
order in the House and of showing in the 
slightest degree any preference to one 
Member of it over another with regard 
to speaking. I am quite sure that the 
Lord Chancellor ought to be kept clear of 


| that. 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and 
ordered accordingly. 


PEERS AND THE OATH. 

Lorp BURGHCLERE, who had given 
notice—‘*To ask the Lord Privy Seal 
whether he can now state what course 
His Majesty’s Government propose to 
adopt with regard to the question of 
Peers who have sat and voted without 
taking the oath,” said: My Lords, I will 
now resume the sentence in which I was 
interrupted by my noble friend Lord 
Camperdown. Your Lordships will re- 
member the occasion last session when 
certain noble Lords voted without having 
taken the oath and the consequent 
debate that arose. The reason why I 
have put this Question on the Paper 
is that I would venture to suggest to 


| His Majesty’s Government that it might 


be wise to refer this matter also to the 
Committee just appointed. I beg to put 
the Question. 


*THe EarL OFCREWE: My Lords, I 
can reply in a very few words to my noble 
friend’s Question. Your Lordships will 
remember the circumstances under which 
last year certain noble Lords inadvert- 
ently, and greatly to their personal regret, 
transgressed the important rule that they 
should not sit without taking the oath. 
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I think we all feel that it would he 
desirable that some inquiry should be 
made into the penalties which now exist 
for this infraction of the law. ‘There is 
something not very dignified in nominally 
inflicting a very large pecuniary fine 
which is never exacted. I think it must 
be generally felt at the present day that 
the infliction of a money penalty is not 
the proper sort of punishment for such 
an offence, and obviously if the penalties 
are never exacted the effect is not likely 
to be exceedingly deterrent. Whether 
it would be possible or desirable to inflict 
any other form of disability on noble 
Lords who commit this breach of the 
law is another matter, and one upon 
which I should not wish now to express 
any opinion ; but as this Committee has 
been set up and must naturally be a 
Committee of very considerable authority, 
and as it has to deal with questions of 
order in your Lordships’ House, it cer- 
tainly would be a reasonable thing to 
refer this question to it also. Therefore, 
the Government will offer no opposition 
ii the noble Lord submits a Motion to 
refer this Question to the same Com- 
mittee. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: As it would 
he out of order to-day to move an 
Amendment to a Motion already agreed 
to, | will give notice of a Motion for 
another day to extend the reference. 


BRITISH INDIANS AND THE COLONIES. 

*Lornp AMPTHILL: My Lords, I rise 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he will insist on a full 
discussion at the approaching Imperial 
Conference of the question of the dis- 
abilities of British Indians and_ their 
future treatment in the Colonies, as a 
matter of the highest importance to the 
unity of the Empire. 


The noble Earl to whom my Question 
is directed has been good enough to hold 
some private communication with me on 
the subject, and I am sorry to say that 
he regards it as indiscreet of me to put 
this Question. Ifhe had thought so very 
seriously, it would have been open to the 
noble Earl to have asked me to withdraw 
the Question, but this he has not done. I 
need hardly say that if, with the full 
weight of his authority, he had made 
such a request to me, I should have felt 
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hboand to remove the Question from the 
Paper. I must therefore feel that my 
indiscretion has not been more serious 
than that of which every questioner is 
guilty in the eyes of the Minister who 
has to reply to his Question. It has 
occurred to me that possibly my indiscre- 
tion may lie in the form of the Question, 
and that the words “insist on” may seem 
aggressive or hostile in some way. If 
that is the case, I would very gladly ask 
the noble Earl to allow me to substitute 
the word “ensure” or the words “ take 
steps to ensure,’ which would express 
my meaning even hetter than the 
words as they stand on the Paper. 


A Question similar to this has already 
been asked in another place, and the 
reply which was given by the Secretary 
of State for India was that the subject 
had not been placed on the Agenda 
of the Imperial Conference, but that, 
should opportunity offer and time 
permit, Mr. Morley proposed to invite 
the Conference to consider it. I 
think those who are acquainted with 
official phraseology will agree with 
me that that Answer means nothing at 
all. I think your Lordships will also 
agree that that is not the way in which 
to treat a question of immense importance 
to the Empire—a question which, as a 
matter of fact, vitally affects our national 
honour, and concerning which millions 
of our fellow countrymen feel keen 
resentment and indignation. It is om 
that account that I have put the Question 
on the Paper, as [ wish to give the nob‘e 
Earl the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies an opportunity of giving an 
Answer which will be more satisfactory 
to our fellow citizens in India. 


But in order to do so it is necessary 
to state—but I shall be as brief as pos- 
sible in doing so—what exactly is 
at stake. I shall confine myself mainly 
to the disabilities of our Indian fellow 
subjects in South Africa, where the 
grievance is at present most serious 
and most keenly felt. Inthe Australian 
Colonies the attitude of our kinsmen is 
not what we should like to see, but it is 
the fact that no disability so humiliating 
as those which exist in South Africa is 
imposed on resident British Indians, 
The treatment of British Indians by the 
South African Republic was regarded as 
one of the main justifications for the late 
war. It was the subject of many 








623 British Indians 


important statements by 
Ministers at the time, but I need not 
do more than quote one of them. 
noble Marquess who leads the Opposition 
in your Lordships’ House, speaking at 
Sheffield in 1899, said— 


“A considerable number of the Queen’s 
Indian subjects are to be found in the Trans- 
vaal, and among the many misdeeds of the 
South African Republic I do not know that 


any fills me with more indignation than its | 


treatment of these Indians. What do you 
imagine will be the effect produced in India 
when these poor people return to their own 
country to report to their friends that the 
Government of the Empress, so mighty and so 


irresistible in India, is powerless to secure | 


redress at the hands of a small South African 
State?” 


It was naturally 
regarded, indeed, as a 


supposed, it was 
foregone 


conclusion, that on the termination of | 
legislation 
But what | 


the war this restrictive 
would be abrogated at once. 
is the case? The actual case is that the 
position of British Indians in South 


Africa is more intolerable now than it | 


was under the Government of President 
Kruger. Well might our Indian fellow- 
subjects there say that the Boers may 


have chastised them with whips, but | 
that under the British Government they 


are chastised with scorpions. I will 
briefly state what the difference is. 
Under the South African Republic 


British Indians could, as a matter of fact, 
if not actually by right, trade in any part 
of the Transvaal with a licence. 


to apply for exemption. Now, under the 
British flag, every Indian must live and 
trade exclusively in bazaars, with the 
exception of those who held licences to 
trade in town before the war, or who by 
virtue of education are able to obtain certi- 
ficates of exemption from the local govern- 
ment ; but these certificates at the present 
time are largely nominal and inoperative. 


There are, besides these, many other 
humiliating restrictions on which I will 
not dwell; but, in brief, the fact is that 
the Boer law, which we regarded as so 
unjust and severe, was not in practice 
enforced, mainly owing to the interven- 
tion of the British Government, while the 
law which now prevails is more severe 
than that of South African Republic, and, 
what is worse, it is strictly enforced. 
This is an indignity and humiliation 
which is felt and keenly resented, not 


Lord Ampthill. 
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responsible | 


The | 


They | 
could live in any part of the country | 
without molestation and without having | 
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only by those whom it directly affects, 
but by every Indian to whom it is a 
matter of common knowledge, and the 
number of these latter is increasing daily 
and toa very remarkable degree. They 
regard it as a breach of faith, a violation 
of those solemn promises which they 
have been accustomed to receive from 
the mouths of our statesmen or in the 
most solemn declarations of the Sovereign 
of the Empire. ; 


It is a matter of the highest importance 
to the cause of Imperial unity that this 
grievance should be removed, and in 
considering the matter it is as well to 
remember one or two leading facts in 
regard to the Indian Empire. The 
grievance to which I am alluding affects 
the whole of the people of India—that 
is to say, three-fourths of the whole 
population of the Empire ; it affects the 
people of a dominion of which the trade 
is more important than that of any other 
two nations of the Empire put together ; 
it affects that part of the Empire which 
must be described as the strategic 
pivot on which the whole defence and 
security of the Empire depends, and, 
what is more, the only . part of His 
Majesty’s Dominions except the United 
Kingdom that pays a full share for the 
defence of the Empire as a whole. I 
think it is absolutely necessary in view of 
these facts-—facts which I have not hesi- 
tated to repeat, although they may seem 
mere platitudes, because of their enor- 
mous importance—that the people of 
India should be kept contented. That is 
_an obligation which arises not only from 
| our material interests, but also from those 
/ high moral duties which devolve upon 
| this country and its Government. 


| 


There is at the present time unrest and 
discontent in India. The greater part 
'of that discontent is due to political 
| aspirations which we ourselves have 
encouraged in our fellow-citizens in India, 
| but part of it, and by no means a 
| negligible part, is due to the treatment of 
| British Indians in the Colonies. I am not 
| one of those who regard this unrest in 
| India with any serious anxiety. In the 
| body politic, just as in the corporeal body, 
, unrest and ill health are often the neces- 
| sary preludes to growth and development. 
Illness, as is well known, will often carry 
off some permanent weakness and disa- 
_ bility, and so all political sores and 
. eruptions, ugly though they look on the 
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surface, may be the means of carrying 
off morbid influences which are not so 
apparent. But irritation must be allayed 
before any new regime is prescribed. 
We know that the Secretary of State 
for India is contemplating political innova- 
tions. I am glad of it; I shall welcome 
those innovations provided they do not 
ignore the existence of a large section, 
or large sections, of the peoples in India 
who do not desire a rapid extension of 
Western methods. But the point I wish 
tomake is that no political concessions 
will act as a remedy for discontent 
unless they are administered with 
sympathy—real sympathy, human sym- 
pathy, the sympathy which springs from 
knowledge of the feelings of the ag- 
grieved and from recognition of their 
human rights, not the professional sym- 
pathy of politicians who administer a 
legislative remedy according to recog- 
nised rule and practice, just as a 
physician administers a drug. That 
sympathy must show itself in acts which 
cost effort and sacrifice, not in such as 
can be made as easily as a charitable 
dole. There is, in my opinion, no way 
in which that sympathy can better be 
shown than in the redress of the 
grievances under which British Indians 
suffer in the Colonies, and particularly in 
South Africa. Here the effort is to per- 
suade our Colonial brethen to see our point 
oi view—the point of view which we 
mist necessarily hold as the paramount 
power in the Empire, the nation on which 
devolves, takes the hegemony of the 
Empire and which has to control the 
unity and harmony of the Empire as a 
whole. The sacrifice is to run the 
risk of incurring the displeasure of our 
colonial brethen. But if there should 
be displeasure at any representations 
which we might make, I do not for 
a moment believe it would be lasting. I 
believe that the colonists would respect 
us for courageously and freely expressing 
our views on a subject like this, andjinsist- 
ing that they should be considered and 
met with due respect by all the other 
nations of the Empire. 


Let me make it clear that I am not in 
the slightest degree imputing blame to 
His Majesty’s present Government. It 
is, of course, obvious that they found the 
present state of affairs existing when 
they came into office ; but what I do say 
13 that His Majesty’s Government will 





be held blameworthy by a large pro- 
portion of the citizens of the Empire if 
they do not make a big effort to redress 
those grievances and to succeed where 
their predecessors unfortunately failed. 
I noticed with satisfaction and pleasure 
that in the new Constitution for the 
Transvaal they reserve powers which were 
obviously intended for this purpose. I 
hope and trust they will not hesitate to 
use that power. 


No man, my Lords, has ever had a 
better chance of remedying this evil than 
the noble Earl the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, and I venture to think 
that no man has ever had a clearer 
duty than he has in this matter. 
The noble Earl has been Viceroy of India 
and he is now Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. He has come from India with 
a knowledge of the feelings and the 
wishes of Indians to the Colonists, with 
whose wishes and sentiments he is now 
equally acquainted. He seems to me, 
therefore, to be a mediator, one might 
almost say providentially appointed, to 
effect reconciliation between our fellow- 
citizens in India and our brethren in the 
Colonies. The sympathies of the noble 
Earl in this matter are no secret. I hope 
he will have the courage to act up to his 
opinions, and that good fortune will aid 
his endeavours. The noble Earl will, I 
daresay, tell me that this subject has not 
been placed on the Agenda for the 
Imperial Conference, but I cannot see 
why, when the Premiers of the Colonies 
are assembled, he should not say to them 
that this isa question which has not been 
placed on the programme for the Con- 
ference, because that programme has 
been drawn up mainly with reference to 
their own wishes, but it is a question of 
the highest importance to the Government 
of this country who have to regulate the 
relations between the different parts of 
the Empire, and to preserve the unity 
and harmony of the whole; and, there- 
fore, he must ask them to be so good as 
to listen to the views held by His 
Majesty’s Government on behalf of this 
country, and, if they will, to express their 
own. I donot see how it can be doubted 
that the repre:entatives of the Colonies 
would most readily and willingly lend 
themselves to such an appeal. 


An Agenda is not a sacrosanct docu- 
ment ; it is not a portion of Holy Writ 
which cannot be altered; it is not even 
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an Education Bill: and I personally for 
the life of me cannot see why even at the 
last moment some alteration in deference 
to the views of the paramount power in 
the Empire should not be made in the 
settled programme of the Conference. 
The noble Earl knows, I am sure, that it 
is not in any factious spirit that I ask this 
question. I think he will admit that I 
have some right to speak on behalf of the 
people of India, and some right to expect, 
on their behalf, a clear and unequivocal 
answer. I feel confident that he will give 
me something rather better than a merely 
official reply. An official reply is, of 
necessity, guarded and evasive. Officials 
who frame these replies, and I have had 
some experience in the matter, have not 
the right to say “Yes” or “No,” or to 
say that this or that will or will not be 
done. But it is the highest privilege, as 
well as the duty, of the statesman to say 
“Yes” or “No” when great issues are 
concerned, and nothing will persuade me 
that this present issue is not one of the 
most important and the highest in the 
whole field of Imperial statesmanship. I 
therefore hope and trust that the noble 
Ear] will be able to give a clear “ Yes” 
in answer to my Question. 


*THeE SECRETARY of STATE For 
THE COLONIES (The Earl of Etaiy) : 
My Lords, the noble Lord has only done 
me justice in saying that this question 
appeals to me from my previous connec- 
tion with the Empire of India. I became 
acquainted then with the sober, peaceful, 
and industrious character of the Indian 
people, and my experience also gave me 
an opportunity of knowing their patience 
under the stress of suffering, and their 
readiness to welcome management, if it be 
only sympathetic. I might go further 
and say that | am well aware that there 
must be somewhere in the records of the 
Departments here despatches inmy name 
drawing attention to the very point with 
which the noble Lord has dealt. It was my 
duty to expostulate with regard to the 
treatment of British Indians in South 
Africa during my Viceroyalty. I have noth- 
ing to withdraw from the opinions which 
I then expressed. It appears to me that 


British Indians, if they are to be admitted | 
the position of the British Indians in 


into the Colonies, ought to be well 
treated there ; and it would be desirable 
that those native gentlemen whom we 
have known in India, and with whom 
we have associated and sat on councils in 


Lord Ampthill, 


{LORDS} 





India, should be able, if possible, to take 
a welcome share in the life of the 
countries to which they go. 


But, my Lords, of course we have to 
consider the opinions of the self-governing 
Colonies in regard to this matter. The 
noble Lord said in the course of his 
speech that the particular part of the 
world to which he sought to draw atten- 
tion was South Africa, and he spoke 
specially of the Transvaal and of the 
Boer rule. I would remind him that the 
law that existed there was criticised by 
the noble Marquess at the time of the 
war; and when the war ceased, it was 
within the option of the Government 
then established, and of Lord Milner in 
particular, to alter that law. It was 
not altered. I am not going now to 
argue whether that was right or wrong ; 
but it does not lie with the noble Lord to 
make any imputation against the Govern- 
ment which I represent in this matter 
further than can be made against the 
Government that preceded us and the 
High Commissioner in charge at the 
time. 


*Lorp AMPTHILL : I most specially 
guarded myself against doing so. 


*THe Ear oF ELGIN : I quite admit 
that. I would just say a word about a pro- 
posal for an alteration of the Ordinance 
which came up not long ago. There was 
such a proposal, and it was represented by 
a deputation of British Indians that it 
would aggravate their position. It is 
quite true that the effect of what has 
taken place since British rule was 
established in the Transvaal has heen to 
make more effective the provisions which 
existed, but which were not so strictly 
enforced during the Boer rule. As to 
the new Ordinance, I felt it my duty to 
object to certain details, and these could 
not be brought into operation before the 
institution of responsible government. 
Therefore from that fact alone the 
Ordinance was bound to fail. But I 
acted in this way with great regret, 
because I believe that it was the desire 
of the High Commissioner, in bringing 
forward this Ordinance, to do all that he 
could to amend rather than to harden 


the Transvaal. I am aware that they 
did not take that view themselves, and 
I think that in some ways their appre- 
hensions were exaggerated. But I must 
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testify that the sole desire of Lord 
Selborne was to make the arrangement 
as fair as he possibly could, holding the 
line between the view of the Indians and 
of the Colonists. 


The noble Lord said that he thought I 
took the view that this Question was 
inopportune. I do think so. There are 
two words in the Question which are 
remarkable. The noble Lord mentioned 
one—the word “insist.” There is 
another In his notice he speaks of an 
“Imperial Conference.” That must be 
an inteliigent anticipation of the future, 
because at present we are dealing with 
the Colonial Conference. With regard 
to the word “insist,” I think that that 
gives an impression which is rather 
hostile to any Conference at all. You 


{19 Marcu 1907} 





“invite” people to confer with you; you | 


do not “ insist.” 
have if not by agreement, and how is it 
to be brought about ? 


Iam not quite sure whether the noble 
Lord defined what he wanted us to do ; 
but I gather from the way in which he 
spoke of my duty in laying down the 


What settlement can we | 


and the Colonies. 630 


saine time amply protecting the Colonies from 
the invasion of any class to whom they could 
justly object.” 
But it is not only in the Conference that 
this expression of opinion as regards 
just consideration for the Colonies has 
been made. I find that Lord Curzon in 
March, 1905, speaking in the Viceroy’s 
Council at Calcutta, stated that— 
‘Colonies possessing, or likely before long 
to possess, rights of self-government cannot be 
dictated to in such matters; and the feeling 
that exists among them is undoubtedly very 
strong that it seems to be our duty to do 
nothing to inflame that feeling, but to lose no 
opportunity of pleading the cause of those 
whose natural protectors we are.” 
That is the position which I think His 
Majesty’s Government ought also to 
assume, 


The noble Lord is not satisfied with 
the reply which was given by my right 


| hon. friend the Secretary of State for 


view of the Government that he would | 


go as far as to say that if provisions of 


this kind were to find their way into a | 


law passed by a Colonial Government in 
future it would be the duty of the 
Secretary of State to advise His Majesty 
torefuse assent to it. That course 
would be a very serious matter indeed, 
and I point out to the noble Lord that I 
think it is contrary to the precedent of 


what has taken place on former occasions. | 


This subject was not mentioned at all in 
the Conference of 1902, but it was 
mentioned in the Conference of 1897. 
Mr. Chamberlain then made an eloquent 


reference to the position of British 
Indians, but he also stated that— 
“His Majesty’s Government thoroughly 


appreciate the objects and needs of the 
Colonies in dealing with this matter. We 
quite sympathise with the determination of 
the white inhabitants of Colonies which are 
in comparatively close proximity to millions 
of Asiaties that there should not be an influx 
of people alien to their civilsation and customs, 
Whose introduction would interfere with the 
legitimate rights of the existing labouring 
population ” 


The right hon. Gentleman went on to 
describe the arrangements made in Natal, 
and added— 

“T hope to be able to arrange a form of 


words which will avoid hurting the feelings of 
any of His Majesty’s subjects while at the 
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| will not be considered. 


India in another place. He pointed out 
that the reason why other subjects took 
first place in their consideration was that 
they were brought forward by a majority 
of the Governments taking part in the Con- 
ference. I think that is a good reason. 
But I do not think the noble Lord need 
assume from this fact that, should oppor- 
tunity offer and time permit, the matter 
I hope that 
among the engagements of the Confer- 
ence there may be an opportunity for it 
to give attention to some subjects which 
do not appear in the formal agenda list. 
Atany rate your Lordships will remember 


| that not all the Colonies are equally in- 





terested in this question, and no doubt 
there will be subordinate Conferences— 
if I may use the expression—where, in 
some form or other, | hope there will te 
opportunity provided to discuss with our 
friends from across the seas the matter 
to which attention has been drawn by the 
noble Lord. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, my noble friend expressed a 
hope that he would not receive a too 
official Answer to his Question, and he 
told your Lordships that the answers to 
such questions as his were generally 
guarded and evasive. I do not think the 
Answer to which we have listened can 
properly be described as an_ evasive 
Answer, because the noble Earl dealt very 
very fully and fairly with the question. 
That the noble Earl should reply in 
guarded terms is not in the least 


Y 
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surprising, for the question we are dis- 
cussing is certainly one of the most 
difficult and delicate which any Govern- 
ment has lately had to consider. We 
have to try and steer a course between 
two conflicting currents of public opinion. 
On the one hand, there is a strong 
feeling—in which I share—of concern 
that the Indian subjects of His Majesty 
should receive in one of our Colonies 
treatment which can be described as 
humiliating to them, or as tending to 
deprive them of the advantages and 
rights they had been led to expect would 
be theirs when they settled in that part of 
our dominions, My noble friend was good 
enough to quote a speech I delivered in 
(899, and in which I devoted some atten- 
ton to this subject. 
about it now as I did then, and I am not 
at all surprised that these feelings should 
be entertained by my noble friend. 


On the other hand, we have to take 
into consideration the fact, and it is an 
undoubted fact, that throughout these 
Colonies there is a very strong feeling that 
the indiscriminate influx of Asiatics or of 
any persons of alien race should not be 
permitted. How strong that feeling is 
must be apparent to anyone who will 
take the trouble to read the Papers which 
have been laid on the Table of the House. 
Let anyone look at such a document as 
Sir Arthur Lawley’s despatch, in which 
he enlarges with some minuteness on 
that aspect of the case. 

Now, the action of the late Government 
was animated by a desire to hold the 
balance as evenly as possible between 
these two sets of conflicting considera- 
tions ; and I think that anyone who will 
take the trouble to read the long and 
closely-reasoned despatch of Mr. Lyttelton 
contained in the Blue-book of 1904 will 
think that we were at any rate not un- 
successful in endeavouring to give due 
weight to each side of the argument. 
In that despatch there is laid down the 
necessity of distinguishing between the 
treatment accorded to Asiatics entering 
these self-governing Colonies for the first 
time, and those Asiatics who have 
acquired a domicile in the Colonies and 
have settled down and developed their 
business. Then there is the further dis- 
tinction which is to be made between 
that part of the resident Asiatic popula- 
tion which may be described as a superior 
class of people, educated men who 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


I feel as strongly | 
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have business premises, and the more 
numerous class who herd together in the 
bazaars, and for whose sake, if not for the 
sake of the community which surround 
them, it is necessary to take special pre- 
cautions to prevent them from being a 
danger to the other residents in the 
Colony. All these aspects of the case 
are fully dealt with in the despatch; 
and it is to that document I would refer 
anyone who desires to know what the 
| policy of the late Government was. 

| My noble friend makes a specific sug- 
gestion that this question should be 
|referred to the Colonial Conference. 
That is a suggestion which I think must 
| be left to be acted upon or not to be 
acted upon as His Majesty’s Government 








|may upon reflection consider best. | 
_admit that there are some reasons which 
'make me doubt whether it would be, on 
ithe whole, desirable that this question 
should be officially laid before the Con- 
ference. I understand that no representa- 
tive of India is likely to take part in these 
proceedings. 





THe Eart or ELGIN: India will be 
represented by the Secretary of State. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
| But there is no one who comes to this 
| country with special and intimate know- 
ledge of the particular class of immigrants 
| we are discussing this evening. I heard 
| with satisfaction the noble Earl’s state- 
| ment that, although the question might 
/not be officially laid before the Confer- 
jence, he did not think it impossible 
that advantage would be taken of the 
presence of the Colonial representatives 
in order to discuss it at what I think 
he called subsidiary Conferences. I think 
that it is a more hopeful course than 
official reference to the full Conference. 


The matter is a very delicate one; 
feeling runs high about it ; and if we are 
to overcome the deep-rooted antipathies 
and objections which exist in the public 
mind in the Colonies, it can only be done 
by endeavouring in the most temperate 
and tactful way to convince them that 
while there is a Colonial side to the 
question, and while we fully recognise 
how much weight should be given to the 
Colonial aspect of the case, there is also 
an Imperial side, a side which concerns 








our great Indian Empire, where, as my 
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noble friend truly said, these questions | that he will be able, at all events in any 
are watched with increasing interest.| subordinate Conference which may be 


It is therefore not too much to hope! 
that the Colonial statesmen may be found | 
ready to take into account not only the | 
arguments which appeal most directly to | 


them, but also those other and more 
far-reaching arguments by which other 
parts of the Empire are affected. We 


may, I feel sure, gather from the state-| 
‘fortunately are so deep-rooted in some 


ment that has been made this evening 
that the matter will not be lost sight 
of, and that all that can possibly be 
done, in whatever way the Government 


think most effective, will be done to | 


ensure proper treatment for these Indian 
subjects of the King. 


*LorpD REAY: 
perhaps be allowed, as I take the deepest 
interest in the question which my noble 
friend opposite has submitted this evening, 
to state that Iam quite satisfied with the 
Answer given by my noble friend the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. He 


an assurance that the matter would 
not be lost sight of. I agree with 
what has fallen from the noble Marquess 
the Leader of the Opposition, that the 
means which should be used to arrive 
at a just settlement in this most delicate 
question must be left to the judgment 
of His Majesty’s Government. The 
utmost tact will be required in order 
to avoid that the discussion of the 
subject, instead of leading to concilia- 
tion, should lead to further estrange- 
ment. I would especially press the point | 
to which the noble Marquess has called | 
attention, that especial consideration 
should be given to the legal status of 
those who are resident in the Colonies 
whose character is well known in the 
Colonies. And in any ordinance which 
may be enacted a distinction should be 
drawn between those who from long 
residence have acquired a domicile, and 
others who as immigrants might affect 
the labour market, and in connection | 
with whom more difficult points may | 
arise. For the first time at this Confer- | 
ence India will be represented, and | 
I wish to express my great satisfaction | 
that His Majesty’s Government have | 
acceded to this legitimate demand of | 
India. Itis quite obvious that the repre- 
sentative of India will be aware of the | 
strong feeling which exists throughout | 
India with regard to this question, and | 


My Lords, I may | 


summoned, to plead the cause of India. 
No doubt this isa matter of the utmost 
importance to the friendly relations which 
ought to exist between the various parts 
of the Empire, and I agree with the 
noble Marquess that it requires very 
delicate handling on account of the 
antipathies and prejudices which un- 


of the Colonies. I feel confident that 
His Majesty’s Government will not lose 
sight of this question and that the 
presence of the Colonial premiers will 
be utilised in order that some solution 
may be found of this question worthy 
of the great traditions of the Empire. 


*Lorp AMPTHILL: While I am 
grateful to the noble Earl for the courtesy 
evidenced in his full consideration 
of my Question, I cannot refrain from 
saying that I am disappointed. I had 


. hoped —_— 
could not be expected to give more than) 


*THe Eart or CREWE: I am afraid 
that, as we have been discussing order 
in debate, I must draw the attention 
of the noble Lord to the fact that he 
has merely asked a Question and not 
made a Motion, and that he is therefore 
not entitled to a reply. 


*Lorp AMPTHILL: I beg your Lord- 
ships’ pardon. I had no idea I was out 
of order. 


METROPOLITAN WATER BOARD 
(CHARGES, ETC.) BILL. 
METROPOLITAN WATER BOARD 
(VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 

Commons’ Message considered (accord- 
ing to order): Moved, That this House 
do concur in the following resolution 
communicated by the Commons, viz., 
“That it is expedient that the Metro- 


| politan Water Board (Charges, ete.) Bill 


and the Metropolitan Water Board 
(Various Powers) Bill be committed to a 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons ” 
(The Earl Carrington) ; agreed to; and 
a Message ordered to be sent to the 
Commons to acquaint them therewith. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Seven o’clock, 
till To-morrow half past Ten 
o’clock. 


Y 2 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 19th March, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil Junction 
Railway Bill; North Metropolitan Elec- 
tric Power Supply Bill. 

Ordered, That the 


second time. 


read a 


Bills be 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 63 
has been complied with, viz. :—London 
United Tramways Bill; London Electric 
Supply Bill. 

Ordered, 


second time. 


That the Bills be read a 


Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur 
Restrictions) Bill ; Llandrindod Wells Gas 
Bill. As amended, considered; to be 
read the third time. 


London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements) Bill. Read a second 
time and committed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Select 
Committee. 


* That, in the case of the South Wales 
Mineral Railway Bill, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill, on the condition that 
Clauses 26 to 35, inclusive, are struck 
out of the Bill:—That the Committee 
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/on the Bill do report how far such Order 
has been complied with.” 


“ That, in the case of the Collooney, 


Ballina, and Belmullet Railways and 


Piers, Petition for Bill, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


“That, in the case of the Simon- 
Carves Bye-Product Coke Oven Con- 
struction and Working Company, Limited 
Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought 


to be dispensed with :—That the parties 


be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


“That, in the case of the Burnley 
Corporation, Petition for Bill, the Stand- 
ing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


“ That, in the case of the Metropolitan 
Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill, Petition 
for dispensing with Standing Order 128 
in the case of the Petition of the ‘ West 
minster City Council,’ against the Bill, 
the said Standing Order ought not to be 
dispensed with.” 

First Four Resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


South Wales Mineral Railway Bill. 
Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 

Bill to be read a second time. 
Deputy Chairman.) 


—(Mr. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Portobello 
and Musselburgh Tramways (Port Seton 
Deviation) Order Confirmation — Bill, 
without Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to extend the time for the 
compulsory purchase of lands for and 
completion of tramways and other works 
authorised by the West Riding Tramways 


Act, 1904.” [West Riding Tramways 


Bill [Lords. } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to 
empower the Manchester Ship Canal 
Company to acquire lands and to confer 
upon that Company further powers in 
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relation to the supply of water in their 
canal; and for other purposes.” 
chester Ship Canal [Various Powers) Bill 
(Lords. } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
make provision with reference to the 
substitution of a memorandum and 
articles of association for the existing 
constitution and regulations of the Royal 
Insurance Company, and for extending 
its objects; and to repeal, in part, 
The Royal Insurance Company’s Act, 
1891; and for other purposes.” 
Insurance Company Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to 
confer further powers upon the Newquay 
and District Water Company ; to extend 
their limits for the supply of water ; 
to authorise the construction of works 
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[Man- | 


[Royal | 


| 
| 
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PETITIONS. 
COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petitions in favour : From Aberaman ; 
Bagillt; Bedford; Blaennant; Bow 
| Hill; Bretby; British Rhondda ; Burn- 
| bank: Cadley Hill; Carluke; Cossall ; 
| Dechmont ; Featherstone Main ; Gilbert- 
‘field; Gresley; Gwendraeth; Halls ; 
Harthill and Benhar; Heanor; Highley 
and Kintet; Hodroyd; Kelty; King- 
lassie; Kippax; Llanerch; Mirfield ; 
Nadine and Company ; New Cwmmawr ; 
| Oakwell; Point of Ayr; Pontheury ; 
Ripley ; Rosebank ; Tipton; and, West 
Wemyss Collieries; to lie upon the 
Table. 





EAST INDIA AND CHINA (OPIUM TRADE). 
Petition from Abergavenny, for sup- 


and the raising of money; and for | pression ; to lie upon the Table. 


other purposes.” [Newquay and Dis- 
trict Water Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
confer further powers on the West York- 
shire Tramways Company, for widening 
and altering roads, and acquiring lands 
and for other purposes.” [West York- 
shire Tramways Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act 
to confer further powers on the Folke- 


stone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways | 
Company, for widening and altering roads, | 


and acquiring lands; and for other 
purposes.” [Folkestone, Sandgate, and 
Hythe Tramways Bill [ Lords.] 





Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, | 
ete.) Bill and Metropolitan Water Board | 
(Various Powers) Bill,—That they concur | 
with the Commons in their Resolution, 
“That it is expedient that the Metro- 
politan Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill | 
and the Metropolitan Water Board 
(Various Powers) Bill be committed to a 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons.” 


West Riding Tramways Bill [Lords]; 
Manchester Ship Canal (Various Powers) | 
Bill [Lords]; Royal Insurance Company | 
Bill [Lords]; Newquay and District | 
Water Bill [Lords]; West Yorkshire | 
Tramways Bill [Lords]; Folkestone, | 
Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways Bill 
[Lords], read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 











EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions against: From Campbel- 


town; and, Duthil and Rothiemurchus ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


HOME WORK REGULATION BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
REPORTS. 

Copy presented, of General Report by 
the Chief Inspector of the Western 
Division for Scotland for the year 1906 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Memorandum on 
the Teaching of English in Scottish 
Primary Schools [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ST. LUCIA. 


Copy presented, of Amended Prison 
Rule and Diet Scales [by Act]; to he 


‘upon the Table. 
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TREATY SERIES (NO. 8, 1907). 
Copy presented, of Agreement between 
the United Kingdom and France relative 
to the Boundary between the Gold Coast 
and the French Soudan, 19th July, 1906 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
Copy presented, of Memorandum 
relative thereto [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 





PAPERJLAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Public Records, High Court of Justice 
(King’s Bench, Common Pleas, and 
Exchequer), Copy of Schedule con- 
taining a list and particulars of Classes 
of Documents belonging to the late 
Courts of King’s Bench, Common Pleas, 
and Exchequer Divisions of the High 
Court of Justice, which are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to 
justify their preservation in the Public 


Record Office [by Act]. 


F°FQUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 





Land Commission Department Clerical 
Staff. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To | 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can | 
arrange, in view of the increase in the | 
junior clerical staff employed in the | 
Land Commission Department, that the | 
number of first and second clerks be 
correspondingly increased, with the object | 
of establishing a proper system of direc- | 
tion and supervision in the offices. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Land 
Commissioners inform me that they are 
fully alive to the desirability of providing 
for the proper supervision of their junior 
clerical staff, and have taken the measures 
which they consider necessary to that end. 
The existing vacancy in the staff of first- 
class clerks is being filled up, but the 
creation of further first and second-class 
clerkships is not contemplated. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state the number of 
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first, second, third, and other clerks 
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assigned to the Land Commission in the 
year 1891, when it was made a permanent 
Government Department; whether he 
can state the number and status of the 
clerks now employed in these offices ; and 
how many appointments have been made 
to this Department since the passing of 
the Land Act in 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The clerical 
staff of the Irish Land Commission im- 
mediately following the organisation of 
the Department on a permanent basis, in 
January, 1892, was as follows— 


First-class clerks - - - - 14 
Second-class clerks - - - - BB 
Third-class clerks - - - - 36 


Registered writers and temporary 
clerks, etc. (which were increased 
in numbers between 1892 and 
the passing of the Act of 1903) - 48 

121 
At present the strength of the clerical 
staff of the Department, including the 

Estates Commissioners, is as follows— 

First-class clerks (including one 
vacancy) - . - - - |) 

The reduction from fourteen 
was caused by the transfer 
of one to the Congested 
Districts Board, and trans- 
fer of two others to staff 
posts in the office of a 
different designation from 
that of first-class clerk. 

Second-class clerks - - . - 

Third-class clerks : - 

Vacancies in this class are not 
filled. When such arise the 
strength of the clerical staff 
is maintained by the assign- 
ment of Second Division 
clerks. 

Chief clerk to Estates Commissioners, 
and other clerks, mostly of 
senior grade - - - 

Clerks for legal purposes - : 

Second Division clerks, including six 
vice third-class clerks . - 60 

Assistant clerks — - - - 102 

Record attendants - - . - 6 

Temporary clerks and boy clerks, etc. 124 

372 
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641 Questions. 
The increase in the clerical staff since 
lst November, 1903, is as follows— 


Chief clerk to Estates Commissioners, 
and other clerks, mostly of senior 
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| 
| 
| 


642 


I will not fail to take any opportunity 
of supporting the legitimate claims 
of Indian traders. 


Questions. 


The Indian Budget. 
Mr. ANNAN BRYCE (Inverness 


| Burghs) : To ask the Secretary of State 


| for India when he proposes to take the 


grade - - - : =) 
Clerks for legal purposes - - - 8 
Second Division clerks, including six 

vice third-class clerks - - 60 
Assistant clerks - - - - 78) 
Record attendants - - - - 4 


Temporary clerks and boy clerks, ete. 50 


207 | : : 
a presented at Calcutta on the 20th instant, 


/and discussed a week later. 


Bankruptcy Law. 


Mr. HERBERT (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe): To ask Mr. Attorney 
General whether he has taken note 
of the case of Jn re Button ex purte 
Hairside, whereby it was decided that 
the owner of goods who leaves them in 
possession of a bailee who becomes 
bankrupt, so that they pass to the 
trustee in bankruptcy under the reputed 
ownership provisions of the Bankruptcy 
Law, has no night of proof in the bank- 
ruptcy for the value of the goods; and 
whether he will introduce legislation 
for the relief of innocent persons thus 
penalised, and put them in a position not 
inferior to that of a person who has sold 
goods to a bankrupt but has not received 
payment. 


(Answered by Sir John Walton.) The 
point is of importance, and should be 
considered in any alteration of the 
Bankruptcy Law. It would be well 
to bring the subject to the notice of 
the Lord Chancellor and the President 
of the Board of Trade. 


Refusals of Trading Licenses to British 
Indian Shopkeepers in Natal. 

Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex, 
Brentford): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention has 
been called to the number of refusals for 
renewal of trading licences to British- 
Indian shopkeepers in Natal; and 
whether he proposes to take any action 
on their behalf. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The subject is at present, under dis- 


Indian Budget. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The Indian financial statement will be 


It will be 


| presented to Parliament as soon as it 


| unless 
| difficulty in construction or in obtaining 


is received in this country, 7.e., early 
in May, and the usual discussion will 
take place as soon thereafter as the 
state of public business permits ; I hope 
at an early date. 


Delay in Installation of Private 
Telephones. 


Mr. CARR-GOMM (Southwark, Rother- 
hithe): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware of the inconvenience 
caused to numbers of persons who, 
having signed the form of application 
for a private telephone apparatus, 
have had to wait a considerable time, 
in some cases as much as six weeks, 
before being able to use the telephone ; 
whether he has considered the necessity 
of largely augumenting the staff of this 
department in view of the increasing 
number of subscribers’ applications to 
be complied with ; and, if so, what steps 
he proposes to take. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
So long a period as six weeks would not 
be occupied in the completion of a 
Post Office telephone exchange line, 
there were some exceptional 


wayleaves from local authorities. The 
completion of a line provided recently 
for the hon. Member was unfortunately 
delayed owing to the necessity for laying 


/a new main cable on a section of the 
_ route between his house and the exchange, 


and some further delay occurred owing 
to the Christmas holidays. The cir- 
cumstances were, however, exceptional. 
The Post Office engineering staff is re- 
ceiving large additions to provide for 


cussion with the Government of Natal. the increasing telephone work. 








643 Questions. 


Purchase of Miss Griffith's Grazing Lands. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.) : To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say 
what action the Estates Commissioners 
have taken to purchase Miss Griffith’s 
grazing lands, containing 400 acres, in 
the parish of Corbally, near Roscrea, with 
the view to divide them up into small 
holdings. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have communicated with 
Miss Cecilia Griffith with regard to the 
sale of her untenanted land, but have 
not yet received any reply. 


Claims of Evicted Tenants on Estate of 
Mr. Rotheram, of County Meath. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, 8.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Mr. Rothe- 
ram, of Crossdrum, Oldcastle, county 
Meath, has offered a considerable area 
of untenanted land for sale to the Estates 
Commissioners ; and if, in the event of 
their becoming purchasers, they will 
in its distribution have regard to the prior 
claims of the descendants of people who 
were evicted from those lands some years 
ago, and after satisfying their require- 
ments, they will next consider the claims 
of labourers resident in the district. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Es- 


tates Commissioners are negotiating for 


the purchase of certain tenanted and 
untenanted land from Mr. Rotheram. 
If the Commissioners should acquire 
the property they will, in disposing of the 
untenanted land, have due regard to the 
claims of all persons who may be eligible 
under the Act to receive such land. 


Macedonian Budget. 

Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W.R., Ripon): 
To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he will request the 
British financial delegate in Macedonia 
to furnish figures, as soon as possible, 
showing the amount of revenue collected 
in Macedonia and available for the 
Macedonian budget for the year ending 
13th of the present month, also figures 
showing the amount expended on civil 
and military expenditure respectively, 
the total deficit on sthe budget, and the 
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extent to which it has been made good 
by the Turkish Government. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) The British delegate on the 
Financial Commission has already been 
requested to do this. 


Dr. Haffkine and his Prophylactic against 
Plague. 


Sir W. J. COLLINS (St. Pancras, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether Dr .Haffkine now holds any 
appointment under the Indian Govern- 
ment; whether the use of Dr. Haffkine’s 
prophylactic against plague is now en- 
couraged by the Government; and 
whether any further information has been 
obtained in regard to nineteen fatal cases 
of tetanus at Mulkowal consequent upon 
the use of Dr Haffkine’s prophylactic. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
| Dr. Haffkine is in the permanent service 
|of the Government of India, and is at 
present on leave in this country. He 
holds no appointment in India, but the 
Government of India have offered him 
employment in that country on research 
work, at a salary equal to that of which 
he was in receipt when he left India. 
Inoculation with Dr. Haffkine’s prophy- 
lactic continues to be one of the pre- 
cautions which are recommended by 
Government to the general population 
against outbreaks of plague, and facilities 
are provided for persons who wish to be 
inoculated. Papers containing the re- 
sults of the inquiry into the origin of the 
accidental deaths from tetanus poisoning 
in the Punjab, have recently been published 
by the Government of India. I have 
no objection to lay them if they are moved 
for. 


Telephone Facilities for Mullingar. 


Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): 
To ask the Postmaster-General if he will 
consider favourably the claim of Mullin- 
gar to be included among the towns in 
Ireland to which he proposes to give 
telephone facilities. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 1 
am making inquiry as to the conditions 
on which an extension of the Post Office 
trunk telephone system to Mullingar can 
be offered, and will inform the hon, 
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Member of the result. I understand | 
that an exchange was established in 
Mullingar by the National Telephone 
Company some time ago, but that it 
had to be closed on account of insufficient | 
local support. | 


Poor Law Expenditure. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To. 
ask the President of the Local Govern- | 
ment Board whether he is now in a 
position to state the total amount of Poor 
Law expenditure out of loans for the year 
ending 31st December, 1906. 


‘Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
Returns as to Poor Law expenditure 
relate to the financial year ending in 
March, and not to the calendar year. 
The amount of the expenditure out of the 
loans for the financial year ended March, 
1906, cannot at present be stated. 


Accounts of Metropolitan Boroughs. 

Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) : 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board when it is contemplated to 
issue regulations, together with an Order 
for Accounts, with respect to the accounts 
of the councils of metropolitan boroughs 
established under the provisions of The 
London Government Act, 1899. 


(Answered by John Burns.) The Local 
Government Board have prescribed the 


forms of books and accounts to be used | 
by the Metropolitan Borough Councils in | 


connection with the collection of the 
rates, and also the form of financial state- 


ment to be submitted to the district | 


auditor. They do not propose to issue 


regulations respecting the accounts of | 


these councils generally whilst the sub-|_ 
Resident Magistrate for Newtowncashel. 


ject of the accounts of local authorities 
is under the consideration of the Depart- 
mental Committee now sitting. 


Uganda Railway Accounts. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the profit upon the working of the 
Uganda Railway is a true profit, or the 
difference between actual working charges 
and gross receipts ; whether £5,398,733 is 
the total cost of the line, including 
expenditure in Europe and in Africa and | 
administration charges ; whether the cost | 
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per mile, with all such expenses added 


| amount to £9,426 ; and whether that sum 
is adopted by the Government as the 
normal cost of construction of railways 


in Africa. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) When 


speaking of the profit upon the working 


of the Uganda Railway, I was referring, 
as the hon. Member suggests, to the 
difference between actual working charges 
and gross receipts. The total capital 
sum expended to the 31st March, 1906, 
namely, £5,398,733, includes all expendi- 
ture in Europe and Africa and also in 
Asia. The total amount issued from the 
Consolidated Fund for the construction of 
the railway is £5,502,592, and, as the 
length of the line is 584 miles, the cost per 
mile amounts to £9,422. It is not possible 
to adopt this or any other sum as the 
normal cost of construction of railways in 
Africa, as the cost is determined by such 
varying factors as the character of the 
line, the nature of the country and its 
accessibility, the amount of local labour 
available, and other conditions. 


New Year’s Day Holiday in Board of 
Works Office, Dublin. 


Mr. DELANY (Queens Co., Ossory) : 


| To ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 


will ask the Board of Works, Dublin, to 


|explain why New Year’s Day was given 


as an office holiday every year prior to 
1907. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I have 
nothing to add to the replies which were 
given to the hon. Member on this subject 
on the 14th and 18th December last.f 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
To ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that complaint is 
made that the populous parish of New- 
towncashel, county Longford, is without 
the services of a magistrate residing in the 
locality for the signing of summonses and 
other magisterial functions ; and will he 
direct the attention of the Lord Chancellor 
to this want and request him to appoint 


| the local county ceuncillor for thedivision, 


Mr. John Hanley, to that office. 





+ See (4) Debates, clxvii., 832, 1258. 
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(Answered by Mr. Cheriy.) I have 
referred this question to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who informs me that no complaint 
has been made as to the want of magis- 
trates in this districts, but that he will 
have inquiry made into the matter. 


Introduction of the Metric System. 

Mr. -L. HASLAM (Monmouth Bor- 
oughs ): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether, in view of the 
importance of the question whether the 
enactment of a measure compelling the 
adoption of a metric system of weights 
and measures would prove to be of great 
economic advantage to the public, and in 
consideration that the subject will pro- 
bably be discussed in Parliament in the 
near future, he will consider whether it is 
advisable, as a first step towards a 
solution of the question, to institute an 
inquiry as to the practicability and 
advisability of introducing such system 
in all dealings with and undertakings of all 
Government factories and departments. 


(Answered by Mr. Kearley.) The Board 
of Trade made, some years ago, inquiries 
on the point raised by my hon. friend 
and were advised that it would be un- 
desirable that such a departure from 
general trade practice in this country 
should be made by Government Depart- 
ments and factories. They see no reason 
to alter this conclusion. 


Rocket Apparatus on British Ships. 

Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that the Dutch Government has 
brought forward a measure making the 
carrying of life-saving rocket apparatus 
compulsory on all vessels of over 200 tons ; 
whether he will take into consideration 
the advisability of proposing a similar 
enactment for British shipping; and 
whether the Schermuly’s rocket salvage 
apparatus has come under the notice of 
his Department. 


(Answered by Mr. Kearley.) The Board 
of Trade have no official information with 
regard to the Dutch measure to which my 
hon. friend refers, but the question of the 
desirability of British ships being pro- 
vided with apparatus for communicating 
with the shore is being considered. The 
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Answer to the last paragraph in the 
Question is in the affirmative. 


Overcrowding on the Baker Street and 
aterloo Railway. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention has 
been drawn to the overcrowding in the 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway at 
the busy times of morning and evening 
and at | p.m. on Saturdays; and whether, 
seeing that it is largely due to the fact 
that the company runs trains of three 
coaches only, he will take any steps to 
induce the company to revert to four- 
coach trains during the busy times of the 


day. 


(Answered by Mr. Kearley.) The Board 
of Trade are informed by the railway 
company that it has been decided to 
return to a service of six and four-car 
trains commencing on Thursday next, 
the 21st instant, instead of the three-car 
service now running. 


Ennis State Inebriates Reformatory. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland how many 
men and how many women have been 
committed to the Ennis State Inebriates 
Reformatory since its establishment ; 
and if he can estimate how many of these 
have been considered cured of drunken- 
ness on discharge ; and whether he will 
direct the special attention of the judicial 
authorities in Ireland to the advisability 
of sending persons convicted of offences 
arising from drunkenness to this reforma- 
tory instead of to prison. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Since the 
establishment of Ennis State Inebriate 
Reformatory in 1899, thirty-eight men 
and sixty-nine women have been com- 
mitted, of whom twenty-nine men and 
fifty-two women have been discharged. 
Each case is watched and reported on 
periodically after discharge. Of the 
twenty-nine men discharged, sixteen 
are reported cured, three are dead, and 
ten have relapsed. Of the fifty-two 
women discharged, twenty-one are re- 
ported cured, five ure dead, two are in 
lunatic asylums, and twenty-four have 
relapsed. The question of, sending 
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persons to the Inebriate Reformatory is 
one entirely for the judicial authorities 
themselves. I will, however, bring the 
hon. Member’s suggestion to the notice 
of the Lord Chancellor. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Joseph 

ooly. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether applications have 
been received from Joseph Mulooly, 
senior, and Joseph Mulooly, junior, for 
reinstatement in their farms in the parish 
of Rathcline, county Longford ; whether 
the inspector has yet visited these men 
and reported upon their case ; whether 
he is aware that there are several large 
farms in this neighbourhood which could 
be easily acquired for the purpose of pro- 
viding equivalent holdings for these men ; 
and will he now direct that steps be taken 
towards this end. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners have received an applica- 
tion for reinstatement from Joseph 
Mulooly, but whether the applicant is 
senior or junior does not appear. The 
application has been referred to an in- 
spector for investigation. 


Sale of Farm on Duc de Stacpool’s Estate 
—Compensation to previous Tenant. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether before sanctioning 
the sale to Pat Mulligan of a farm on the 
Due de Stacpool’s estate at Sonnagh, 
county Longford, the Estates Commis- 
sioners will direct an inquiry into the 
circumstances under which two half- 
witted girls named Lennon, whose father 
owned this farm and who lost it for want 
of proper sense to manage the same, are 
now living, with a view to their receiving 
some small compensation for the interest 
they lost, not through their own fault but 
through their sad mental misfortunes. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners have received 
no application from the persons men- 
tioned, but wil] inquire into their case 
when the estate in question is being dealt 
with. 
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Eviction Notices in the Kells Rural 
District. 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Kells Rural 
District Council has served notice to quit 
upon a large number of labourers holding 
cottages from that body; what is the 
reason assigned for the shower of notices 
to quit; and will he supply the hon. 
Member for North Meath with a copy 
of the existing agreements between the 
Naran, Trim, Oldcastle, and Kells District 
Councils and their respective tenants. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Local 
yovernment Board are aware that on 
the 16th instant the Kells Rural District 
Council ordered notices to quit to be 
served on six tenants of labourers 
cottages, in five instances for non-pay- 
ment of rent, and in the remaining case 
for dilapidations. The Board are not in 
possession of the agreements referred to 
in the Question. 


Status of Bandmasters in Volunteer 
Regiments. 

Mr. REES: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether bandmasters 
in Volunteer regiments have no assured 
military status; whether bandmasters 
in the Regular Army rank as warrant 
officers ; and whether, if the Answer in 
both cases or in the former case be in the 
affirmative, steps will be taken in the 
Army Bill or otherwise to improve the 
condition of the former functionaries. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The reply to the first and second 
second parts of the Question is in the 
affirmative. As regards the last part 
of the Question, I doubt whether it 
would be practicable to adopt my hon. 
friend’s suggestion. The mode of life 
and occupation of a bandmaster in a 
Volunteer regiment is so different under 
existing circumstances from that of the 
bandmaster in a regular regiment, who 
gives his whole time to the work of that 
regiment, that it is not easy to see how 
the status could be assimilated. 


Army Accounts Department. 
Mr. CLAVELL SALTER (Hants, 
Basingstoke): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he proposes to 
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make any changes in the constitution 
of the Army Accounts Department. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
No change has been determined on. 


Battery Sergeant-Majors and Quarter- 
master-Sergeants affected by Army 
Order of 11th March. 


Mr. CLAVELL SALTER: To ask the | 


Secretary of State for War how many 
battery sergeant - majors and battery 
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| THe SECRETARY To THE ADMIR. 
ALTY (Mr. EpMunD RoBertson, Dun- 
'dee): As has been previously stated, it 
is considered undesirable in the public 
interest that statements should be made 
| regarding the reserve of guns and other 
| ordnance stores, but the assurance asked 
| for can be given. 

| 





Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare. 
ham): Does the reduced quantity of 
ammunition also mean a reduced allow- 
ance for practice # 


quarter-master-sergeants will be affected | 
by the Army Order, issued on the 11th) \f{p, EDMUND ROBERTSON: | 
March, which provides that continuance | would rather not answer that Question 
in the service, beyond twenty-one years, | without notice. 

of non-commissioned officers on the Home | 
establishment is to cease for the present;| Mr. BELLAIRS: Can the right hon. 
and whether he will consider the ad-| Gentleman give an assurance that the 
visability of allowing exceptions where | reserve will not fall below that which 
commanding officers apply to retain such | formerly existed ? 

non-commissioned officers in the interests | 


of the service. Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I have 


given the assurance asked for by the hon. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | Member, and I cannot do more. 


As regards the first part of the Question | 
no figures are available in the War Office, | 
and it would take some time to obtain | 
the information. 


Simonstown Warders--Adulterated 
anvas. 

Ince | = MR. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 

— ee ee | I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 


part of the Question the Army Council | 
is prepared to consider any exceptional | 
cases, either in the interests of the service 
or of the non-commissioned officer. 


alty whether he is aware that the warders 
on the staff of the naval prison at Simons- 
town are employed on extra duties with 


extra pay for an average of 160 days per 
| annum ; 


and whether he will cause 


|inquiry to be made as to whether this 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Reserve of Guns and Ammunition for the | 
avy. 
Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : I beg | 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | 
whether in view of the fact that the | 
information given under Vote 9 has been 
curtailed, while the Vote for guns has | 
been reduced from £915,000 last year to | 
£690,000 this year, and the Vote for | 
projectiles, ammunition, torpedoes, and 
gun-cotton is now £1,182,000, whereas | 
in 1901-2 it was £2,405,300, he can give | 
the House an assurance that the reserve | 
of heavy guns in the case of the “ Dread- | 
nought” and “Invincible” classes will | 





prison is overstaffed. I beg also to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he is aware that adulterated canvas has 
recently been supplied to the Admiralty 
by a private firm ; whether the Admir- 
alty have made any claim upon this firm 
in consequence ; and whether this firm is 
still supplying canvas to the Admiralty. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: As 
both these Questions are now under re- 
view by the Public Accounts Committee, 
it would be contrary to the usual practice 
for me to make any statement. 


H.M.S. “ Barfleur.” 
Mr. BEI LAIRS: I beg to ask the 





not be reduced below the figure officially | Secretary to the Admiralty how many 
given as one heavy gun for every four | captains have successively been appointed 
mounted on board, and that stocks of | to the battleship H.M.S. “ Barfleur,” and 
projectiles, ammunition, torpedoes, and| how many crews have successively 
gun-cotton are not being reduced below | manned her in the last twenty-four 
what has been customary in former years. | months. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The! 


number of captains is six; and number 
of crews five. 


Redistribution of Battle Ships. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty how many of 
the thirty-two battleships which have 
been in full commission and exercised 
in their respective fleets under the old 
distribution will shift their fleets under 
the new distribution; how many will. 
change their crews ; and whether all the 
Admirals commanding the four fleets will | 
be new to their commands. 


Me. EDMUND ROBERTSON: 
Eighteen of the battleships will shift 
their fleets, and eight will change their 
crews. The Answer to the last part of 
the Question is in the affirmative. 


Pensioner Bender, Royal Garrison 
Artillery. 


Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that pensioner 
Compiny Quartermaster Sergeant G. 
Bradley, of the Royal Garrison Artillery, 
was passed over for promotion by a 
junior on the 2nd April, 1905, for the 
rank of Regimental Quartermaster Ser- 
geant through an error, for which he was 
in no way responsible, that an appeal has 
been made to the War Office on two 
occasions, and although it is admitted 
that the pensioner has been unjustly 
treated no redress has been given, that 
a loss of rank and pay amouating to 
about £14 has resulted up to date of 
discharge, which was carried out on the 
28th February of the present year; and 
whether he can see his way clear to see 
that justice is done to the person in 
question, 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) : It , 
is regretted that this man was inadver- 
tently passed over for promotion. I am 
at present considering whether anything 
can be done. 


Comilla Riots. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been called to 
ariot that occurred at Comilla, in the 
new province, between a Mahomedan 
procession, escorting the Nawab of Dacca 
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to a pro-partition meeting ; whether the 
Mahomedans assaulted the Hindus indis- 
criminately and looted Hindu shops, 
many Hindus being injured; whether 
the Nawab, in justification of the riot, 
stated that a stone was thrown at him 
a fortnight previous at the Comilla 
District Conference; and, if so, what 
steps have been or will be taken to bring 
the Nawab and the other offenders to 
justice, and to prevent pro-partition 
demonstrations being held in those 
quarters where the Hindus live and 
carry on their business. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Mortey, Montrose Burghs): 
I have received a Report of the distur- 
bance referred to. The Local Govern- 
ment appear to have taken steps to 
prevent illegal action or rioting, whether 
by Hindus or Mahomedans, at Comilla. 


Bengal Excise Bill. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether, in view of 
the Report of the Indian Excise Com- 
mittee, and the consequent action to be 
taken by the Government of India 
thereon, the Bengal Excise Bill, which 
was referred to a Select Committee of 
the Bengal Legislative Council in 1905, 
will be reintroduced. 


Mr. MORLEY: I have ascertained 
that the Government of India have still 
to consider the Bill in connection with 
the Excise Committee’s Report, and that 
it will not be proceeded with in the 
current session. 


China and the Opium Traffic. 

Mr. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, Rush- 
cliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he can now state 
how the matter of the opium traffic from 
India now stands, especially having 
regard to the Resolution of the House 
passed unanimously on the 30th May, 
1906. 


Mr. MORLEY: My right hon. friend 
is aware that the Chinese Government 
towards the end of last year approached 
His Majesty’s Government on the subject 
of restricting the import of foreign opium 
into China, and put forward certain 
proposals as a basis for discussion. The 
views of the Government of India on 
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these proposals have just reached me and | 


are under my consideration in Council. | 
The discussion which the Chinese 


Government have invited will be entered | 
upon with all despatch and will, I hope, | 


result in a satisfactory arrangement at no 
distant date. 


Indian National Congress Resolutions. 

Str H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he has received a copy of 
the resolutions passed at the ‘'wenty- 
Second Indian National Congress, held in 
Calcutta during December, 1906 ; and, if | 
so, whether he will lay the resolutions | 
on the Table of the House. 

Mr. MORLEY: The Answer is in the 
negative. 


Sir H. COTTON: Has not the right 


hon. Gentleman received a copy of the) 
| tions have been passed at a large meet- 


}ing of Indians in Durban, protesting 
| against the manner in which the Dealers’ 
_Licences Act was being enforced in 


resolutions of the Government of India ? 
Mr. MORLEY: I am not at all sure 


that it comes within the province of the 
Government of India to forward them. 


Trinidad Customs Tariff. 
Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) : 


State for the Colonies if he is yet in a 


position to give the names of the Com- | 


mission appointed by the Trinidad 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes, if it is 


necessary to do so. 


New Hebrides Convention Expenditure, 

Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E. R., Holderness): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
what sums have been expended during 


| the present financial year on legal advice, 


travelling, printing, telegraphing, and 


|other general expenses connected with 


the New Hebrides Convention. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : No special expen- 


diture arising out of the New Hebrides 


Convention has been or will be incurred 


| during the present financial year. 


Treatment of British Indians in Natal. 
Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex,  Totten- 


| ham): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
' of State for the Colonies whether he has 


any information to the effect that resolu- 


various parts of Natal, and asking the 
Imperial Government to safeguard the 
right of British-Indian ratepayers to vote 


‘at the municipal elections ; and, if so, 
/what action he proposes to take in the 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of | 


matter. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: A copy of a 
leable to the effect stated has been 


Government to revise the local customs | | received from the South African British 


tariff ; whether a representative of the | 
working class has been appointed a 
member of the Commission ; and whether | 
the proceedings of the Commission will | 
be made public. 


THe UNDERSECRETARY 
STATE For THE COLONIES Or, 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): I am 
not as yet in a position to give the hon. 
Member any further information on this 
subject. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL: When may the | 
information be expected # 
I will 


Mr. CHURCHILL : make | 


location ; 
| | promised has been paid, and, if not, 


Indian Committee. The Secretary of 


| State, as already stated, is in communi- 


cation with the Natal Government on 


| the subject. 


The Hausa Lines, West Africa. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 


_vil): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 


State for the Colonies whether the ex- 
soldiers of the Hausa, Lagos, West 
Africa, have now been evicted from their 
and whether the compensation 


— it is proposed to pay it. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It is understood 
that the removal of the inhabitants of 


further inquiries and inform the hon. | the quarter known as the “ Hausa Lines ” 


Member. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL: Will the hon. | 
| this publication was made on the 9th of 


Gentleman do so by telegraph ? 


| has been carried out. 


The compensation 
was payable one month after the publica- 
tion of the awards in the Gazette ; and, as 
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January, it may be assumed that the | frontier in ths Passova distriet, and also 
compensation has been paid. Inyuiry is | t> delimit the waole boundary between 
being made by telegraph as to the the two countries. Th: Comnission has 
amounts of compensation which have been already arrived at Mosoul, which is to be 
pid and the persons compensated. its headquarters during the remaining 

winter months. The present situation 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: When is the | does not, therefore, require any steps. 
reply likely to be available ? 
British and United States Commercial 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I should think | Arrangements. 
yery soon. Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: On 
behalf of the hon. Member for Lanark, 
Shanghai Outrages. |N.W., I beg to ask the Secretary of 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. | State for Foreign Affairs whether under 
Andrews Burghs): I beg to ask the the most-favoured-nation treaty between 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | this country and the United States any 
whether he has received any information | concessions which may be granted to any 
from the British Consul General at| foreign country are automatically 
Shanghai with regard to the murder of | extended to the United States. 
Police-constable Morrow, who was shot ; ic , 
dead by a gang of armed robbers on the, Sik EDWARD GREY: The practice 
outskirts of the town; and whether he | Of this country is to treat imports from 
will cause representations to be made | the United States not less favourably 
to the Chinese Government with a view | than those from any other country. 
to preventing a recurrence of such an 
outrage. Income-Tax. 

_. Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): I 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror) beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp | chequer why final notices demanding 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick): We) payment of income-tax, under threat of 
have no information on the subject. But —— are issued in I[reland at 
inquiries have been made by telegraph | least one month earlier than similar 
of His Majesty’s Minister at Peking, and | notices are issued in England. 
the result will be communicated to the 
hon. Member. | THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 

CHEQUER (Mr. AsquitH, Fifeshire, 

Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: Will) E.): There is no foundation for the 

further inquiries be telegraphed 4 allegation on which the Question rests. 


Sin EDWARD GREY: They have | Portsmouth Dockyard Silver Plating 
been telegraphed, but the Answer may Works. 
come by post, as the question is a very) Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth) : I beg 
complicated one. to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if his attention has been called to a 
Turco-Persian Frontier Delimitation. _ prosecution and conviction at the Birming- 
Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W.R., Ripon): ham Police Court on the Ist instant, 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for| whereby a number of men were found 
Foreign Affairs whether he can inform | working on polishing machines in_silver- 
the House of the present state of the plating works under conditions injurious 
negotiations between Turkey and Persia | to their health, in consequence of their 
for the ratification of the Turco-Persian | employer failing to provide a fan or other 
frontier; and whether any steps are | efficient mechanical means for removing 
being taken by His Majesty’s Government | the dust arising from the polishing 
and that of Russia to bring about a speedy | wheels when running; whether he is 
settlement of the dispute in question, and | aware that a similar condition of things 
the recall of the Turkish troops. | exists in the electrical department of His 
| Majesty’s Dockyard at Portsmouth ; that 
Sin EDWARD GREY : A joint Perso- | ne apparatus is supplied to the men to 
Turkish Commission has been appointed | prevent the inhalation of dust and fluff 
to settle the dispute with regard to the arising from the brushes during the process 

















699 {COM 


of polishing, that there is -insufficient 
mechanical apparatus to carry away the 
dust and fluff, and the health of several of 
the men has been injured in consequence, 
that three men have been placed on the 
sick list, without pay, and one on the hurt 
list, with pay; and whether he will 
institute an inquiry into the nature of 
this employment, with a view to improve 
the conditions under which this work is 
done. 


(Questions. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): I beg to 
answer this Question on behalf of my 
hon. friend. I have received reports of 
the prosecution at Birmingham and of 
the conditions of the electric shop at 
Portsmouth. These reports reveal a 
very different state of affairs in the two 
places. The Birmingham case was an 
exceptionally bad one. At Portsmouth 
the records show one case on the hurt | 
list of injury to health from the effects 
of inhaling dust, but I tind that there | 
has been no case on the sick list, nor has 
any intimation been received from men 
sick that they have suffered from any 
such cause. I am informed that an! 
exhaust fan is fitted in the shop and is | 
always kept in action during polishing | 
operations, but means will be taken to ' 
secure better arrangements for exhaust | 
ventilation. The men employed in the. 
polishing work have been provided with | 
respirators. The shop itself is reported | 
by the inspector to be a lofty and airy | 
room. 


Fines and Fees in Metropolitan Police 
Courts. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- | 
ton) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State | 
for the Home Department if he will make | 
arrangements through the Receiver of the | 
Metropolitan Police district whereby the | 


several chief clerks of the Metropolitan | 
required to | 
forward monthly or quarterly statements | 


Police Courts shall be 
to the councils of the Metropolitan 
boroughs and all other local authorities 
within that district, showing the fees, 
fines, and costs due and payable to them 
under the provisions of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Acts, the Public Health 
(London) Acts, the Summary Jurisdiction 
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| financial year, viz., on the 31st March, 
1907. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The preparation 
of periodical returns as suggested would 
occupy considerable time; and, as at 
present advised, I see no sufficient reason 
for altering the existing practice. Any 
representations on this subject by the 
local authorities concerned would of course 
receive my careful consideration. 





Channel Islands Shipping Laws. 

Sirk W. J. COLLINS (St. Pancras, 
W.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department what progress 
has been made, as the result of conferences 
with the representatives of the Channel 
Islands, in regard to improvements of 
the shipping laws obtaining in those 
islands, 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The Board of 
Trade have prepared detailed suggestions 
for legislation, framed with a view to 
secure uniformity, as far as possible, 
between the law in Jersey and Guernsey 
and the provisions of English law relating 
to certificates of competency, safety, and 
inquiries into shipping casuaiities. These 
suggestions were sent to. the Insular 
Authorities a few days ago. The States 
of Guernsey have already passed a Bill 
dealing with certificates of competency, 
and they have been asked whether they 
would prefer that this Bill should receive 
approval separately, or that it should 
form part of the more extended legisla- 
tion which is in contemplation. 





East Staincliffe Licensing Justices. 

Mr. CLOUGH (Yorkshire, W.R. Skip- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he 
has received a resolution signed by twelve 
licensing justices of the East Staincliffe 
petty sessions, urging the necessity for 
early legislation to give to licensing 
authorities absolute powers to grant or 
refuse applications for new licenses, or 
the renewal of existing ones, for clubs 
where intoxicants are sold ; and whether 
the promised licensing measure will 
contain some such provisions. 


| Mr. GLADSTONE: The Answer to 


Acts, and other statutes or by-laws made | the first part of the Question is in the 
thereunder ; andif he will issue an Order | affirmative; and to the second that I 


to that effect at the end of the current’ cannot at present add anything to ry 
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previous statements that the question of 
elubs is receiving consideration. 


Metropolitan Accounts. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board if he will state what progress has 
been made by the Board in connection 
with the preparation of an order for 
accounts, for the purposes of regulating 
and controlling the finances of the 
Metropolitan Water Board, in accordance 
with the provisions of the Metropolis 
Water Act, 1902. 


I beg further to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board what steps 
have been taken by the Board to prepare 
an order for accounts for regulating the 
finances and account keeping of the 
Central (Unemployed) Body for London 
and the Metropolitan Distress Com- 
mittees, in aecordance 
employed Workmen Act, 1905, Section 3 


(g); and whether it is contemplated to | 
prescribe any financial regulations before | 
lith August, | 


the Act expires on the 
1908. 


THe PRESIDENT oF tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Jonn 
Burns, Battersea): The Local Govern- 
ment Board have prescribed the forms of 
financial statement to be submitted to 
the auditor in the case of the Metro- 


politan Water Board and the Central | 


(Unemployed) Body ; but, pending the 
Report of the Departmental Committee 
on the accounts of local authorities, they 
have not thought it desirable to make 
regulations generally as to the accounts 
of these bodies. 


Calves for the National Vaccine 
Establishment. 

Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford): 
I beg to ask the President of tie Local 
Government Board how many calves 
were used at the National Vaccine 
Establishment during the year 1906; 
what interval of time elapsed, on the 
average, between the collection of matter 
from the animals and the slaughter of 
them ; what was the price realised for 
the veal; what was the total weight 


sold ; and is the meat sold for consump- | 
tion in the East End or the West End of | 


London. 
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i; Mr. JOHN BURNS: The number of 
|calves used or vaccinated during the 
| financial year 1905-6 at the National 
| Vaccine Establishment was 600. As a 

rule, the slaughter of the calf takes place 
| the day after the collection of the matter. 

[ have no information as to the other 
| points referred to in the Question. I 
| believe the meat is sold at Smithfield 
| market. 


Mr. LUPTON: Is any of the veal 
| bought by the Dinner Committee of this 


| House 2 


| Mr. JOHN BURNS: It is not at all 
| improbable. If it were I should not 
object to eating it. 


| Washburn Valley Afforestation Scheme. 
*Mr. O'GRADY: I beg to ask the 
| President of the Local Government Board 
whether he is aware that the men at work 
|under the Leeds Distress Committee, 
upon the allorestation scheme in the 
Washburn Valley, have deducted from 
their wages ls. 6d. for boots and tobacco 
and 9s. per week for food, leaving them 
Js. 6d. per week for the upkeep of their 
‘families ; that during the winter, on 
several occasions, when the men could 
only work two or three days per week 
owing to inclement weather, deductions 
| from their wages were made ; whether he 
is aware of the conditions under which 
the men are required to work ; whether 
he has official information showing that 
293 men were offered employment, 139 
accepted, 102 only commenced work, 
fifty-six threw it up very soon after, and 
at present there are only forty-six out of 
the 293 who were oflered employment 
engaged upon the forestry work ; whether, 
seeing that the accommodation is limited 
to forty-eight men only, he will say 
whether the arrangements are the result 
of instructions from the Local Govern- 
iment Board or the Leeds Distress Com- 
mittee ; and whether steps will be taken 
so to amplify the arrangements as to give 
the experiment a chance of success. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have made 
inquiry on this subject, and am informed 
that the registered unemployed engaged 
upon the work referred to receive wages 
at the rate of 20s. per week of forty-eight 
hours, that certain deductions are made 
{for boots and railway fares, and that 


Z 








663 Questions. 


there is an allowance of 6d. per week for 
tobacco or pocket money. ‘The distress 
committee, in conjunction with the town 
council, have made arrangements for the 
board and lodging of such of the men 
as desire it, not exceeding forty-eight, in 
a wooden building in Wash! urn Valley. 
If a man elects to board himself he can 
do so, or he can board with the keeper of 
the building at 9s. 6d. for board and 
lodging from Monday morning to Satur- 
day at mid-day, or 11s. for the full week. 
The men may arrange for board and 
lodging elsewhere, subject to the terms 
of the arrangement being communicated 
to the distress committee. Some of them 
adopt this course. The wages are only 
paid for time worked, but between 
2nd January and 13th March there were 
only seventeen hours during which the 
work was stopped on account of incle- 
ment weather; but it is stated that on 
many occasions a large proportion of the 
men refused to work whilst others worked 
full time. The arrangements were made 
by the distress committee and were 
considered to be sufficient to meet all 
reasonable requirements. 


Mr. O'GRADY: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he has received a 
Report from a committee of the rate- 
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payers on the subject, and whether he is 
aware that the men have to walk seven- | 
teen miles to and from their work; | 
whether he is aware that it is a celibate 
colony ; and whether he will allow the | 
men the privilege which is granted to 
the men at the Hollesley Bay Colony to 
return home at least once a month free 
of railway fares. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have investi- | 
gated the subject on the spot, and, 
bearing in mind that these are relief 
works, I have come to the conclusion that 


buxom lady who cooks it. 


| last month. 


on the point neither of treatment, of accom- | 


modation nor of food have the men any 
more to complain of than the ordinary 
uavvy or ordinary labourer in that par- 
ticular district would have to encounter 
if he were not working on relief works. 


Mr. O'GRADY : Is it not a fact that 
the chairman of the distress committee 
who is responsible for carrying on the 
experiment once said that he would rather 
sweep the streets than accept work under 
the distress committee on the terms 
which obtained ? 


'to-morrow’s dinner. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: In answer to 
that I think I had better quote the 
observations of Mr. Herbert Brown, who 
is the chairman of the distress com- 
mittee. He is reported to have said 
—‘“Several have returned to the city 
at the end of the first week, a few have 
stayed only a day and then disappeared. 
Moreover, it has frequently happened 
that men on the spot have deliberately 
refused to turn out to work. They have 
put their hand out of the door, and 
feeling it rather cold have sat round the 
stove all day.” As to the question of 
food the same gentleman says :—“ The 
men have no fault to find with the 
food or accommodation. They have 
bacon for breakfast ; they are supplied 
with a light luncheon to take out with 
them to eat at noon, and on their return 
at five or six o'clock they have a sub- 
stantial meal provided of meat and 
potatoes.” 


Questions. 


Mr. O'GRADY: Is it not a fact 
that the men are only _ supplied 
with eight ounces of food between the 
time they go out in the morning to the 
time they return in the evening ; is it 


| not a fact that there is only accommoda- 


tion for forty-eight men, of whom forty- 
six have been working regularly, and that 
the men have on wet days gone back to 
their quarters with wet clothes, and 
having no opportunity to dry them, have 


/had to go out to their work next day 


with them still wet ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The best 
authority on the matter of food is the 
She said 
when interviewed—“ They ought not to 
be delicate for they eat plenty. They 
have eaten eighty-six lbs. of butter this 
I bake over twenty stone of 
bread every week, and look here (opening 
one of the largest ovens) here is thirty-six 
lbs. of beef, and there is seventeen lbs. 
more stewing in that big pan, and I will 
be surprised if there is a scrap left after 
Why those chaps 
have appetites like horses, and I like to 
see it, if they would only waken up.” 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I 
would like to know if the bacon supplied 
jor breakfast is obtained from the firm of 


| O'Mara & Co., Limerick. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: If it is, I have 
not the least doubt that it is of its usual | 
excellent quality. 


Mr. LUNDON : 


world. 


It is the best in the | 


Several other hon. Members rose to. 
put questions, but, 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I think notice should 
be given of any further Questions. 


New York Unemployment Returns. 

Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board what are the trades 
covered by the Returns of Unemploy- 
ment in New York State to which he has 
referred, and whether he can distinguish 
the unemployed in the indoor and outdoor | 
trades respectively. 
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Mr. STANLEY WILSON :"Arising 
out of that Answer, may I ask if the hon. 
| Gentleman is aware that prosecutions of 
subordinates are taking place at the 
present time in Scotland—such men are 
in fact being prosecuted to-morrow ? 


Mr. KEARLEY: I do not represent 
the Scottish Office ; I therefore cannot 
answer the Question. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON : I thought 
the hon. Gentleman might like to know. 


Continental Harbours for Cross-Channel 
raffic. 


Mr. LYNCH: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 


_ whether, as a result of the wreck of the 


“Berlin,” he will take steps, either in 
concert with the Postmaster-General by 


| allocation of subsidies, or otherwise, to 


| secure that the entrances to the Con- 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: There are some | 
thirty different trades covered by the | 
Returns referred to. They are not classi- | 
fied under indoor and outdoor trades, 
although in most cases it might be 
possible to distinguish them, but, as I 
intimated yesterday, I would suggest 
that the hon. Member should himself | 
consult the Returns. 


Prosecutions for Illegal Trawting. 

Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | 
whether there is any precedent for the | 
prosecution of any subordinate member | 
of the crew of a fishing vessel for an | 
offence committed by the vessel at sea ; 
and whether it has been the regular 
practice of all the maritime Powers of 
the North Sea to hold the master of the 
vessel, as the representative of the owner, 
solely responsible. 


Tae SECRETARY to tat BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Keartey, Devonport) : 
My right hon. friend has asked me to 
reply to the hon. Member's Question. 
The Board of Trade are not aware of a 
subordinate member of the crew of a 
fishing vessel having been prosecuted in 
the circumstances referred to. I believe 
it is the practice of the North Sea mari- 
time Powers to regard the skipper as 
responsible in such circumstances. 





tinental harbours used in the cross- 
Channel traffic shall be adapted to the 
steamers using them, and thus to pro- 
mote the safety of the British travelling 
public. 


Mr. KEARLEY: My right hon. 
friend has asked me to answer this 
Question. As the hon. Member is no 
doubt aware, a formal investigation has 
been ordered into the loss of the “ Berlin.” 
Until the result of that inquiry is known, 
it is impossible to say what steps might 


| be taken. 


Elliot Junction Railway Accident. 


Mr. C, E. PRICE (Edinburgh, Central): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade, what action, in view of the 
penalty inflicted upon George Gourlay for 
his responsibility in the recent accident 
at Arbroath, he proposes taking, or what 
penalty will be imposed upon the railway 
company or companies for, according to 
the verdict of the jury in Edinburgh, the 
lax state of affairs existing at Elliot 
Junction on the date of the accident. 


Mr. KEARLEY : The Board of Trade 
are not aware of any statutory provision 
under which the Railway Company could 
be subjected to a penalty. The question 
of their civil liability is not a matter for 
the Department. 


Z 2 
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Thornley Postman’s Hours of Duty. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg 
the Postmaster-General, if he is aware 
that the sub-otfies postman stationed at 
Thornley commences work at 6.40 a.m., 
and continues till 2.30 p.m., which com- 
pletes his full day’s work, and for which 
he receives 16s. per week ; that he is then 
called upon to perform three hours extra 
very night from 6 to 9 p.m., and for 
which he receives the sum of only Is. per 
week, or about jd. per hour ; and, if so, 
whether he will grant this man an increase 
in pay, especially in view of the profit 
made each year out of the postal system. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SyDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): Ihave called for a Report on 
this sul ject, and on its receipt I will send 
the hon. Member a reply. 


Kensington Gardens Trees. 

Viscount DALRYMPLE (Wigtown) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for 
the Tiverton Division, I beg to ask 
the First Commissioner of Works how 
many trees have been lopped and cut 
down, respectively, in Kensington Gar- 
dens during the present financial year ; 
what sums of money have been received 
for the timber ; and how many new park 
trees have been planted. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 
Rossendale): The trees lopped number 
374, and eleven have been cat down. 
The amount received to date is £67 12s. 
There is, however, a large quantity of 
wood at present unsold. No trees have 


{COMMONS} 


to ask | 
of the hon. 


yet been planted in Kensington Gardens | 


this year, but I hope to plant some there 
this autumn. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY asked 
whether the branches had been burned. 
Could they not have been given to the 
poor ? 

Mr. and | 


HARCOURT: Yes, Sir; 


before Christmas notices were put up | 


that the poor would be allowed to remove | £2,752,000 
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Duke of York's Steps Footway. 
Viscount DALRYMPLE: On behalf 
Member for the Tiverton 
Division, I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works it his attention has 
been called to the state of the asphalte 
upon the path leading from the Duke of 
York’s Steps to Storey’s Gate; and if the 
asphalte will be relaid shortly. 


Mr. HARCOURT : Temporary repairs, 
where necessary, will be made in the 
course of the year, but no general re- 
laying can be undertaken on the present 
Kstimates. 


In reply to a further Question, 


Mr. HARCOURT said provision would 
have to be made for the work in next year’s 
Estimates, and Parliamentary authority 
obtained for it. 


Teachers’ Pensions. 
Mr. STANLEY WILSON : 
ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education, how many of the pensions 
granted under the Education Minutes of 
December 1846, are given to mor 
who were e mploy ed before August 18° 
when the 1846 Minutes were resc ‘aded 1; 
whether he can say how many of the 
recipients are women, and the numbe rot [ 
the pensions at each scale of £20, £25, 
and £30. 


I beg to 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): Four hundred and 
eight of the teachers now in receipt of 
code pensions were employed before 
August 1851, of whom 190 are women. 
One hundred and forty-one of these 
pensions are £20, 179 are £25, and 
eighty-eight are £30 a year. 


Non-Provided Schools. 

Mr. CLOUGH: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the E xchequer, what pro- 
portion of the £5,882,500 annual grants, 
grants in lieu of fees, 


any of the smaller wood that would be of | | £2,485, 000 aid grants to local education 


use to them, 


March. 


and orders were given that authorities 
no wood should be burned before 1st | Estimates of 1907-8 for the 
Iam sorry to say that the poor | Education, will be allocated to schools 


(total £11,119,500), in the 
Board of 


did not avail themselves of that oppor- | not provided by, and consequently not 


tunity, probably owing to the wood being 
in a green state. 


under the complete control of, local 


education authorities. 
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Mr. MCKENNA: None of the grants 
are allocated to particular schools, but 
are paid to the local authorities in aid of 
their expenditure on the maintenance 
of schools. The grants referred to are 
calculated upon average attendance, and 
it is impossible to say now what the 


average attendance in voluntary schools 
’ | 


1907-8, but in the 


Sist 


will be during 
statistical year ended 


{19 Marcu 1907 





July 1906, it | 


was approximately equivalent to 46 per | 


cent. of the total average attendance in | 
public elementary schools in England | 


and Wales. 


Milan Exposition Awards. 
Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): 


I beg to | 


ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether he is aware that on 


12th March the President of the British | 
Exposition | 


Commission to the Milan 
publicly announced that the diplomas 
and medals awarded to exhibitors had 
been received; if he will explain why 
these are being withheld by the Commis- 
sion; if he is aware that, when 
British Commission was organised, it was 
stated in a Report presented by the 
Executive Commissioner to the President 
and Members of the Commission that the 
awards would consist of diplomas and 
medals; if he is also aware that the 
Executive Commissioner has written to 
certain exhibitors who have applied for 


the medals and diplomas awarded them | 


to the effect that the Exposition authori- 
ties do not present an actual medal but a 
diploma therefor; whether he is aware 
that medals have always been issued 
with diplomas at international exposi- 
tions ; and will he explain why the British 
Commission to the Milan Exposition 
issued such a misleading Report. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, Dews- 
bury): Iam informed by the President 
of the british Commission that he did not 
make the statement attributed to him in 
the first part of the Question repecting 
diplomas. In point of fact the diplomas 
are daily expected from Milan but have 
not yet arrived. As it is the intention 
of the Commission to present the 
diplomas and the medals at the same 
time the non-arrival of the former 
accounts for the delay of which the hon. 
Member complains. I understand that 
it is not the case that medals have always 
heen issued with diplomas at Inter- 


| manner the case of the 
| veyors of 
the 
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national Expositions, the usual practice 
being to present diplomas alone. This is 
the course actually being taken by the 
authorities of the Milan Exhibition, but 
the British Commission have determined 
to purchase and present bronze medals 
with their diplomas to Exhibitors to 
whom medals, Xc., have been awarded. 
The Report referred to was based upon a 
misunderstanding which is regretted, but 
I understand the facts to be as | have 
stated. 


Mr. HALPIN: Is the hon. Gentleman 
aware that that the President got a 


Japanese Decoration for putting a Jap on 
the jury instead of an Jrishman ? 


{No Answer was returned. | 


Clerks to Surveyors of Taxes. 

O'GRADY: I beg to the 
the Treasury, in what 
clerks to the sur- 
taxes is being dealt with; 
whether the findi: 1g of the Depa rtment 
will be laid upon the Table of the House ; 
and, if so, when will this be done. 


ask 


Mr. 
Secretary to 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I understand 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer, on 
whose behalf I replied to a question on 
this subject asked by the hon, Member 
on the 7th instant, is considering whether 
any improveme nts can be effected in the 
organisation of surveyors’ otlices. His 


| inquiries are at present of an informal 


© 





nature and are with a view to ascertain- 
ing whether a prim fucie case is made 
out against the present arrangements. 


He is not in a position to lay any 
Papers. 
The National Gallery. 
Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 


beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether some steps can be taken to im- 
prove the quality of the photographs 
sold at the National Gallery, and to 
insure that copies of the principal master- 
pieces are procurable. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I am informed 
that there is at present no official sale of 
photographs of National Gallery pictures, 
but that information is officially g given as 
to where the best photographs may be 
obtained, and this information will be 
conspicuously posted in the entrance 
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hall as soon as the re-decoration is com- 
plete. The sale of reproductions is under 
the consideration of the trustees. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: But 
is it not the fact that photographs are 
sold now in the National Gallery ? 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.): Is it not the fact that there is a 
private stall for which no rent is paid— 
not an official stall—at which the photo- 
graphs complained of are sold ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: If hon. Gentle- 
men will put down a Question as to this 
private stall, I will endeavour to answer 
it. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: Has 
the hon. Gentleman no information as to 
the private stall 4 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Only what I have 
given to the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
W.): Let the hon. Gentleman go and 
see it for himself. 


Agricultural Holdings Act—Mr. Garnett 
of Clitheroe and his Tenants. 

Mr. CLOUGH: I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for South Somerset, as repre- 
senting the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, whether he is aware that 
Mr. William Garnett, Low Moor, 
Clitheroe, has given his tenant farmers 
notice to quit on 12th May 1908, with- 
out assigning any reasons for so doing ; 
and whether he will ascertain the real 
reason from Mr. Garnett, so as to make 
it clear that it is not in consequence of 
the passing of the Agricultural Holdings 
Act of last session. 


Stir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
set, S.): My noble friend placed himself 
in communication with Mr. Garnett on 
this subject, and has received from him 
the following reply :— 

* Low Moor, Clitheroe, 
* March 17th, 1907. 
“ My Lord, 

“ Permit me to tender my thanks to 
your Lordship for kindly calling my 
attention to a Question to be submitted 
to the House on Tuesday next which I 
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had failed to notice in the published 
Parliamentary proceedings. 


“My leases are copies of leases 
dated back sixty or seventy years at 
least and require readjusting. 

“T had given order to my agent a year 
ago to serve these notices, long before 
the passing of the Act. 

“T do not at all see that the Act 
named applies in my ease, hence it has no 
terrors to induce me to wish to evade 
it. 

“My tenants are not allowed, nor 
ever have been, to lay out any money 
on permanent improvements of any kind, 
and are in consequence not entitled to 
any compensation on quitting their hold- 
ings and as to the character of the land, 
there is practically not an acre of arable 
land in the district. 


“My tenants know that any im- 
provements which can be proved to me 
as desirable are carried out. All that 
have been, such as buildings, draining, 
and even manuring of a quasi-permanent 
kind, such as boning, etc., have in every 
instance been at my expense; this I 
have advisedly carried out, that tenants 
on leaving, whether voluntarily or in- 
voluntarily, should have no claim upon 
me or be able to say they had spent 
money for my benefit. 

“Tam sorry to say—and what most 
landowners will be able to confirm—that 
these outlays, from a financial point of 
view, have not been to my advantage. 


“ Trusting I have been able to answer 
your Lordship’s letter in a way you care 
to have it. 

“Your obedient Servant, 
“ (Signed) W. GARNETT.” 


The Right Honourable Ear! Carrington, 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, 
4, Whitehall Place, London, 8.W. 


Clifton-on-Bowmont Agricultural Ex- 
periments. 

Sir J. JARDINE (Roxburghshire) : I 
beg to ask the hon. Member for South 
Somerset, as representing the President of 
the Board of Agriculture, if the Board can 
see its way to the issue of a leafiet to county 
councils and farmers’ clubs containing 
information to farmers regarding free 
access to Mr. Robert H. Elliot’s demon- 
stration farm at Clifton-on-Bowmont, in 
the county of Roxburgh. 
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Sm EDWARD STRACHEY: The | considered at the time such as to justify 
Board do not think that the issue of a/ pursuing the question further, and no 
leaflet would be appropriate in this case, | special arrangements were therefore re- 
but we shall be glad to insert a notice | quired for protecting Crown rights. The 
as to Mr. Elliot’s generous offer in the | matter is now being considered, and if the 
next number of our Journal. ‘hon. Member will communicate to the 
, | Commissioner of Woods any information 

Moray Firth Trawlers. | he may have as to any apparent infringe- 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen N.): I beg to | ment of Crown rights, the facts will be 
ask the Secretary for Scotland if it is | inquired into at once. 
within the knowledge of the Govern- | 
ment that rewards have been offered to) Sir J. JARDINE: Has the Com- 
those giving information as to the! missioner of Woods and Forests any 
presence of trawlers in the waters of the | authority to inquire what is going on ? 
Moray Firth outside the three miles limit , | 
whether many men innocent of trawling | Mr. SINCLAIR: I should prefer 
in the prohibited area have been sub- | that that Question were addressed to the 
jected in consequence to severe penalties ; | Minister responsible for that Department. 
and that trawlers refrain now from enter- 
ing the Moray Firth for shelter, even in | Jury Challenging at Roscommon Assizes. 
stress of weather, thereby entailing on| Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 
themselves much loss and danger. | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
; . : _,, | Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
oir Ss meiner oie Eo vise wo | attention has been called to the fact that 
Mr. SINCLAIR, Forlarshire) : ave no| Mr. Justice Kenny, at the recent Ros- 
official knowledge of rewards such as|common Assizes, directed the Crown 
those referred to by my hon. friend | Solicitor not to permit any of the jurors 
having being offered. Neither am I | who tried a particular case, and brought 
aware that any trawler has,in consequence, | jn a verdict not in agreement with his 
been detected or subjected to any | views, to be empanelled in any future 
penalty. I understand that the Moray ‘eases coming before him ; and whether 
Firth is as freely used as ever for shelter | the Crown Solicitor is in any way bound 
by all classes of fishermen. by this direction. 


| 

Scottish Riparian Rights. | Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
Str J. JARDINE: I beg to ask IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool 

the Secretary for Scotland if he can/ Exchange): My right hon. friend has 

state what arrangements exist for |asked me to answer this Question. I 

protecting the rights of the Crown | would refer the hon. Member to the reply 

against assertions of private or exclusive 'which I gave yesterday to the similar 

ownership of the right to fish for salmon | Question put by the hon. and learned 

and trout in parts of the River Tweed, | Member for South Donegal.+ 

the River Teviot, the River Jed, and the | 





Liddell Water, and in the streams that | 
flow into those rivers ; and whether any | 
public authority has made arrangements | 
for receiving early information of any | 
active assertions of private or exclusive | 
ownership over such fisheries in those | 


waters. 





Mr. SINCLAIR: The Crown rights, 
which are under the management of the | 
Commissioner of Woods, only extend to 
salmon and fish of the salmon kind, not | 
to the river trout. As stated in answer | 
to a previous Question, inquiries were 
instituted some years ago as to the | 
Crown rights to salmon fishings in parts | 
of the Tweed, but the results were not | 


Vandeleur Estate Evictel Tenants. 

Mr. HALPIN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners have reinstated all the evicted 
tenants on the Vandeleur property in 
West Clare on Tuesday, Wednesday and 
Thursday, the 12th, 13th and 14th in- 
stant; and whether, if all were not 
reinstated, he will make inquiries why 
they were not, and when they will be 
reinstated. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Brrre t, Bristol, N.): The 


¢ See Col. 485. 











675 Questions. {CO 
Estates Commissioners are aware that 
their inspector has been engaged for 


several days past in restoring evicted 
tenants on the Vandeleur Estate, 
tiuey have not yet received his Report in | 
the matter, and in the meantime are | 
unable to furnish details. 

Will the 


Mr. HALPIN: right hon. 


Gentleman continue to use his influence | 
Commissioners with a | 


with the Estates 
view to settling these West Clare tenants ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I do not think the 
Estates Commissioners require any pres- 
sure from me. They are most anxious 
to expedite their work. 


Crime in Cavan and Sussex. 

Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
boycotting of Mr. Thomas E. Taylor, of 
Blacklion, county Cavan, which was dis- 
continued about 20th February last, was 
resumed with additional severity on 
Monday, 4th and - whether this boy- 
cotting still continues ; and what steps 
are being taken to dea! with the case. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Beiore the 
right hon. Gentleman answers, may | 
ask if his attention has been called to 
the fact that according to the last Returns 
there were only seventy-three indictable 
offences in county Cavan and 336 non- 
indictable offences, whereas in the county 
of Sussex there were in the same period 
1,540 indictable offences and 7,282 non- 
indictable offences. And I would ask 
whether it is decent for the hon. Gentle 
man, in view of the fact that his county 
shows twenty times as many indictable 
otiences—— 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. 

Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham) : lee do the two counties compare 
for population ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I propose to answer 
the Question on the Paper. I am in- 
formed by the police authorities that it 
is not the case that the boycotting of 
Mr. Taylor has been resumed with addi- 
tional severity. ‘Two or three persons 
have refused to supply him with goods, 
but he has no difficulty in obtaining 


MMONS} 
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supplies from others in the loeality, or 
in disposing of his produce. In the 
| circumstances, no action has been called 


but | for, stag the police will, of course, afford 


| to Mr. faylor any protection which may 
become necessary to secure the 
of his legal rights. 


ext reise 


Estate (Leitrim) Evicted 
Tenant. 

Mr. THOMAS F. SMYTH (Leitrim, 
8.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if the 
Estates Commissioners have received = 
application for reinstatement from Michael 
Regan, Corlona, Dramsna, on the Simpson 
Estate, in county Leitrim ; and if the 
same will be considered by them. 


| 
| 
| Simpson 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com 
missioners have received the application 
in question, and have had the case 
investigated by their inspector, whose 
report is under consideration. 


Ensor Estate (Leitrim) Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. THOMAS F. SMYTH: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if the Estates Commis- 
sioners have received an application for 
reinstatement from Francis Murphy, 
Drumdarkin, Cloone, on the  Ensor 
Estate, in county Leitrim; and if the 
case will be investigated by an inspector. 


Mr. BIRRELL : The Estates Commis- 
sioners have received the application, and 
have referred it to their inspector for 
investigation in connection with the pro- 
posed sale of the Ensor Estate, which is 
at present before them. 


La Touche Estate (Leitrim) Evicted 
Tenants. 

Mr. THOMAS F. SMYTH: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if the Estates Commis- 
sioners have received their inspector's 
report with regard to the reinstatement 
of Francis Donlon, Errew, Carrigallen, on 
the La Touch Estate, in county Leitrim ; 
and, as the person at present in occupa- 
tion of the farm is willing to give it up in 
case he is compensated, and as the land- 
lord does not object to this arrangement, 
if the Estates Commissioners will have 
the evicted tenant reinstated without 
further delay. 
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Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners have not vet received their in- 
spector’s report on this case, and are 
therefore not at present in a position to 
consider the question of reinstating the 
evicted tenant. 


Estate (Leitrim) Evicted 
Tenant. 

Mr. THOMAS FP. SMYTH: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland it the Estates Commis- 
sioners have received an application for 
reinstatement from Mrs. Ann Kerrigan, 
who is at present in America, for the 
farm of land formerly belonging to her 
at Clooncarne, on the Clements Estate, 
in county Leitrim ; and if the same will 
be considered. 


Clements 


Mr. BIRKELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners have not received an application 
from Mrs. Kerrigan. 


North Kerry, Evicted 
Tenants. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, Lee I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what action has been 
taken by the Estates Commissioners in 
connection with the untenanted land at 
Ennismore, on the Listowel Estate, North 
Kerry, which has been offered to the 
Estate Commissioners for the reinstate- 
ment of evicted tenants, the enlargement 
of uneconomic holdings, and making 
allotments to labourers; and whether he 
can state how soon the land will be 
acquired by the Estate Commissioners. 


Listowel Estate 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estate Commis- 
sioners inform me that they have made 
an offer to the owner in this case, but 
have not yet heard whether he is willing 
to accept it. ‘ 


Licensing (Ireland) Act, 1902 
Mr. BARRIE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether it is the intention of the 
Government to renew the Licen nsing 
(Ireland) Act, 1902, which expires this 
year, 


Mr. BIRRELL: The question of 
undertaking the necessary renewing 
legislation is under consideration. 


{19 Marcu 1907} 
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Ballylongford Untenanted Lands. 
Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lientenant of Ire- 
land whether he Estates 
re aprsereagh 0 comt nunicate with Mr. 
. D. Crosbie, Ballyheigue, county Kerry, 
w oie holds from Trinity College some 
100 acres of untenanted land situated 
near Ballylongford, North Kerry; and 
whether, as Mr. Crosbie is willing to sell 
his interest in this land, the Estates 
Commissioners will take immediate action 
to secure the same for the reinstatement 
of evicted tenants and the removal of the 

congestion which exists in the district. 


es ee © 
Wlil UsKx tie 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have referred this 
Question to the Estates Commissioners, 
who inform me that they will make in- 
quiries with regard to the untenanted 
land mentioned. 


Housing Loans for Irish Urban 


Councils. 
Mr. BARRIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether, in 


view of the importance of encouraging 
urban councils in Ireland to build 
workmen’s houses, he will conside1 
the advisability of granting loans for such 
purposes, on the same terms as regards 
rate of interest and time of repayment as 
were granted under the Labourers 
(ireland) Act of last year. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I have nothing to 
add to the reply given by my right hon. 
friend the Chief Se eretary on the 26th 
ultimo to a similar question by the hon. 
Member for Limerick. 


Unpaid Board of Works Loan. 

Mr. HALPIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland what is the amount of the Board 
of Works loan borrowed by the late 
Conor Haugh, of Doonaha, West Clare, 
still remaining due; when was the last 
instalment paid to the Board of Works ; 
and whether the Board of Works have 
taken any steps to recover the amount of 
the loan still dne. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I am informed 
that a loan of £110 was made to Connor 
Haugh in 1883 and the last instalment 
that has been paid on account thereof 





+ See (4) Debates, elxix., 1447. 
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was in 1901. 
then left the country, and no steps can be 
taken for recovering the sum _ of 
£74 16s. 2d. which is still due on account 
of the loan. 


Irish Post Office Savings Bank 
Headquarters. 

Mr. THOMAS F. SMYTH: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General if he 
would consider the advisability of mak- 
ing Dublin the head office for Ireland, 
as far as the Post Office Savings Bank is 
concerned, owing to the delay occasioned 
to parties living in rural districts, having 
only one daily delivery of letters, having 
to wait about five days, when they wish 
to withdraw money from the Post Office, 
before they get a reply from London, and 
also as it would be the means of giving 
more employment to Post Office officials 
in Ireland. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The ques- 
tion whether it would be advisable 
to transfer to Dublin the administra- 
tion of the Irish business of the Post 
Office Savings Bank has been considered 
on several occasions, and it has been 
found that there is greater administrative 
convenience and economy in keeping the 
Savings Bank accounts at a single centre. 
The hon. Member has no doubt not 
overlooked the fact that withdrawals up 
to £1 may be made at any Post Office 
Savings Bank in the United Kingdom 
without previous notice. 


Irish Coercion Act. 

Mr. LAMBTON (Durham, S.E.) : I beg 
to ask the Prime Minister when he will 
introduce a measure to carry out the 
decision come to by the House and the 
Government that the Criminal Law and 


Procedure (Ireland) Act should be imme- | 


diately repealed. 


Notice had also been given of the | 


following Question : 


Lorp R. CECIL: To ask the Prime 


Minister whether, having regard to 
the Resolution passed in this House 
last Wednesday which declared that the 


presence of the Criminal Law and Pro- | 


cedure (Ireland) Act on the Statute-book 
isa gross violation of the Constitution 
without parallel in any other portion of 


{COMMONS} 
The tenant of the holding | 
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for the repeal of the Act mentioned; 
and, if so, at what date. 


THE PRIME MINISTER aAnp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. Camp. 
BELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : 
Perhaps I may be allowed to answer the 
noble Lord’s Question at the same time. 
My right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
stated in the debate that it was impossible 
for the Government to undertake immedi- 
ate action in this matter. There are 
more urgent questions on hand, particu- 
larly Irish questions; and the powers 
given to the Government under this Act 
are not being used. 


Mr. LAMBTON: Is the Resolution 
null and void then? My Question refers 
to the Resolution, not to the language of 
the Chief Secretary. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not think the Resolution is null and 
void because it is not immediately put 
into effect. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) : 
Do the Government really propose to 
tolerate on the Statute-book an Act 
which, according to the Resolution of last 
Wednesday, is “a gross violation of the 
Constitution without parallel in any other 
portion of His Majesty’s dominions ” ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is tolerated for many reasons. In the 
first place, there is the ditticulty of 
getting it expunged ; in the second place, 
we have other things to do ; and then, as 
I have said, the Act is treated as of no 
effect by the present Executive. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): It remains as a memorial of the 


| Cecils. 


NOTICES OF MOTION. 

*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestershire, E.) asked the Speaker's 
ruling with regard to the Motion dealing 
with the acquisition of land by local 


authorities, which was down for con- 


sideration that evening. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Norwich had at the last moment 
altered his original notice of Motion in 
substance as well as in form. It now 


His Majesty’s dominions, and for which | included a proposal for compulsion ; and 


he voted, he proposes to introduce a Bill | it further added a provision that the value 
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at which land was to be purchased should | had discharged the following Member 
be that at which it was assessed for | from the Standing Committee on Law, 
purposes of taxation—a matter to which and Courts of Justice, and Legal Proce- 
there was no allusion, direct or indirect, dure ; Mr. Pike Pease ; and had appointed 
in the Resolution as it originally stood | in substitution: Viscount Castlereagh. 
on the Paper.i Would it, he asked, be in | 
order for the hon. Member to move the! Sir Brampton GurRDON further re- 
Résolution in its new form, and to what | ported from the Committee ; That they 
extent was it in the power of an hon./| had added to the Standing Committee 
Member to vary his notice of Motion at|on Trade (including Agriculture and 
the last moment ? | Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, 
| the following fifteen Members in respect 
*Mr. SPEAKER said the rule might | of the Railways (Contracts) Bill; Mr. 
be stated thus :—It was open to any hon. | Lambton, Sir William Holland, Mr. Abel 
Member to vary his Motion, but it must | Smith, Viscount Helmsley, Mr. Hyde, 
not go beyond the notice of Motion which |Mr. Beale, Mr. Mond, Mr. Clement 
was originally given. In his opinion the Edwards, Mr. Myer, Mr. Brunner, Mr. 
second Motion, of which the hon. Member | Cr ooks, Mr. Akers-Douglas, Mr. John 
gave notice yesterday, did very consider- Williams, Mr. Menzies, and Mr. Wedg- 
ably go beyond the limits of the Motion wood. 
of which he first gave notice. Therefore 
in calling upon him that evening he 
thought he must ask the hon. Member 
to omit the words enabling local author- | MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
ties to acquire land “ compulsorily, and SISTER BILL. 
to base the purchase price on the value Reported, with Amendments, from the 
at which the land was assessed for | Standing Committee on Law, ete. 
purposes of taxation.” The reason for the 
tule was obvious. Hon. Members seeing Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
a Notice on the Paper to which they | he printed. [No. 87.] 
possibly might have no objection might 
make arrangements for not being present Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
or might avoid preparing themselves to Standing Committee to be printed. 
speak upon it, but if at the last moment [No. 87.] 
some entirely new Motion appeared on 
the Paper they might find themselves Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
taken by surprise. Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Friday, 7th June, and to be 
printed. [Bill 116.] 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON reported from 
the Committee of Selection; That they NEW BILLS. 


The original notice of Motion was as . r mene " 

tllows :—‘* That, in the opinion of this House, RIGHTS OF WAY (SCOTLAND) Bits 

it is aesirable that more complete powers; “To amend the Law relating to Rights 
should be conferred upon Local Authorities | of Way in Scotland,” presented by Mr. 


> caged them to purchase land on fair Gulland ; to be read a second time upon 
ms, and enabling them to hold the same . he esiued 
util such times as it is considered advisable to | Wednesday, 10th April, and to be printed. 


utilise it for public purposes.” [Bill 117.] 











_ The amended notice of Motion read :—“ That, 
it the opinion of this House, a measure ix} PROBATION OF OFFENDERS (No. 2) 
ugently needed enabling Local Authorities to BILL. 

acquire by agreement. or compulsorily, and b “ i i 
ample and inexpensive sadlinery, —_ tn To nada ~~ a Ss 
within or adjoining their several distric’s as | Of Offenders in certain cases, and for other 
may, in their judgment, be needed for the | matters incidental thereto,” presented by 
‘quirements of the community ; and further, | Mr, Secretary Gladstone ; supported by 


that, in all such cases of Land Acquisition, the ’ f ; 
purchase price should be definitely based upon M os ppeomenngy om ; to be er" — 
the value at which land is asessed for pur-| me upon Monday next, and to be 
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enable the councils of counties 
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(hindrance and suppression of 
| industrial development. 


and county boroughs to contribute to | 
certain Costs of Appeals against Poor | 
Rates,” presented by Mr. Barnard ; sup- | 


ported by Mr. Godfrey Baring, Mr. 


Bethell, Mr. Bertram, Colonel Carlile, | 


Viscount Helmsley, Mr. Abel Smith, and 
Mr. Micklem ; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 9th April, and to be 
printed. | Bill 119.] 


SMALL HOLDINGS (No. 2) BILL. 

“To amend the Small Holdings Act, 
1892,” presented by Mr. Jesse Collings ; 
supported by Colonel Long, Mr. Hunt, 
Mr. Bridgeman, Mr. Lane-Fox, Mr. 
William Nicholson, and Mr. Arthur 
Stanley ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 27th March, and to be 
printed. | Bill 120.] 


PATENTS AND DESIGNS BILL. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-GrorGr, Car- 
narvon Boroughs) in asking leave to 
bring in a Bill to amend the law relating 
to patents and designs, said: This Bill 
introduces a good many improvements 
which have been found necessary in the 
working of the patent laws in this 
country. The main object is to simplify 
and cheapen procedure. The Bill will 
make provision for the grant of patents 
of addition, there will be additional 
checks against invalid patents, and a 
cheaper procedure for the revocation of 
patents. These will be introduced in 
the interest of the poor inventor, for, 
although it often suits a rich and power- 
ful company to have complicated and 
expensive machinery, it very often in- 
volves ruin for a poor inventor. I pro- 
pose, therefore, to introduce a series of 
conditions which, I hope, will effect a 
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British 
The object. of 
the patent laws is te reward ingenuity, 
and by so doing to encourage invention 
and to promote British industry. Un- 
fortunately, however, they have been 
used in many respects to discourage the 
sritish inventor and to destroy many 
British industries. What is happening 
at the present moment? Out of 14,700 


| patents issued last year, 6,500 are foreign, 
| do not object to that, but a good many 


of these patents have been taken out not 


|for the purpose of working the patents 


considerable cheapening of procedure. 


I do not know that we can ever make 
the patent laws cheap as long as the fees 
of counsel and experts are 
something can be done in order to meet 
the difficulty. I also propose to intro- 


duce later on a Consolidation Bill, and | 


if that Bill goes through the Grand 
Committee on Trade I think it will be 
possible to amalgamate it with the 
present Bill. But the main object of 


this Bill, after all, is to prevent the 
patent laws from being used for the) 


high, but | 





in this country but for the purpose of 
preventing their being worked. That | 
consider to be an abuse of a privilege 
conceded by British laws. There is a 
still worse abuse, on the whole | think 
it is the worst. The British inventor 
who takes out a patent is very often a 
poor man who has been able to get his 
patent financed up to a certain point. 
After he bas started and set up works 
and purchased machinery, there comes a 
powerful foreign syndicate which has 
found there is something in his patent 
which they imagine is covered by an 
invention they have already patented— 
for these patents are very often in exceed- 
ingly vague terms. This syndicate then 
brings to bear the whole machinery of 
their powerful organisation to crush th 
inventor. He is brought before the 
Court of first instance, and if he wins 
there he is taken to the Court of Appeal, 
and then dragged up to the House of 
Lords, by which time all the capital he 
has been able to raise jor the purpose ot 
working his patent is expended in law 
costs, and the patent which ought to 
have been an encouragement to his 
ingenuity has simply become a trap for 
his ruin. That I consider to be a 
thoroughly flagrant abuse of the priv- 
leges conferred by British institutions 
upon foreigners on equal terms with 
Britons, and I think it ought to be put 
an end to. The mere fact that it has not 
heen put an end to is in itself a proof ot 
the long-suffering of the average Briton. 
An attempt was, I think, made by the 


late Government to deal with this 
problem. I am not criticising their 


method—for, after all, in these things we 
must proceed experimentally —when I say 
that the attempt was a failure, because 
of the very expensive character of patent 
litigation. Mr. Levinstein, who took a 
great interest in this question, brought 
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an action under the Act in order to/ 


It 


expose the futility of the machinery. 
that 


cost him about £4,000, and 


naturally discouraged further experiment | 


in the same line. Therefore, there is 
yerv little use trusting to that Act. It 
is much too expensive. The suitor has 
to go before the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council, a very costly proceed- 
ing. It is clear, therefore, that some 
other means must be found for putting 
an end to the abuse. I propose to apply 
three or four methods. In the first place, 
I propose to simplify the procedure of 
compulsory licence ; and instead of the 
applicant having to go before the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council, as at 
present, he will go, first of all, before the 
Controller and afterwards before a Judge 
specially selected by the Lord Chancellor, 


who will be habitually dealing with 
patent cases. ‘This method will tend 


very considerably to shorten the hearing 
of cases, because they will be dealt with 
by an expert Judge. 
isthat any applicant can go to the Con- 
troller three years after the granting of 
any patent and apply for the revocation 
of the patent on the ground that it has 


A second method | 


| he 





not been adequately worked within the | 


There is 


Big foreign 


United Kingdom. 
point of great importance. 


| 
another | 


syndicates have one very effective way of 


destroving British industries. 
of all apply for patents on a very con- 
siderable They suggest 
hle combination —for instance in 
chemicals—which human ingenuity can 
possibly think of. These combinations 
the syndicates have not tried themselves. 
fhey are not in operation, say, in 
Germany or elsewhere. Bunt the syndi- 
cates put them in their patents in obscure 
and vague terms so as to cover any 
possible invention that may be discovered 
afterwards in this country. What 
happens? A British inventor makes a 
bona file discovery. He attempts to 
patent it. He probably secures a patent. 
But the moment he does so this powerful 
foreign sydicate brings an action against 
him for infringement of patent. They 
include, possibly, as many as fifteen or 
sixteen counts in their indictment ; they 
employ the ablest and consequently the 
most expensive counsel at the British 
Bar, and the best scientific experts. 
The result is that the poor British 
inventor, before there is time for his 
invention to take root, or to become a 


1 
seate, 


possi 


They first | 


every | 
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snecess, is simply overwhelmed by this 
tremendous combination. In that way 
many British industries have been wiped 
out. There are two ways in which the Bill 
proposes to meet that state of things. 
One is by compulsory working, and the 
second by forcing powerful syndicates 
—home, of course, as well as foreign—to 
deposit samples, where the Patent Office 
demand them, or else their application 
will be refused. There is another way 
in which foreign patents work in restraint 
of British trade. Before a manufacturer, 
say in the boot trade—a trade in which 
this grievance has been particularly {elt 
—can use the patent he is obliged to sign 
a kind of lease for twenty years, during 
which period he is prohibited from using 
any other machinery. There may be a 
considerable improvement in machinery 
discovered meanwhile by a British inven- 
tor, or by some other foreign inventor, 
but the manufacturer, under the condi- 
tions of his lease, will not be allowed to 
put the improved machinery into his 
works. It was thought that such con- 
ditions, acting in restraint of trade, could 
set aside; but according to the 
decision of Mr. Justice Wills, the patentee 
has the right to impose any conditions, 
however unreasonable, he pleases. There 
are many people in this country working 
under these impossible conditions, which 
at any time may have the most serious 
consequences to the industries of this 
country. I propose that in future these 
conditions shall be nugatory. I have 
not time now to deal with the objection 
that this 18 a protective measure. | think 
it is in the interest of free trade. I am 
not afraid of foreign competition as long 
as British trade is free to fight it. I would 
free British trade from impossible condi- 
tions abroad and from equally stupid 
tariff systems at home. At the present 
moment many British industries are 
bound hand and foot by the working of 
the patent system. Many British in- 
dustries have been completely wiped out 
by privileges conceded by British institu- 
tions to foreigners. I propose that these 
bonds shall be cut ; and that the British 
industry shall be made perfectly free to 
engage on equal terms in the severe 
struggle with its competitors. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to amend the Law relating to Patents 
and Designs ”—( Jr. Lloyd-George.) 
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Mr. BONAR LAW (Camberwell, , west 1:36, and in the southern district 
Dulwich) : I wish to—— 5°08 per cent., or very nearly the 
same decrease as in the most northern 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. /and most remote parts of these islands, 


Gentleman rise to oppose 4 The population of the rural districts 
se ee ha has fallen by 42,704 in spite of the great 
Mr. BONAR LAW: No, Sir. increase in the total population. If, 


; disregarding for the moment the varia- 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Then the hon. | tions in the towns and villages, we look 
Gentleman cannot speak under the ten | simply at the changes in population of 








minutes rule. the rural districts in the counties, we 
: find that, except in the five counties of 
Question put, and agreed to. Elgin, Kinross, Renfrew, Lanark, and 


, ; | Linlithgow, the “rural” population o 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. | Scotland has during the a ten me 
Lloyd-George and Mr. Kearley. | shown a decrease in every single county, 
PATENTS AND DESIGNS BILL. © _| This is not a tendency peculiar to Scot- 
Si eee ti, Kee viding te | land or to England. It is common to 

FER ar 5 | the other civilised countries of the world, 

Patents and Designs, presented accord. | No country comparable to ours has so 
ingly, and read the first time ; to be read | all 2 Mtn of sidan toe tia a0 , 
a second time upon Monday next, and to | oer us tla Petco 
. . 9 eo , Ds 7 ’ 

be printed. [Bill 121.] | France, Belgium, and even the United 
meee States, which has nearly half its popula- 

SMALL LANDHOLDERS IN SCOTLAND | tion in the rural districts, are already 


Tur SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | taking active steps to defend themselves 


‘from these dangers. It is high time, 


Mr. Sincuiair, Forfarshire), in asking | ; 
( ‘ } ) © | therefore, that we should move in the 


leave to introduce a Bill to encourage | a a & 
the formation of small agricultural | matter. This is the purely political 
holdings in Scotland, and to amend side of the subject. But there is 
the law relating to the tenure | another side. I am not belittling the 
such holdings (including crofters’ hold- | unrivalled farming which is to be found 
ings); to establish Agricultural Com- |! this country and the public spirit of 
missioners for Scotland; and for other |™@2y of those who lead the way in agri- 
purposes connected therewith, said : | culture here when I say that we cannot 
Last July I introduced a Bill under the | be satisfied either with the productive- 
same title, with which it was not found | ness of the land of this island as a whole 
possible to proceed. Since then the | or the uses to which that land is put. 
Report of the Select Committee on Small | No doubt there are many parts in every 
Holdings has been issued; and its re- | district of the country where there are 
commendations have been seriously | farms, especially large farms, which are 
considered by the Government in relation | thoroughly well equipped and _ highly 
to the Bill. The purposes of the measure | cultivated, where there are prize herds 
are to encourage the formation of small and flocks, the blood of which is sought 
holdings, to direct people and capital to | by buyers in every part of the world; 
the land by opening up a career in the | and there are other branches of farming 
industry of farming to those who work, |in this country which have no equal 
or who wish to work, on the land. It | elsewhere which bring good livings; but 
is no exaggeration to say that the rural | when other tests are applied the answers 
districts should support at least double | are not so satisfactory. I ask, in the 
their present population. Yetin Scotland | first place, is the rent of land what it 
during the last_ fifty years, while the | was 2 Certainly not. Is the area of 
population of the entire country has| arable land increasing ? It is not the 
increased by close on 2,000,000, there | case, Is our live stock increasing ? 
has been an absolute decrease of not less 
than 400,000 in the rural districts 
alone. In the northern district the 
decrease according to census returns 
has been 5°13 per cent., in the north- 


Is there more live stock or less to the 
acre than in other countries? Compare 
this country with Germany and other 
countries, and inquire what the answer 
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is. Is there more or less perishable | 
farm produce being imported this year | 
than last year? What attention do we | 
give to agricultural organisation ?  Prac- | 
tically none. What public money do we | 
spend on agricultural education and | 
agricultural colleges? This Bill, which | 
is on the same lines as the Bill of last | 
year, contains proposals which apply | 
to the whole of Scotland, and I do not | 
wish to lead the House to suppose that 
the circumstances of any part of Scot-| 
land specially have influenced the | 
Government in framing the measure. 
As I have made an observation on the | 
uses to which the land of the country | 
has been put, let me give one or two 
details from Scotland. My indefatigable | 
friend the hon. Member for Ross and | 
Cromarty was the parent of a Return 
on deer forests in the five Highland | 
counties of Scotland, namely, Argyle, | 
Inverness, Ross, Sutherland, and Caith- | 
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there must be a revival of farming. 
Comparing this country with many others 
it cannot be alleged that the decay of 
farming is due solely to our soil, which 
is not inferior to that of other countries. 
Nor is it due to the climate. If there is 
to be a reversal of present tendencies it 
is safe to say that those who work on the 
land are at the present time to far too 
great an extent merely hired labourers. 
Both they and their savings must be 
admitted to a larger and more intimate 
interest in the land of the country. It 
is true of farmers as of other people that 
they will not invest their savings unless 
there is security for their money. If 
farming is becoming more scientific and 
more costly, more complete security 
will be demanded by those who put 
capital into the land. The first thing, 
therefore, we have to do if we are to check 
this tendency to depopulation is to give 
security of tenure to existing holders. 


an Scotland Bill. 


ness. In 1883 at the time of the crofter | We can then go on to consider what should 
agitation the number of acres under deer | be done to create new holders; but it 
in these counties was 1,700,000. In! would surely be folly to spend Govern- 
1904 the similar figure was 2,900,000) ment money in creating new holders 





acres. This figure omits all reference to | 
other counties, such as Perth, Aberdeen, 
Elgin, and Forfar, everyone of which | 
contains land which is_ exclusively | 
devoted to sport. The area under deer 
in the five Highland counties which | 
Ihave named is nearly one-sixth of the | 
whole area of Scotland, and if a fair 
calculation is made in regard to the 
other counties which I have named we 
shall not be very far from the mark if 
we say that, approximately, one-fifth 
of the whole area of Scotland is under 
deer. The county of Forfar, which I 
have the honour to represent, contains | 
560,000 acres. In 1883 three times the 
area of the county of Forfar was under 
deer. Since that time there has been 
added twice the area of the county of 
Forfar. Now, I do not pretend that 
you can do impossibilities. It is true 
you cannot grow wheat where deer will 
live, but there are other uses to which 
forest land can be put. I am no enemy 
of sport, provided sport comes in its 
proper place. Modern science says prac- 
tically, “‘ Give me manure and give me 
water, and I will grow anything.” [Cries 
of dissent.] That is a phrase and pos- 
sibly an exaggeration. But if there is 
to be a revival of our country districts | 


| 


before attacking and, if possible, coun- 
teracting the tendency which is absorbing 
the present holders. Much of what I 
have said applies beyond Scotland. 
Let me say that this Bill applies solely 
to Scotland and that there is nothing in 
it which is not founded upon and 
developed from the actual working of 
two statutes, namely, the Crofters Act, 
1886, and the Congested Districts Act, 
1897. To that statement I must 
make one qualification. Hitherto we 
have been working without compulsory 
powers, and we do take compulsory 
powers by this Bill. It may not be out 
of place if I remind the House what a 
crofter is. Some crofters are yearly 
tenants, some are leaseholders, but only 
yearly tenants have been admitted to the 
benefits of the Act of 1886 and are tech- 
nically crofters. A crofter is “a person 
who was a tenant of, and resided on his 
holding, the annual rent of which did not 
exceed £30, and which was situated in a 
crofting parish, and the successors of 
such person in the holding, being his 
heirs or legatees.” A crofting parish 
is one “in which there were at the com- 
mencement of the Act or had been within 
eighty years prior thereto holdings con- 
sisting of arable land with a right of 
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pasturage in common with others, and| celled, leaving the balance of £60,787 
in which there still were tenants of hold-| to be paid. The Commissioners then 
ings from year to year, who resided on | assigned 49,015 acres for the enlargement 
their holdings.” Under the Crofters Act of crofters’ holdings. There is no doubt, 
the crofter obtained a complete but a| and now no question, of the success of the 
strictly conditional security of tenure. He| Crofters Act. It has benetited the 
cannot be removed from his holding crofter by encouraging him to spend 
except in consequence of a breach of his money and his labour in improving 
statutory conditions. These conditions) his holding. Better houses have been 
are that he must pay his rent when due} built; there is a higher standard of 
and payable, that he is not to assign his} cultivation to be found, and a better 
tenancy, and that he is not to injure his| standard of comfort, though much yet 
holding by the dilapidation of buildings} remains to be done in these respects, 
or by the deterioration of the soil to the It is commonly supposed that while 
prejudice of the landlord. He is not,| the Crofters Acts have proved beneficial 
without the consent of the landlord in| to the tenants, they are, somehow or 
writing, to sub-divide or sub-let his hold-! other, detrimental to the landlord. That 

It, first place, 
additional dweiling house. He is not to) rents which before the passing of the 
violate any written condition, signed by) Acts were nominal rents in many cases, 
him for the protection of the interest of and were unpaid, are paid regularly 
the landlord or of neighbouring crofters,) now, and the interest of the landlord 
which the Crofters Commission find! in the holding is increased by every such 
reasonable. He is not to become a bank-| payment. If the sale value of crofting 
rupt and not to execute a trust deed for) estates be taken as the criterion of benefit, 
behoof of creditors. The landlord has the fixity of tenure has very considerably 
right of entry upon the holding for, increased the sale value of the landlord’s 
mining, quarrying, making roads, shoot-| property. Before fixity of tenure was 
given to the crofters nobedy would have 


ing or any part of it, orto erect upon itany)is not the case. In the 








ing, fishing, and other purposes. He is 
not to open a house for the sale of in-| dreamed of valuing a crofting rental at 
toxicating liquors without the consent) more than seventeen years purchase. 
of his landlord. Subject to % 

ditions the landlord’s interest in the) rentals are valued not uncommonly at 
holding remains and power is reserved, twenty-two, twenty-four, and even more 
to him to resume the holding when, vears purchase. And for this reason, 
authorised by the Commissioners for) that, although the rent mav be reduced, 
any reasonable purpose having relation to) it is regularly paid ; and it is secured by 
the good of the holding or the estate.) the tenant’s improvements, and in ad- 
Two other points should be mentioned.| dition the landlord is relieved of all 
The Crofters Commissioners are given! expenditure for improvements—outlay 
compulsory powers to assign land for|on account of buildings and_ repairs. 
the enlargement of holdings, and their} Hon. Members may be able to test 
decision—and this is a most important! the statement which I make. It’ is 
point—in regard to any of the matters) within the knowledge of many that 
committed to their determination by the from twenty-four to twenty-eight years 
Act is final and not subject to appeal.| purchase of the net return is a common 
The Act applies to all the crofting parishes; basis of valuation for the sale of large 
in'the seven crofting counties. Of 163) farms having rentals of £200 or £300 per 
civil parishes in these counties, 151 are annum, where, although the rents are 
crofting parishes. Let me give the House) large, the landlord has periodically to 
some particulars as to what the Com-, undertake considerable outlays for build- 
mission have done. Upto3Ist December) ings. If that be the case it proves that 
1904, the Commissioners had fixed 20,179; the operation of the Crofters Act has 
fair rents. They reduced the old rents, tended to bring the value of crofting 
so dealt with from £83,180 to £61,589, or property very nearly, if not quite, up to 
an annual reduction of £21,590. The the value of other property of a different 
arrears dealt with amounted to £184,981. character in different parts of Scotland. 
Of this a sum of £124,194 has been can-; I am confident that I am understating 


hese con- Now, under the changed conditions, such 





Mr. Sinclair. 
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and not overstating the case when I | has never been amended in any important 


give these figures. Another point must 
be emphasised. The average reduction 
of rent effected by the Crofters Com- 
missioners amounts to something like 
25 to 30 per cent. of the rental. 


Since | 


1883, when the agitation arose, outside | 
the operation of the first Crofters Act 


rents have fallen at least as much as in 
the district within which the Crofters 
(Commissioners administer, so that the 
landlords in the north of Scotland whose 
land has come under the operation of the 
Crofters Act are no worse off than 
their neighbours further south. Indeed 
they are better off, because they are 
relieved from the cost of upkeep and 
improvements, and every shilling which 
their tenants spend in improving their 
holdings or the buildings upon them 
increases the security of the landlord 
for his rent and the capital value of his 
land. It is often urged, however, that a 
crofter is not as other men are; that 
principles applied with success to the 
crofting counties are wholly inapplicable 
elsewhere. What are the characteristics 
of a crofter? The area under the 
Crofters Act presents two problems. In 
the islands there is congestion of the 
population; on the mainland there is 
depopulation. The croft of the western 
islands is simply an accommodation 
holding; a house and garden, with a 
bit of ground and grazing rights, at a 
rent of £1 to £5; a home for the old 


people, or for the wife and children, while | 


the breadwinner is away earning his 
annual income elsewhere—working in 
Glasgow perhaps for the winter or at the 
herring fishing. From this extreme there 
are endless gradations until we come 
to the small farmer on the mainland, 
for example on the coasts of the 
Moray Firth, in Ross-shire or Inverness- 
shire, who owns sheep, cattle, and horses, 


and pays a rent of anything under £30, | 


but has no common grazing. Both 
these men are crofters under the Act. 
The crofter in Easter Ross is, as a matter 
of fact, indistinguishable, so far as the 
conditions of his farming are concerned, 


particular. Its object lesson is the 
advantage to the small holder of fixity of 
tenure, and the demand of the “ ex- 
cluded” crofter is identical with that 
of the small holder elsewhere and every- 
where—security of tenure. That is 
essential for the successful conduct of 
his business. It is said that crofter 
tenure establishes dual ownership. All 
partnerships in land are more or less 
dual ownerships, but this criticism is 
intended to imply that the dual owner- 
ship established by the Crofters Act is 
the dual ownership of the Irish Land Act 
of 1881. This is not the proper occasion 
for argument on a detail of this kind, or 
it would be my duty—and I do not think 
it would be a difficult duty—to show 
that the crofter tenure differs widely from 
the tenure of the Irish Land Act of 1881. 
It would also not be difficult to show 
that it was not dual ownership but other 
considerations which brought about the 
amendment of the Act. Before I de- 
scribe the operation of the Congested 
Districts Act of 1897, let me remind the 
House that in 1892 Sir George Trevelyan, 
then Secretary for Scotland, appointed a 
Royal Commission to inquire what land 
in the seven crofting counties then 
occupied for the purposes of a deer forest, 
grouse moor, or other sporting purposes, 
or for grazing, not in the occupation of 
crofters or other small tenants, was 
capable of being cultivated to profit or 
of being occupied by crofters or other 
small tenants. The Bill founded on the 
report of that Commission for the 
amendment of the Crofters Act was 
introduced in 1894 and again in 1895, 
but did not go beyond a Second Reading, 
because before further progress could be 
made with it Parliament was dissolved. 
Just as Sir George Trevelyan’s Bills of 
1894 and 1895 amending the Crofters 


Act followed the report of the Deer 
Forests Commission, as the expres- 
sion of Liberal policy, so did the 
Congested Districts Act of 1897 express 


the policy of the Conservative Party. 
In dealing with the crofter question the 


from any small farmer in the south of| policy which had been favoured by the 


Scotland, with this exception, that he 
enjoys the rights and the responsibilities 
under the Crofters Acts and makes his 
own improvements. 


VOL. CLXXI. [Fourrn Series. ] 


| 


The Crofters Act! cated “a 


Conservative Party in recent years is the 
policy of land purchase. Three members 
of the Deer Forests Commission advo- 
well-considered scheme of 


ZA 
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land purchase” in an addendum to the 
Report of the Commission. The con- 
tention is that if, in the public interest, 
their lands are to be used against their 
will for the purposes of settlement of 
crofters, it is only fair that the Govern- 
ment should be ready to purchase from 
the proprietors. Then came the Con- 
gested Districts Act of 1897, which 
established a Board of Commissioners, 
with an income of £30,000 a year, to be 
applied at their discretion, for providing 
land 
subvention into holdings; for aiding 
emigration from congested districts, de- 


veloping agriculture, dairy farming, the | 
breeding of live stock, and other purposes. | 


This policy was probably in some degree 
due to the example of the Irish policy 
of the Government of the day, and while 
in many respects it was supplementary, 
and usefully so, to the policy of the 
Crofters Act, it was, in one particular, 
directly antagonistic to it ; for while they 
refused to amend the Crofters Act and 
face the extension of crofter tenure, by 
the Congested Districts Act the Con- 
servative Government gave power for 
the institution of land purchase and the 


creation of peasant proprietorships. In | 


the formation of small holdings the 


Congested Districts Board have followed | 


two different lines of policy. By land 
purchase on the Irish model they have 


created 230 holdings which are now 
being paid for by instalments. This 


number will be greatly added to by the 
tenants of Kilmuir in Skye, which has 
been bought by the Congested Districts 
Board and is now being adapted for this 
purpose. On the other hand, thev have 
aided in the formation of 457 holdings, 
which are tenancies, mostly under the 
Crofters Act. Let me give one instance 
of how these schemes of tenancies have 
been worked. A proprietor is willing that 
a farm or farms shall be broken up and 
settled into small holdings of this kind. 
He notifies his assent to the Congested 
Districts Board and their officials inspect 


the land and draw up a scheme for the | 


subdivision of the land with regard to 
roads, drains, watercourses, etc.—indeed 
for all the details which must accompany 
such a scheme. In some cases in which 
houses have to be built the Congested 
Districts Board have power to make 
advances on the security of the land to 
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| the future tenant. In this way several 
— have been broken up with the 
| cordial co-operation of the proprietors, 
| Let me give an illustration. Take a 
| farm of £120 a year, and if this is not the 
/actual figure it represents the facts. 
The landlord is getting a gross rental of 
£120 a year, having the responsibility to 
make repairs. By the agency of the 
Congested Districts Board the farm is 
broken up and a number of settlers 
are put upon it. The landlord, as before, 
receives a total rent of £120, but he 
receives it as a net rent instead of a 
gross rent and pro tanto his property 
has been improved by Government money 
in opening it up and providing roads 
and drainage. It may be asked, Is the 
Government outlay justifiable under 
these circumstances? I believe it is. 
It is not fair to put the question of 
adapting the land for this purpose upon 
the landlord, as everybody knows that 
the one great obstacle to providing 
model holdings is in supplying houses 
for those holdings. It is not fair that 
the burden shall fall upon the landlord, 
nor is it fair that it shall fall upon the 
tenant, as he will be sitting at a rent 
which he will not be able to pay. Nor 
is it justifiable that the Government shall 
advance all the money. Just as it is 
justifiable to advance money for the 
purchase of land, however, so it is justi- 
fiable, in these country districts, to come 
forward and help the landlord to adapt 
his land to the new conditions demanded 
by the public interest. There are two 
other Acts which I may mention in order 
to show that they have been entirely 
inoperative in Scotland—the Small Hold- 
ings Act, which has been entirely in- 
operative, and the Allotments Act, the 
work done under the latter being so 
small that it is practically a dead 
letter, and I need not allude to it. If 
the lesson of the Crofters Act is that 
security of tenure is essential to the 
well-being of a small holder, the lesson of 
the working of the Congested Dis ricts 
Act is, first, that it is possible by Govern- 
/ment action to settle people on the land, 
with the co-operation of landowners, 
giving security of tenure; and, second!y; 
that security of tenure can be conferred 
upon the small holder in one of two 
ways—by a system of land purchase, 
‘under which he becomes the owner of 
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his holding; and bya system of tenancy, 
under which he obtains a conditional 
security of tenure, similar to that enjoyed 
by the crofters. It is, perhaps, too early 
to draw inferences from the working of 
these experiments, but it is possible to 
compare the two policies without leaning 
too much on the experience of the last 
ten vears. That experience, for what 
it is worth, is distinctly in favour of the 
tenancy system. While a system of 
land purchase confers complete rights of 
ownership, with all the advantages in- 
separable from that condition, it is 
more costly to the State, and it places 
the State in the position of a landlord 
in direct relations with the tenant. Now 
a Government Department is not a good 
bargainer. It is expected to buy dear 
and to sell cheap. Furthermore, a 
Government Department in the position 
of a landlord, especially for so long a term 
of years as a system of payment by 
instalment must imply, is subject to 
serious political pressure. 
is not necessary for the achievement of 
the purpose in view to expropriate the 
landlords. No doubt there is a market 
for limited purposes, and of a limited 
kind, for the sale of land on such terms 
in Scotland; but purchase is not desired 
or preferred as a policy, and it is not 
popular in Scotland, possibly for the 
reason that besides being costly to the 
State, it is also costly to the tenant. 
Tenants in Scotland wish to push on— 
they wish to make the most of their 
money. To be tenant of a_ holding 
requires not more than one-fourth of the 
capital which would be required to own 
and cultivate the same holding. On the 
other hand, a system of tenancy which 
is less ambitious, less drastic, and more 
conservative, involving, as it does, not 


the expropriation of the Jandlord, but | 


the minimum interference with his dis- 
cretion, requires no examination of title, 
no arbitrations, no great cost, and, in 
the security which it gives to the tenant, 


affords him an inducement equal to | 


that of land purchase to make the 
best of his holding. 
he is not tied to his holding forever. The 
land is neither purchased nor resold by 
any Government Department. The 
sphere of the Government is restricted 
to determining the policy and system 
under which the land is to be held and 
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adjusting the rights of the parties to 
the bargain. It is urged, however, that 
to apply this system to the Lowlands 
would be an injustice, on the ground 
that whereas in the Highlands the tenants 
have made their own improvements, it 
is otherwise in the Lowlands. If that 
were the case—if it were possible to draw 





Moreover, it , 


At the same time | 


any line in Scotland and say that north 
of that line, always, the tenants made 
their own improvements, whereas south 
of it that has not been the case—even 
so, I can see no injustice in applying this 
system to tenancies in which hitherto 
the landlords have made all the im- 
provements. They will get a fair rent 
for holdings, equipped as they are, 
buildings and all. What landlord can 
claim more? But no such fixed line 
can be drawn. All that can be said is 
that in the Lowlands it has been the 
general practice that improvements shall 
be made by the landlord, and not by the 
tenant. As a matter of fact, and as a 
matter of history, the practice was 
gradual and not universal, or simul- 
taneous, initsintroduction. [should like, 
if I may, to read to the House a passage 
from a letter from a large farmer on the 
subject of the crofters. He says— 


“The importance of this class of citizen to 
the State cannot be over-estimated. The 
cottar who has only a cottage and no land does 
not produce the same class of man at all. It 
s the toil, energy, thrift, and enterprise which 
the croft or small farm calls out that does it. 
This class of man, of such importance to the 
State, is gradually being driven out. Within the 
memory of living man, ninety crofts and small 
farms have disappeared in this district. The 
landlord is not to blame, for we know no one 
would be more anxious to have these small 
men retained than he. The cost of buildings 
is such that no landlord short of pure philan- 
thropy can keep them up. Yet I hold that 
the State cannot afford to let these small 
crofters go. It is a matter for the State, pure 
and simple. The laws are largely to blame 
for this impasse. The present system has 
broken down, for there are fifty offers for every 
small place in the market, and yet those small 
farms are being done away with because the 
landlord cannot afford to keep them up. The 
history of the crofter in Aberdeenshire is some- 
thing like this: A man built a house in a bog 
and was allowed for a nominal rent to reclaim 
| what land he could. He built, he drained, he 
| toiled and made a small farm. At the end of 
| his lease his rent was raised and all his buildings 
and improvements went to the landlord. This 
| was all quite within the law, yet the tenant felt 
it a hardship. The next generation profited 
by the lesson and said, If our improvements 
| go to the landlord we will not make any. The 
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result was and is that the landlord has to do 
all the improvements. If the tenant was 
assured of proper compensation he would do a 
great many things himself and he would do 
them cheaper and far more economically than 
the landlord can do. At present when any- 
thing has to be done the tenant tries to get all 
he can, but if he had the doing of it himself. 
he would try to do with as little as possible. 
This has the most important bearing on the 
difficulty raised.” 


There are other portions of the letter 
which I need not quote, but it is 
important as coming from a large farmer 
in Aberdeeshire. If it is fair to the 
Highland landlord to impose these 
conditions upon him, why is it not 
fair to impose them on the Lowland 
landowner? One man has as gooda title 
to his land as the other. And we all 
know that the differences which are said 
to exist between the Highlands and the 
Lowlands are being rapidly diminished. 


The introduction of railways, telegraphs, | 


telephones, motor cars, and so forth 


is obliterating them; the need of the | 
Lowlands for alteration in this regard is | 


just as great as that of the Highlands. 


Moreover, owing to railway facilities and | 


the proximity of markets the prospects of 


the success of a small holding are in- | 
finitely greater in the Lowlands than in | 


the remote Highland districts. Hundreds 
and hundreds of tons of vegetables 
and other produce pass through the 
Lowlands every day to feed the teem- 
ing millions of Glasgow, and the prospects 
in that part of the country, 
fore, are infinitely greater. 


will gather that the Government 


proposes by this Bill to provide security | 


vf tenure for all small holders, and for 
the creation of new holdings by agreement 
or by the exercise of compulsory powers. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) asked whether there was also 
to he fixity of rent. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Iwas going to give 
those particulars in a moment, but it may 
be convenient if I give the House now the 
full particulars of what I propose to do. 


In the first place, the Crofters Act with- | 


in the crofting area will be applied to 
existing leaseholds in the case of all hold- 
ings of a rent of £50 and under, and of 
all holdings not exceeding 50 acres in 
extent, whatever may be the rent. 
Secondly, the vrofter tenure will be con- 
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(ferred upon all existing small holders 
throughout Scotland—that is to say, con- 
tinual security of tenure at a fair rent 
fixed by the Land Commission established 
underthe Bill, who have powers of revision 
every seven years. This tenure wil! be 
conferred upon yearly tenants when the 
Bill passes, and upon leaseholders at the 
end of existing leases. The third point 
is this. The formation of new holdings 
under the tenure in the Bill is made pos- 
sible by agreement, and also by the 
system of compulsory tenancy which | 
have described. The Crofters Commission 
is to be succeeded by the Land Commis- 
sion, or Court, and the Congested Dis- 


tricts Commissioners are superseded 
by the Commissioners of  Agri- 


culture for Scotland, one of whom 
is to be charged with the special 
duty of supervising small holdings. 
| The present annual income of £35,000 of 
the Congested Districts Board will con- 
tinue to be applied to the congested 
districts, but it will be applied by the 
Commissioners of Agriculture. These 
| Commissioners are authorised to expend 
an additional sum of not more than 
£65,000 per annum upon the purposes of 
the Bill. There will be threé Agricultural 
Commissioners, including the Commis- 
sioner for Small Holdings. ‘The principal 
changes in this Bill, as compared with 
the Bill of last year are as follows :—The 
Land Commission, or Court, is confined 
to judicial functions. Administrative 
powers and duties are given to the Com- 
missioners of Agriculture for Scotland, 
/and the Land Commissioners are thus 
enabled to act as arbiters when land is 
| taken compulsorily, and on other occasions 
when it seems desirable that administra- 
tive action should be subjected to an 
appeal to a judicial body. Full restric- 
‘tions are placed upon the exercise of 
compulsory powers for the taking of land 
‘for the purpose of new holdings. Land 
forming part of a holding or farm not 
exceeding 150 acres is not to be so taken 
when it is occupied by a person who has 
no interest in any other farm; and, 
secondly, when the letting value of the 
land or the farm of which it forms part 
is reduced by the taking of the land, 
| power is given to the Commissioners to 
' pay compensation to the landlord if his 
‘land is taken compulsorily ; and _ that 
‘compensation is fixed by the award of 
_the Land Commissioners. Then the 
preferential claim of the Commissioners 
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in the case of the bankruptcy of a land- 
holder who is indebted to them for | 
advances is omitted, and the claims of | 
the Commission and the landlord will 
therefore be concurrent. One further | 
question may be asked “Why apply | 
these principles to small tenants and not | 
to large ones?” The answer to that is, 
because it is the small tenants who 
suffer most under the present system. 
It is the small holders who are being | 
absorbed under the present system to) 
the injury of the common good. For the | 
last twenty-five or thirty years there has 
been a continual effort on the part of the 
small farmers of this country to obtain | 
more complete protection for the im- 


provements of their interests in the 
farm they occupy. In large farms 


where the farmers pay high rents 
they are fairly secure. No landlord 
would be likely to part with the 
tenant of a large farm, if there be such | 
tenants in Scotland, paying £3 and | 
£4 an acre for the land. Such 
tenants are difficult to replace. The 
legislation of the last thirty years has all 
heen in the direction of protecting the 
small farmer. The Agricultural Hold- 
ings Act gives considerable protection to | 
the interest which the farmer has in his 
farm, but whether it produces a stable 
equilibrium is a matter of opinion. The 
expensive and elaborate procedure under | 
that Act, even cheapened and simplified | 
as it was last year, is least beneficial to | 
the small tenants, and that is the reason 
for the application of this Bill to small 
farmers alone. It is not to be supposed 
that those who are responsible for this 
Bill contemplate the immediate division 
of all large farms into small holdings. 
The best expert opinion on the subject is 
that the best system is the production | 
of small and large farms—a mixture of | 
both kinds in every district in the! 
country. That is precisely what, the 
present system does not produce. It is | 
the men on the small farms who produce 
labourers for the large farms. It is from 
the small farmers and the crofters that 
the large farmers will in the future come. 
It is country blood that invigorates our 
town population. You will not get men | 
to live in the country districts if they 
are denied the chance of a living, of 
making a home for themselves, and of 
independence. The crofter class and 
the yeoman class are the foundation of 
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our social fabric. That is another reason 
why the Government propose to deal 
with their case. But the Government 
recognise that this is only a small part of 
a much larger question. There are land 
laws, railway rates, and the _ great 
expense of the sale and transfer of land, 
which press very heavily upon our 
present land system. But however small 
a part of a larger question this reform 
may be, it is important to look at the 
question as a whole. What we suffer 
from is not merely that in some parts of 


' the country land is going out of cultiva- 


tion; we are suffering from the decay 
of rural life. If it is desirable to 
encourage the formation of small hold- 
ings it must be done under such con- 
ditions as will secure some prospect of 
permanence, and money must be spent 
under conditions calculated to call out 
some responsibility from those who are 
helped and those who are interested. 
The experience in other countries goes to 
show that the small holding, to be prosper- 
ous, requires not only education, but 
organisation. In appointing Commission- 
ers of Agriculture in Scotland no reflection 
is intended or cast upon the work of the 
Board of Agriculture in that country. 
Some expression has been given in Scot- 
land to the fear that under this change 
which i proposed, under a separate organ- 
isation, Scotland will not be so well off as 
she is under the present administration. It 
has been suggested, in the first place, 
that there may be a difference of policy 
between the two Boards in regard to the 
question of Canadian cattle ; but every- 
body knows that that question is regu- 
lated by statute and can only be altered 
by Act of Parliament. It has been 
further suggested that under such a 
change protection of the flocks and herds 
in Scotland will not be so complete as it 
is at present; that the traffic over the 
border will bé difficult to regulate, and 
so forth. These fears have no firm 
foundation. There are two Local Govern- 
ment Boards, one in Scotland and one 
in England, but I have never yet heard 
that Scotland is less well protected than 
she would be if under one administration. 
It is simply a matter of adjustment and, 
let me add, of expense. It can easily be 
shown that there would be great practi- 
cal advantage to Scotland in this change, 
but this is not the time to show it. For 
all these matters—for the supervision of 
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small holdings, for the general super- ; 


vision and help of agriculture in Scot- 
land, for the consideration of 

questions as the encouragement 
forestry, you may depend upon it that 
we shall require separate administration 
in Scotland. For the solution of these 
problems, not only the time of Parliament 
is required, but also the brains of men 


such | 
of | 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the right 


hon. Gentleman did not say so, he might 
have said so in far stronger language than 
I have inadvertently put into his mouth, 
Anybody with even the most superficial 
acquaintance with the facts of the case 


| knows that the difference in farming 
| between Berwickshire and Northumber- 


who are thinking out these problems. | 


But the real need and the real demand, 
I believe, in Scotiand is that there should 
be a real effort by Parliament to deal 
with these matters. Hence the proposal 


of this Bill for the establishment of a} 


Board of Agriculture, which shall have 
the general supervision of the whole 
subject. This Parliament is generous in 
its outlay for many purposes, and gener- 


ous in its outlay, also, for the develop- 


ment of British dominions over the sea. 
From no outlay, in my humble judgment, 
will you reap a richer reward than from 
the expenditure involved in the carrying 
out of this measure. I beg to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to encourage the formation of Small 
Agricultural Holdings in Scotland, and to 
amend the Law relating to the tenure of 
such Holdings (including Crofters’ Hold- 
ings) ; 


missioners for Scotland; and for other 


purposes connected therewith.”—(J/;. 
Sinclair.) 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of 


London): It is quite evident from the 
exordium of the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he was fully conscious, in 


bringing in this Bill, that he was dealing | 


land is incomparably less than the differ- 
ence in farming between Berwickshire 
and the crofting counties in Scotland, or 
between farming in Northumberland 
and farming in the south of England. 


Therefore, | ask any hon. Member who 


with a very large and important problem. | 


He has led us to understand that rural 


depopulation was the difficulty which he 


meant to put an end to, at any rate so 
far as Scotland is concerned. The right 
hon. Gentleman was also conscious, I 
think, that there was a certain absurdity 


to establish Agricultural Com- | 


considers this Bill not to consider it as a 
Scottish Bill at all. If we estimate the 
triviality of the public money devoted to 
carrying out the Bill, it is indeed quite 
evident that the Bill in its present shape 
will do very little good to Scotland and 
no good at all to England. But the 
principles which are embodied in the 
Bill, if they are accepted by the House, 
will, in the first place, necessarily extend 
to the whole of the island, and, in the 
second place, will necessarily involve, not 
merely an enormous increase of the 
wretched £65,000 a year which it is pro- 
posed to give to the Scottisn farmers, but 
will involve an enormous expenditure 
of public money for the extension of 
the principles south of the border. 
Therefore, let everybody who is interested 
either in the land system or the financial 
system of this country remember that 
this Bill is one which they must imagine 
in their minds to extend thoughout the 
whole of this island. The right hon. 
Gentleman spoke with a certainsuppressed 
and indignant surprise of the fact that 
our towns are increasing very much 
faster in population than the rural 
areas, and that a large number of the 
rural areas are even decreasing in the 
number of their inhabitants. Of course, 
that is true. It is the inevitable result 


'and the foreseen result of our existing 


system. For my own part I am one of those 
who have always said that the abolition of 


| the Corn Laws was a necessary and inevit- 


in bringing in a Bill of this character | 


to apply only north of the Tweed. 
He must admit that the conditions 
of farming in the lowlands of Scotland 
and in the rest of this island are 
practically identical. 


admission. 
Mr. Sineluir. 


| 
| 
| 


able, and, with some qualification, a 
benefical change in our system. But 
everybody who either opposed the 
abolition of the Corn Laws or favoured 
them must have been, unless he was an 
idiot, perfectly conscious of the fact that 
the abolition exposed agriculture to all 


| the difficulties of foreign competition if 
Mr. SINCLAIR: I made no such | foreign competition should arise, and 
| that it was deliberately intended by its 
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auth rs to stimulate that great growth of | 
the manufacturing population which I | 
view without dismay or regret, because | 
cae it is the only possible mode | 
by which the popul: ition of this country 
ean largely increase or augment its 
wealth to meet the great Imperial 
needs with which we have to deal. But 
to come down to this House and talk as 
if these were unexpected and _ tragic | 
results is really ignoring the whole theory 
of free trade as expounded by Mr. 

Cobden and his successors, who always 
recognised that we were to be more and 
more dependent, both for food and for 
raw material, on foreign countries, and | 
that the progress in this country in 
wealth and population was to be found in 
the increase of our manufacturing popula- 
tion and of our great urban centres of | 
industry. Do not let us talk as if this | 
was an unexpected fact. It is a known 
and foreseen fact. Our business is not to | 
try and turn back the inevitable current, 
but to see that in its process it 
does as little damage as possible to 
the whole social fabric. The most 
we can hope for is that the rural 
districts shall not decrease. That is a 
truism which we must accept. I am so) 
far entirely in harmony with the right 
hon. Gentleman in thinking that if we 
can mitigate the effects of this inevitable | 
and foreseen tendency we are bound | 
to do so to the best of our ability. 
Let us consider whether the plan of the | 
Government is going to do any good even 
to that part of the country for which it is 
intended. There was one very singular 

lapse in the right hon. Gentleman’s 
argument about depopulation. He divided 
Scotland into eight areas, and _ said, 
“Look how dreadful it is. The south- 
west distriet of Scotland has diminished 
5 per cent. in population since the 
preceding census.” Yes, but the crofting | 
counties, whose system the right hon. 
(tentleman wishes to extend to all Scot- 

land, have decreased to a larger amount. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: What would the 
decrease have been but for the crofting 
system ? | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps I) 
misunderstood the right hon. Gentle- | 
man’s statement. Certainly he has | 


misunderstood my argument. 


No, I have not. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: 
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| will meet him on that ground. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon 


| Gentleman says that we have to deal with 
the great problem of rural depopulation, 
and how great that depopulation is we 


| shall see if we look at Wigtonshire and 


other places. But we waited with anxiety 
to discover what the crofting system has 
done to prevent rural depopulation where 


| the system has hitherto been in force. It 


turns out that the rural depopulation has 
been greater in the crofting counties. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I suggest to the 
right hon. Gentleman that that has taken 
place in spite of the Crofters Act. What 
would have been the decrease if the Act 
had not been in operation 1 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The effect of 
the operation of the -Act has not been 
to make the rural depopulation less than 
it has been elsewhere. The right hon. 
Gentleman appealed to experience, and [| 
On the 
ground of experience I beg to point out 


that the result of the very Act which the 


right hon. Gentleman wishes to extend 
has not been to make the rural depopula- 
tion in the Highlands less than it has 
elsewhere ; on the contrary, it 
There may be other 
causes at work which have counter- 
balanced the effect of the Crofters 
Act, but then do not let us have this 
crude appeal to experience when it 
breaks in your hand directly you attempt 
to make any use of it. 


been 
remains greater. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Let me tell the 
right hon. Gentleman the exact figures. 
In the north division, which includes 
Orkney and Shetland, Sutherland, and 
Caithness, the decrease has been 5:13. 
In the north-west division, which ineludes 
the Island of Lewis, the other islands, 
and the counties of Ross and Inverness- 
shire, the decrease has been only 1°36. 
In that district, of course, the Crofters 
Act also operates, That is a much less 
decrease than in the Galloway district, 
where it is 5°08. I think the argument 
holds good. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR : Well, I do not. 
In the first place, the right hon. Gentleman 
has revised his argument. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have no desire to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, but 
what I said was “that the decrease in the 
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northern district was 5°13 and in the 
north-west district 1°36. All these dis- 
tricts are under the Crofters Act. The 
decrease in the south district is 5:08. 
Those are the facts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 
is a revised statement. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: My right hon. friend 
took it down ; it is on his notes, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is a very 
small matter. In those parts of the 
crofting areas which the right hon. Gentle- 
man in another part of his speech said 
suffered from over-population, the popula- 
tion has practically decreased hardly at 
all. He told us that in the islands there 
was over-crowding, and it is just that 
part of the country where he now tells us 
that the depopulation has not gone on 
just where it ought to have gone on. 
And in those other counties where the 
Crofting Act has been in force it is 
greater. I am bound to say, on the 
point of depopulation, the right hon. 
Gentleman cannot expect to get much 
comfort from a study of the census figures. 
Let us consider exactly what this Bill is 
going to do for the four classes chiefly 
concerned—the landlord, the large tenant, 
the small tenant under £50), and the 
agricultural labourer, excluding, tor the 
moment, the fifth class, the British tax- 
payer. As regards the landlords, a class 
which does not meet with very much 
sympathy always in this House, the 
method which the right hon. Gentleman 
is adopting for recommending his measure 
seems to me very unfortunate. What he 
has told us is that the number of years’ 
purchase of the crofting holdings has in 
creased, and that there are ca-es in which 
large holdings have been turned into 
small holdings, with the result that the 
landlord gets as much gross rent for the 
small holdings as he formerly got for the 
large holdings, and is relieved of the duty 
of finding the capital expenditure neces- 
sary for equipping the small holdings. I 
do not know why the landlord should 
get that, and out of public funds. I want 
the landlord to have justice ; I do not 
want him to get more than he ought to 
have. If the right hon. Gentleman 
thinks he 
because he says it is going to put straight 


{COMMONS} 


recommends the Bill to us} 


into the landlord’s pocket that which the | 


landlord has not earned by his expendi- 


Mr. Sinclair, 
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ture, or in any other fair way, that is no 
recommendation in my eyes. What | 
want is that the landlord should have 
justice. What sort of justice is he 
going to get? At present the practice 
in the Lowlands of Scotland, more than 
in England, ‘is that the whole equip. 
ment of the farms should be done 
by the landlord, and that the tenant is 
only asked to find what may be called the 
less permanent part of the capital neces- 
sary to work the farm. The landlord 
owns the land and is joint owner of the 
capital. How are you going to treat 
that part of the landlord’s property 
which does not consist of the land but of 
the capital—the equipment of the farm { 
You are going to band over to a set of 
irresponsible Commissioners the deter- 
inination of what interest or remuneration 
the landlord is to obtain for the expendi- 
ture he has made in equipping the holding, 
Is there any other capitalist in the world 
whom you treat in that way, and is ita 
wise way in which to treat any capitalist ? 
I apprehend the view taken by some 
hon. Gentlemen below the gangway that 
there ought not to be capitalists—that 
all the instruments of capital, land, or 
whatever they are, should be the pro- 
perty of the community as a_ whole. 
That is a perfectly intelligible view. 
But what really is not an intelligible 
view is that you should try and work 
a system of individual ownership, yet 
take away from individual ownersiip all 
thit makes it useful to the community, 
That is really gross folly and injustice. 
Whether it would be right or wrong for 
the State to capture every instrument of 
production is a point [am not going to 
argue in this House. But what every- 
body, whether individualist or Socialist, 
thinks is, that so long as you have a 
system of private property, so long as 
you depend on private enterprise for 
improving and eflecting that expenditure 
without which production is impossible, 
so long must you treat that property as 
secure—security is essential to it, The 
right hon. Gentleman uttered some very 
wise sentiments with reference to the 
security of tenants’ property, but why are 
those sentiments only to apply to the 
tenants? I am entirely with him in 
saying that the expenditure of the 
tenant on the non-permanent portion of 
the capital required for farming should 
be rendered permanent, and I and this 
Party have done a great deal to carry 
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out measures making that portion of the | turn a man against his will from a 


capital perfectly secure. 
principle which lies at the root of that 
legislation teaches also the lesson that 


The sound | 


capitalist owner of land into a mere rent- 


charger on whom has been thrown the 


| 
| 


the landlord’s share in the capital should | 


be made secure, and the idea of taking 
that and putting it in the hands of Com- 
missioners to decide its value is a gross 
injustice to the landlord. As regards 
the past, and as regards the future, and 
from a publie point of view, this is almost 
more important, it will of course dry up 
that source of capital expenditure, is 
intended to dry it up, and will prevent 
the landlords in the future from doing in 
Scotland, above all countries, and the 
South of Scotland, what they have done 


in the past—namely, from making the | 


most lavish expenditure upon the per 
manent improvements and equipment of 
their farms. In this connection, [ am 
bound to say IL think the right hon. 
Gentleman did not treat the House quite 
fairly, because in his spee:h he gave us 
elaborate accounts of what happened in 
the Highlands, or might happen in the 
Highlan's, but did not deal with the 
Lowlands except by allusion and cur- 
sorily. But the Lowland problem is the 
Scottish agricultural problem, and not 
the Highlands. For reason connected 
with climate and with the 
vast expenditure of capital has been 
made, not in the Highlands, but in the 


soil, a 


Lowlands, whence the great food supply , 


whieli Scotland can produce must ob- 
viously be drawn. The right hon. 
Gentleman talked a great deal about 
deer forests, and told us that in For- 


farshire the amount of land under deer , 


forests had greatly increased. Well, if 
the land can be protitably used other- 
wise, by all means let it be used other- 
wise, if you can find the money to do it. 
But the sort of land which can be used 


for deer forests is not land with which | 


this Bill is concerned, or with which the 
inevitable extension of this Bill to Eng- 
land is concerned. There you have to 
deal with great Lowland farms, the soil 


relatively rich, the climate relatively | 
| only in these islands, but throughout the 


good, where there is already a great sys- 
tem of agriculture in operation, where 


there has been an immense expenditure | 


on the part of landlords, all of which you 
are going to treat as if it had never taken 
place at all. That, I venture to say, is a 
gross injustice to the landlord ; and that 
1s not the worst of the injustices to the 
landlord. J do not think it is fair to 


| 


| four hundred acre 


responsibility of collecting rents which 
the right hon. Gentlemen tells us it is too 
much trouble for the State to collect. 
He said, “I object to peasant pro- 
prietors who buy their holdings out of 
money supplied to them by public funds, 
because that brings the State into 
the direct relation of landlerd.” Well, 
is it fair to take arbitrarily a certain 
number of landlords and say to them: 
“You have in the past done your 
hest ”"—thet is admitted—“to see that 
your land is well cultivated ; you have 
freely expended your money on farm 
buildings, drainage, accommodation 
roads, and all the other sources of expen- 
diture necessary for cultivation ; we mean 
to take that from you ; we mean entirely 
to deprive you of the right either of 
choosing your tenant, or of having any 
relation at al] with the land which is still 
nominally your own except the relation 
of extracting from your tenant a rent 
which we shall fix?” I have myself no 
objection to the compulsory expropriation 
of landlords if a reasonable public 
necessity can be shown ; it is done every 
day fora railway. It may be done on a 
large scale if you think it right and can 
find the money ; if it will really help the 
cause of social amelioration, it may be 
done to-morrow with regard to agricul- 
tural land. But to say to any class in 
the community, “ We mean to take your 
capital and prevent your having any- 
thing to do with the management of it ; 
we mean to fix the rate of interest to 
be paid for it, and we mean to turn 
you into agents for collecting rents,” 
is a gross injustice to that class. I 
come now to the large farmer. The 
large farmers in Scotland, in conjunction 
with the landlords, have done more for 
agriculture in these islands than any 
other body of men. They have shown 
more enterprise, more knowledge ; they 
have started on more original and etiec- 
tive lines; they have led the way, not 


world, in matters agricultural more than 
any other agricultural class. You are 
going to say to them in the future, 
“You are a superfluous and unnecessary 
class ; you are preventing, by your very 
existence, the cutting up of your three or 
farms into smaller 
holdings; we regard you more or less 
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as a nuisance, and we propose, as occasion | 


serves, gradually to expel you from the 
industry of the land.” [Cries of “ Oh! ”} 
But you do tell them that by this Bill. 
Ido not think that is good for agricul- 
ture. Has the right hon. Gentleman 
realised that in order to spend £65,000 a 
year in the creation of small holders in 
Scotland he is producing insecurity in the 
whole agricultural interest, not merely in 
Scotland, but in England? And_ fer 
what? In order to produce the number 


of small holders £65,000 a year will call , 
[A LiperaL MEMBER: | 


into existence. 
It is only a_ beginning.]| I am no 
opposed to a small beginning, if it carries 
no collateral disadvantage. My argu- 
ment is, that in order to carry out this 
really petty, trivial, and insignificant 
beginning you are disturbing the whole 
of the great industry of the land in 
these islands; you are making every 
landlord say to himself, “Shall I not be 
acting against my own interests and 
the interests of my children if I 
spend any capital sum on this farm 
which may to-morrow, or the next day, at 
the sweet will of an irresponsible Com 
mission, be carried off with a fragment of 
this £55,000, and may be assessed at a 
valuation lower than its market price ; ” 
and you are making every large farmer 
say to himself, ‘Is it worth my while to 
take a farm and bring up my sons to 
agriculture, when I know that at the end 
of my lease—and leases are not so long 
in Scotland as they were—lL may be dis- 
possessed and a new arrangement with 
the landlord may become impossible, 
simply because an irresponsible Commis- 
sion may say that some of the £65,000 a 
year should be employed in cutting up 
my farm, destroying the value of the 
buildings upon it and putting up 
others in their place?” 1 now come 
to the small tenant who, I pre- 
sume, is the special object of the right 
hon. Gentleman's solicitude—the small 
farmer whose rent is under £50 a year. 
By his own showing, the right hon. 
Gentleman is putting the cart before the 
horse, so far as the interests of the small 
holders are concerned. He told us that 


no small holdings can flourish unless we | 


have, first, agricultural education, and 
next a system of co-operation. But what 


provision does he make in this Bill for | 
either one or the other of these condi- | 
tions? Are provisions for education to 
come out of this £65,000 a year ? 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. SINCLAIR: Education is pro- 
‘vided for by the establishment of 
'a Commission for agriculture in Scot- 
land which is intended to co-operate with 
existing departments. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We all know 
to our cost that education is not a cheap 
thing. How is this Commission to act 
unless it is furnished with the money 
necessary for the carrying out of its 
work? Does the right hon. Gentleman 
contemplate that all he is doing for agri- 
cultural education in Scotland is to come 
out of this £65,000 a year ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No, Sir. The 
£65,000 a year is to be exclusively 
devoted to the purposes of the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then the 
right hon. Gentlemen is doing nothing 
practically for education. And yet he 
told us in the very speech in which he 
proposes these drastic measures that small 
holdings cannot exist without education 
and without co-operation. 


Mr. SINCLAIR : I simpy said they 
could not thrive. What is more, I say 
that the success of the Crofters Act would 
have been much more marked than it has 
been if the Governments which succeeded 
the Government of 1886 had during their 
twenty years of office done something to 
add to that Act powers of education and 
co-operation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite 
ready to admit that political virtue ceased 
in 1886 and has only just been revived. 
But then I expect to see its fruits. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that these 
small proprietors cannot thrive without 
education and without co-operation. How 
does he propose to attain those conditicns ! 
By this Bill he brings small proprietors 
into existence, and then leaves them 
in a condition in which, according 
to his own showing, they cannot thrive. 
It is clear that, if this Bill passes, the 

‘right hon. Gentleman will have to ask 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer for a 
great deal of money. I suggest that he 
‘should approach the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer at once for the money to deal 
with a problem which he admits to be 
pressing and which he says has waited 
since 1886 for a really beneficent solution. 
|The right hon. Gentleman deliberately 
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contemplates that the small holder of the 


future is not merely to find, as he does | 
now, the capital required to work his | 


farm, but to find, with or without 
assistance, the capital necessary to equip 
his farm, which hitherto has been pro- 
vided by the landlord. You are going to 


relieve the landlord of this burden- — | 


gratuitously, as I think—and you are 
going to put it partly on the shoulders of 
the new holder and partly on your own. 
[ do not know in what proportion. Nor 
do you. I suppose it depends on the 
generosity of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
cheyuer. But as there is only a sum of 
£65,000 a year for the purposes of the 


Bill, it is clear that practically the whole | 
burden of equipping a farm must fall on 

the shoulders of the small holder himself. | 
Do you really believe that there is in | 


Scotland or anywhere else a large class in 
the possession, not merely of the not 
inconsiderable capital required to work a 
farm of the annual value of £50, but 
with the money to provide it with the 


buildings and all the other necessary | 
I believe the man who has | 
got that amount of capital is a man who | 


equipments | 


can find a farm in Scotland to-morrow, | 
and, what is more, he will be competed | 


for, if he is a good agriculturist, by the 
landlords of Scotland, That your pro- 
posals will injure the landlord is obvious ; 


I believe they wiil also injure the large | 
As for the | 


farmer and the small holder. 
agricultural labourer, it is patent that 
you are going to inflict a great injury 
upon him. The right hon. Gentleman 
lamented the fact that so much agri- 
cultural work is now done by hired 
labourers. I have a_ strong leaning 
towards the creation of 1 


proprietors in places where they can | 
carry on their business successfully. But | 
I repudiate the idea that there is any- | 
thing discreditable or degrading in being | 
rT’ . 
The whole tendency of | 


a hired labourer. 
modern indus‘ry—not in the case of land 
alone, but even more obviously in other 
callings—is that a large number of the 
people concerned should be in the receipt 
of weekly wages. I wish most earnestly 
that they should also have some direct 
pecuniary profit-sharing interest in the 
work they are doing. But what is quite 
clear is that in a very large number of 
industries, and agriculture is one of them, 
you cannot work productively or with 
profit, at any rate under our present 
industrial system, without this combina- 


{19 Mar 


peasant | 
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| tion of great capital expenditure with a 
| large number of workers receiving weekly 

wages. The right hon. Gentleman is 
injuring or maiming the landlords and 
| the large farmers, and in so doing he is 
inflicting a most serious blow on the 
labourers, for he is depriving them of the 
best market for their work. For years 
‘and years to come, however you may 

spend this £65,000 a year, the large 

mass of the agricultural labourers will be 

still dependent on their weekly wages. 

Is it not madness to destroy the whole 
‘interest of those who are the best em- 
ployers of the labourer? You cannot 
'do a more cruel act to the labourers of 
this country. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man had brought in a gigantic scheme 
for the appropriation of the land of owners 
and large farmers, and to put every agri- 
cultural labourer into a holding which 
| was equipped for him, there would be a 

system that would be one of great anxiety 
| and one that would inevitably break down, 
but at all events it would be logical ; 
but to come forward with a Bill which is 
only the mere beginning of what the right 
'hon. Gentleman hopes will be a new 
agricultural heaven and earth, and which 
yet destroys what is good in the old 
system, is the height of recklessness and 
| folly. For these reasons I think every 
| class of the rural community in Scotland, 
from the agricultural labourer to the 
‘landlord, will suffer by the Bill; and I 
do not see that anybody will benefit. 
That is a sufficient indictment against 
the Bill, but it is not the most severe. I 
think there is worse behind, because we 
have to consider not merely the classes 
interested in agriculture, but the interests 
of the community as a whole. I ask the 
House to reflect upon what the Govern- 
ment in their recklessness apparently 
desire to do. At the very moment when 
we are straining to the utmost the credit 
| of the country for the purpose of abolish- 

ing a system of dual ownership in Ireland, 

the right hon. Gentleman, with a light 

heart, proposes to establish a system of 

dual ownership in Scotland, and perhaps 

in England also. It will cost from 
| £100,000,000 to £120,000,000 or more 
| to make all the Irish tenants into pro- 
| prietors, the Irish tenants who built 
their own houses, who made their own 
/improvements, who are the authors of 
| the capital value of the land they 
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occupy. [MinisterraL cheers. ] 
that is the justification 
them into small owners, and it is we who 
established the system for turning them 
into small owners. This is being done at 
the cost of £100,000,000 or £120.000,000, 
and you now propose to take a wholly 
alien agricultural system in England and 
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Yes, 


Scotland, where the tenant outside the | 
ture impossible at the present moment 


erofting areas in no case built his own 
house or suitably drained or fenced the 


land, where all these things have been , 


{COMMONS} 


for turning , 


done by the landlord, whom you wish to | 


get rid of but are afraid to expropriate, 
and vou now seriously desire to establish 


a dual ownership on that basis, and all the | 


experience of the world allows that such 
a system is intolerable. No doubt there 
are distinctions between the dual owner- 
ship established by the Crofters Act and 
the Act of 1881. There were differences 
between the Jand system in France before 
the Revolution, and the land system in 


Prussia before it was swept away in 1808 


or 1809, but all experience has united 
in saying there shall not be a double 
ownership which does not carry with 
it double responsibility. How can any 


set of men seriously suppose thev can turn | 


the clock back and establish a real system 
upon—I will not call it feudalism, but the 
wreck of defunct feudalism? You are 
going to have landlords with debts owed 
to them but no responsibility, vou are 
going to banish the British landlord, 
who always had his duties and carried 
them out, and to turn him into a mere 
rent-charger, and vou think that such a 
system can continue. Of course it cannot 
continue; you will have to go much 
further and do 


Ireland, and the whole industry and credit 
of the country will be hampered to get 
rid of a system you are needlessly and 
foolishly hanging round your neck. I 
cannot imagine anything that gives more 
food for reflection to all: it goes far 
beyond the land question; it touches 
the whole social and industrial system. 
Any well-thought-out scheme that would 
encourage a system of peasant proprietor- 
ship I would look .on with favour; but 
to keep the landlord, gratuitously taking 
from him his property and responsibility, 
putting him into the position of rent- 
charger to the tenant who has no con- 


nection with him but to pay rent, is so | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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wantonly foolish a scheme that I am 
convinced that when the Government 
have really time to consider it in all its 
bearings they will see that it goes far 
beyond the expenditure of £65,000 a year 
in a corner of Scotland—that it touches 
great social and industrial needs 
of the country and invoives legislation 
in the future carrying with it expendi- 


the 


to estimate. 


*Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) said 
that the people of Scotland who had been 
able to study this Bill during the recess 
had warmly welcomed it. Landlords 
and factors were perhaps not in favour 
of the measure, and a majority of the 
large farmers, he believed, were against 
it. But there was another section of 
agriculturists, he meant the small holders, 
who perhaps knew the position best, 
and it was not too much to say that 
there was not a single small holder in 


Scotland who was not an enthusiastic 
supporter of the measure. The Crofters 
Act, 1886, caused a revolution of the 


best kind in the Highlands. of Scotland, 
and gave fixity of tenure and fair rents 
to the crofters; but the usefulness of 
that Act had been exhausted, and an 
extension of it was long overdue. The 
Crofters Act also gave power to extend 
holdings, but under several most un- 
fortunate restrictions. That, he believed, 
was the key to the whole situation, 
because there could not be a greater 
curse to a man than to be tied to a 


| holding which was to small for him. 


for Seotland what at) 
enormous expenditure we are doing for | 
‘the Land Commission to extend holdings 


In the present Bill the Secretary for 
Scotland had swept away all those 
limitations and had given power to 


wherever they could be established 
without injustice to any of the interests 
concerned. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition had said that 
there wes great congestion of population 


‘in the west of Scotland which ought to 


| The 


be relieved. He himself could point 
to parts where there were 300 crofters 
with 100 cotters squatting on the croits. 
Congested Districts Board had 
done something to relieve those con 
ditions, but not all that might or 
ought to be done. He believed that 
the Secretary for Scotland was working 
on the right lines in his endeavour to 
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solve this very pressing problem. He 
pointed to the history of the island 
of Barra, which was notorious for its 
over-population. The inhabitants of that 
island had adopted methods which were 
not generaily approved of, but it should 
be remembered that their condition 
was deplorable and intolerable. ‘To help 
the congestion the parish council applied 
to the county council to put the 
Allotments Act in foree. The county 
council was not favourable, but appointed 
a committee, which went to the island 


and reported strongly in favour of the | 
But the council never took | 


proposal. 
any further action. Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh, as Secretary for Scotland, 
was compelled to intervene, and 
was able to make a partial solution, and 
only a partial solution, of the question 


by the purchase of land. The noble 
Lord was dealing with a friendly 


proprietor who was anxious and willing 
that the condition of the crofters should 
be improved; but he had to take such 
land as he could get, and the consequence 


was that the land he bought was pur- | 


chased at fifty-six years purchase, and 
the crofters were settled on it at a price 
which makes it impossible for them to 
get a decent living. In another case 
a friendly proprietor placed a farm 
at the disposal of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. He did not know whether 
that was the farm to which the right 
hon. Gentleman referred when he in- 
stanced the case of a farm of £120a 
year rent. But in that case the rent 
was £120. Under the new circumstances 
the landlord got the £120 free of 
all responsibility, whereas previously he 
was burdened with the cost of the up- 
keep of buildings, fences, and the like. 
On that farm the Congested Districts 
Board had settled twenty-four families, 
at a rent of £5 each, and the landlord 


got his £120 as before but free of 
incumbrance. The families were pros- 


pering, making more than the farmer 
could possibly do,and they supplied besides 


ten men to the Army, Navy, and Naval | 


Reserve. He thought that put in a 
nutshell the advantage of having farms 
divided up into small holdings. He 


would like to call attention to the | farmers. 
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he was anxious that their influence 
should be retained for many reasons, but 
| principally because in the Highlands with 
| small holdings and common grazings, and 
large sporting values it was almost 
| impossible to work a peasant proprietary 
| system. The result of experience in 
| the Scottish Highlands showed that while 
the tenancy system was a success, that 
| of purchase was a failure. In his opinion 
the joint ownership system of the Bill 
was not at all dual ownership in the 
Trish sense. The absence of a free sale 
provision made all the difference be- 
tween the joint ownership of the Bill 
and dual ownership. The Crofters Act 
had been a success in the Highlands 
of Scotland and the social and economic 
conditions of the people had very much 
improved under it. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition had spoken about the landlord 
being a mere rent-charger; but was 
that likely to be the case? In the 
Highlands and islands of Scotland 
were the relations of landlord and 
tenant better or worse now than 
they were in 1886? The fact was that 
there had been a very great change for 
the better, because before 1886 the 
landlords were looked upon as the 
enemies of mankind, and now they were 
trusted and respec ed. Before 1886 a 
| Highland landlord, if he were a candidate 
| for Parliament, would not have got a vote 
from his own tenants; he had contested . 
a Highland county against a laird, and 
while that laird’s tenants were Land 
Leaguers to a man before 1886, in 1900 
they voted for their laird to a man because 
they respected him, although they were 
independent of him, and perhaps because 
they were independent of him. The 


right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for Scotland had mentioned how the 
landlords’ condition had been  im- 


proved, and he believed that the rents 
were better paid than they were when 
they were uneconomic. He believed that 
since rents had revised land- 
lords got more out of their tenants 
‘now than before 1886. He was in- 
|formed that the crofters’ rents were if 
|anything better paid than those of the 
If the Act had been such a 


Leen 


advantage to the districts of retaining | success in the Highlands and islands, 


the landlords. 
Scottish landlords was usually good, and 


The influence of the | where people were apt to forget that it 
‘had brought peace, contentment and 
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prosperity, why should it not be applicable | of the fuller information in the Reports 


to other parts of Scotland such as Perth- 
shire and Aberdeenshire, where similar | 
conditions prevailed? Another proof that | 


| 


the landlords were better off under the | 


crofting than under the farming system 
was the relative reduction in rents. 


The reduction in crofters’ rents was much | 
| land under a rental of £50. 


smaller than that which had taken place 


in the rents of large farms, it being 25 per | 


cent. in the case of crofters and 40 rising 
in some cases to 80 per cent. in the case 
of farmers. It was a great advantage 
to the landlord that he should have many 
tenants who paid him a fair and steady 


of the Small Holdings Committee ani the 
Committee on Depopula tion, the difference 
of opinion would be considerable. In that 
connection he would like to ask the right 


hon. Gentleman when it would be possible 


to give the Return asked for last November 
as to the number of small holdings in Scot- 
As the Return 
had not been given the House might 
take it that the information was not 


| in possession of the Government, and that 


rent rather than a few large tenants who | 


paid irregularly. 


The Leader of the’ 


Opposition seemed to be speaking with | 
two voices, and he would remind the right | 


hon. Gentleman that where there was no 


demand for small holdings they would | 


not be given. He repeated that anybody 
who knew the Highlands and islands of 
Scotland was aware of the fact that in 
the last twenty years the social condition 
of the people had improved enormously. 
Since 1886 in Skye alone 845 houses had 


the real scope of the Bill. 


therefore the Government themselves 
were ignorant of what was going to be 
Everyone 
fully sympathised with the object of the 
Bill, which was to check the decline of 
the rural population, but he would point 
out that it was perfectly truthfully 
stated in the Report of the Committee 
on Depopulation that that decline could 
not be ascribed to the absence of small 
holdings, and it could not be said that 


the provision of small holdings was going 


been built by crofters, and if they only cost | 
| ating a small holder on to land already 


£100 each that meant an expenditure of 
£84,000. In addition eighteen crofters 
had become farmers since 1886. He 


had great pleasure in welcoming the | 


which would be received 


Bill, 


with | 


enthusiasm all over Scotland and would | 
have the very best results on the social | 


life of that country. 


shire, N.W.) said that after the exhaustive 


speech of the right hon. Gentleman the | 


Secretary for Scotland it became perfectly 
apparent thatin its details the Bill diffe red 
from its predecessor. The revised edition 
introduced to-day showed that 
changes had been made, the principles 
remainel the same, and he personally 
did not think the Bill had been much 
improved by its sojourn in the limbo of 
the Scottish Office. In regard to the 
professed objects of the Bill, viz., 


would be very little difference of opinion 
between Members on the Unionist 
side of the House and the right hon. 
Gentleman. But when they considered 


the way in which those objects were to be 
attained under the Bill, and that its main 
principles remarned unchanged in spite 


Mr. John Dewar. 


to provide a complete remedy for that 
decline. From the point of view of rural 
depopulation it was obvious that there 
would be no material benefit in repatri- 


in use as arable land, if by so doing 
the land would be depopulated to the 
extent of a farm labourer. But when 
it came to the means by which the object 
of the Bill was to be brought about they 
were perfectly amazing. The Bill was 
supported by hon. Members upon two 


| entirely distinct and inconsistent grounds. 


*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- | 


Some hon. Members said that it was a 
natural extension and a logical growth 
of the system of the crofter legislation 


|of 1886, and argued that as that legis- 
‘lation had done so much good it was 


while | 


the |1 
checking of ruril depopulation, there | 





worth extending. But when asked to 
do that, the first thing any reasonable 
man would do would be to ask how 
the legislation had worked where it had 
been tried, and, secondly, whether the 
conditions differed in the districts where 
it was proposed to exterd it from those 
in the district where the legislation had 
heen operating. It was hardly fair to 
argue as the Lord Advocate had done in 
Inverness that the Crofters Acts were to 
be regarded as entirely beneficial because 
they had reduced rents 24 per cent., unless 
it was also pointed out that in other parts 
of Scotland rents had also fallen. How- 
ever, he did not base his argument on any 
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the crofting counties. He contended that 


{19 Marcn 1907} 
good or ill the Crofters Acts had done in | 


it could not be said because they had | 


worked well there, that other parts of 


Scotland and of England—because this | 


could not stop at Scotland—under dif- 


ferent conditions would be benefited by | 


smilar legislation. The Government 
were ignoring the whole basis 
which the legislation of 1886 was 
passed. The Lord Advocate of that 
day, speaking on the Crofters Bill of 
1885, said it was one thing where there was 
acommunity established and in possession 
of their ancestral home to give them 
facilities for enlargement, but it was 
quite another to say that every person 
who had no land and who wanted it 
was to be provided with it. It was 
no part of their principle in that measure 
(the Crofters Bill of 1886) to assign 
land to every landless person, its purpose 


crofters. 
that they would introduce a state of 
matters which would not be a benefit 
but a disadvantage. Lord Dalhousie, 
who introduced the Bill in another place, 
pointed out that the Bill was based on 
the recognition of the particular history 
and circumstances of the crofter popula- 


upon | 
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years ago by the Liberal Party, as far as 
rural subjects were concerned. The 
hypothee over house furnishings, which 


in Scotland Bill. 


| remained, was denounced by them to-day, 


and yet this Bill reimposed hypothec, 


‘not in favour of the landlord who might 


have som? bowels of co noassion, but in 


‘favour of the State, which had non>. 


Let them take a iother point, the point of 
entail. Hon. Members opposite were 
always inveighing against entail and 
saying it was not fair or just and ought to 
be abolished, but by this Bill they were 
going to set up 50,000 entails throughout 
the length and breadth of Scotland. As 
to the progress in setting up new hold- 


ings, his right hon. friend the Leader of 


the Opposition had already pointed out 
that £65,000 a year would not go far— 
as a matter of fact it might suttice to 
equip four or five new holdings in each 
county during a year. ‘To bring forward 


was to give certain benefits to existing | these proposals to acheve that end, 


If they were to go beyond | 


was like burning down the house to roast 
a pig, and a very small pig too. If they 
were to review the whole land question it 
would mean money. If they were to 
carry a land reform it must mean money, 
if the land were acquired fairly ; and if it 


| were acquired unfairly, it meant robbery. 


tion, and if they went further they would | 


have to go on a very different principle 
to find themselves face to face with other 
great difficulties. Sir George Trevelyan, 
in introducing the Bill, said that it was 
of a very special character referring to a 
very special population living in a very 
special district under very special cireum- 
stances, and that if the Bill had been 
introduced for the Lothians or the 
eastern counties it would have been not 
arestoration but anexpropriation. That 


was the first point of view of the! 


supporters of this measure. The second 


was that the Bill was revolutionary and | ona 
: | the land, not only educate them in its 

5 He | cultivation—and for that the right hon 

Was not sure about the progress. He was | = ; 


therefore that it was progressive. 


afraid that by the Bill they were going 
to take a short step forward and a long 
step back. Even setting aside the point 
of view of the landowner altogether and 
looking at the matter from the single 
point of view taken by the Liberal Party 
onthe question, there could be no dispute 
as to its retrograde nature. Let them 
take the first point of hypothec. Land- 
owner's hypothee was abolished thirty 


If they were to introduce small holdings 
and to develop the functions of, not so 
much the Crofters Commission, but the 
Congested Districts Board on a national 
instead of a local basis, then it meant 
money to put the people on the land. 
It hal meant £5,500,000 11 New Zea'and. 
But it meant even more than that, 
because it meant that some provision 
must be made to keep the people on the 
land after they had been put there. The 
small holdings must be so arranged as to 
be economic. They must be made to 
pay, and if they were to be made to pay 
and the gombeen man was to be abolished, 
they must not merely put the people on 


Gentleman had made no provision—b it 
there must also be the protect on of 
co-operation, not only between the 
individuals themselves— vhether in sub- 
stance, as at Blairgourie or in credit 
as at Seawby and under the iiatfeisen 
system, but between them and_ the 
State. Whether that protection was 
given directly by loans or grants, or 


‘indirectly by bounties or import duties, 


it must be forthcoming ; and if not, the 
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experiment was foredoomed to failure. 
He earnestly called attention to one 
condition in this proposal. 
experiments by which small holdings 
worked in other countries they were 


based on the permanent and solid | 
foundation of ownership. [An Hon. 
Member: No, no.| He did not mean 


ownership necessarily by the small holder, 
though, as a matter of fact, the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for Scot- 
land had not apparently looked at the 
Report of the Small Holdings Committee 
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; . 
In all these | would be to depreciate the interest of 
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Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I should not 


suggest, nor do I think, that the result 


| the landlords. 

*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON said he 
| was sure they would be very glad to 
|receive that expression of opinion from 
| the right hon. Gentleman. But he was 
perfectly certain that the construction 
-he had stated was the one put upon 
|language similar to that used by the 
| right hon. Gentleman. But when they 


when he spoke of the price of pur- | considered the support other members of 
chase being four times that of tenancy, | the Government had given to the principle 
because if he had looked at the Report | of the Bill, really the most courageous 
he would have seen that there were two | reason advanced was that of the noble 
examples where the calculation had| Lord who presided over the Board of 
worked out in favour of purchase as} Agriculture, who said that the Bill was 
against tenancy. But other existing} a Government Bill, and therefore he 
systems rested on the solid foundation | supported it. He was sure that hon. 
of ownership by somebody, whether the and right hon. Gentlemen who sat on the 
large owner, the small holder, or the | Treasury Bench wished that there were 
State. Under the system proposed, | more Members on the Ministerial side 
the land for the first time was put} who preferred loyalty to intelligence. 
in commission between three separate | But the noble Lord had also said that it 
parties. It was not dual ownership—it 


. : pt) | was a strong measure to interfere with 
was triple ownership. All the privileges | contractual rights, and that such restric- 
and powers of ownership were dissipated ; | tive legislation was really the first step 
landlords were being left without any |in the direction of valued rents, and a 
rights, the State was left with no re-| {and Court, and he doubted whether 
sponsibilities, and the small holder had | the people of Scotland were prepared to 
all the burdens and none of the privileges go as far as that. That was in Edin- 
of ownership. Could the Government | burgh, at a meeting of the Chamber on 
really expect that that would be a per-| Agriculture. The hon. Baronet the 





manent settlement ? When they con- 
sidered the arguments of the right hon. 
Gentleman and of others in support of 
the Bill, they were really amazingly in- 
consistent. The Secretiry for Scotland 
said that the Bill was highly desirable 
in the interests of the landowning classes ; 
and the Lord Advocate, speaking in 
Inverness, pointed out that from the 
point of view of the tenant the Bill was 
an admirable thing, because, he said, 
they were not to be in a hurry about 
land purchase ; they were to wait until 
they had depreciated the landlord’s 
rights. 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. THomas 
Saaw, Hawick Burghs): What I said 
was that the only sound basis of pur- 
chase was to start with fixing fair rents. 


*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : But the 
result of that is exactly what I said. 


Mr. Mitchell-Thomson. 


Member for South Somerset had spoken 
last session of the hard-headed Scottish 
farmers, in whose judgment they placed 
great confidence. The Chamber of Agri- 
culture was composed in the main of 
| those hard-headed Scottish farmers, and 
they had passed a resolution condemning 
the principle of the Bill. But it had 
really been left to a Committee of a 
Government Department to pronounce the 
most emphatic and serious condemnation 
of it. The Report of the Small Holdings 
Committee, from which the right hon. 
| Gentleman only differed in a few details— 
| or rather he said there were some differ- 
ences between it and the Government 
measure—— 


Mr. SINCLAIR: 


ences, 


Important difier- 





*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : Very 
well; the House would judge how 
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important the differences were. The | command his sincere admiration; the 
Committee said that while approving a | right hon. Gentleman went to the root of 
proposal for the acquisition of land | the measure; he pointed out, with justice, 
for compulsory purposes by a central | that the Bill could not stop at Scotland, 
authority, they did not approve of the | that it must be extended to England, 
giving of compulsory powers to hire | and when it had gone as far as England, 
land, or to interfere between landlord | they must consider their whole position 
and tenant; thit the exercise of compul- | with regard to the measure. He agreed 
sory powers of that kind would involve | with every word the right hon. Gentleman 
the creation of a system of tenant right | said on that point. The right hon. 
under which the ownership of land | Gentleman asked them how they were 
would in fact be divided between two or | going to draw any distinction between 
even more persons; that experience had | that which was the land—which possibly 
proved that the system of dual owner- | they might deal with—and that which 
ship of land was one which, under ordi- | was capital, namely, buildings on the land. 
nary economic conditions, could not! That, he thought, was a very important 
be permanent, and would be fatal to the | argument, which had to be dealt with 
proper maintenance of the holding, to | From his own point of view it must be 
harmony between the landlord and | dealt with in the interests of the country, 
tenant, and to the prosperity of agricul- | and in the interests of the country only. 
ture; and that that system might be suit- | Much of the expenditure which the right 
able under such conditions as prevailed in | hon. Gentleman had alluded to had been 
the crofting areas of Scotland, but was | absolutely wasteful, vicious, and useless. 
quite inappropriate where rent, dura-|In the Lowlands of Scotland farm after 
tion of occupancy, and general relations | farm had been founded on the ruins 
between landlord and tenant were deter- | of numerous homesteads throughout the 
mined by ordinary economic conditions. | country. On one estate, near to which 
That was the Report of the Committee, | he lived when a boy, there were forty 
and he left it at that. He was sure that |small holdings. The landlord came in, 
they were all desirous of recognising the | rich and generous, according to hon. 
good intentions of the right hon. Gentle- | Gentlemen opposite, bought the land, 
man, and, so far as he was concerned, he | and expended money lavishly in pulling 
did not propose to vote against the | down the small houses and erecting fine 
introduction of the Bill. But, at a later | palatial buildings where there were 
stage it would have to go through a | forty homes before. There the farmers 
fiery furnace of criticism ; and when it | lived in affluence, or, at any rate, in very 
tose again—and he hoped it would rise | large houses, just as if they were in villa 
—from the ashes to which they would | residences. The people had gone; 
certainly try to reduce it, it was to bei there was no happiness in the land, no 
hoped in the interests of the tenant, of | life; it was destitution and desolation 
the landlord, of the country, and of the /from beginning to end. Wheresoever 
great Party which the right hon. Gentle- | they went they saw that wasteful expen- 
man*adorned, that there would arise a/}diture of landlords on buildings, which 
pheenix of an entirely different kind. | were, in many cases, solely for their 
own profit, aggrandisement, and glori- 
Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney / fication. Let them open up the land to 
and Shetland) said his hon. friend who | the people, who would find the money 
had just sat down had argued against the | to put up their own buildings. They did 
principle of the Bill and had not gone into | not want much—they desired to live 
the details of the measure which was | not in palaces, but only in a small way, 
causing so much interest on both sides |if they were not at the mercy of the 
of the House. But the argument of landlord class. The right hon. Gentle 
tobbery and spoliation used against the | man had spoken not merely to the House 
Bill came with a very ill grace from hon. | but to the country at large ; and they, on 
Members who represented the landlord | their side, were speaking to the country, 
Party. In the speech of the Leader of | and while they felt that this measure 


the Opposition, from beginning to end, | would not, perhaps, be settled there, 
there was very little which did not | itwouldbesettled by thecountry at large, 
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before a satisfactory solution was arrived 
at. Agricultural labourers in Scotland 
really were badly off ; and there was not 
a single word in the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman who introduced the Bill 
which suggested that there was anything 
degrading in an agricultural labourer’s 
taking work for reasonable hire. Still, 
it was better for the State that a large 
portion of the men settled on the land 
should be independent of any master 
whatever. It was one of the most de- 
plorable things to see enormous masses of 
men absolutely dependent on some other 
person for a living and wages. His hon. 
friend had alluded to New Zealand, of 
which he had some experience, and he 
could assure him that the land settlement 
had done a great deal for that country. 
As to the question of compulsory powers, 
of which so much was made, he did not 
think that, if the Bill was carried in any- 
thing like its present form, those com- 
pulsory powers would be very often 
required to be put in operation. He 
thought the Government might very well, 
in the due exercise of their judgment, 
make some concessions where they did 
bring in those compulsory powers ; but 
he was quite satisfied that when the 
country began to discover that there was 
such a widespread feeling in favour 
of this proposal, no body of men would 
stand up against doing something to 
relieve the present state of affairs. 
Sixty-five thousand pounds was a be- 
ginning. It wasa question not of money, 
but of credit, and the credit of this 
country was good enough for all purposes 
at the present time. 


*Mr. BARNES (Glasgow, Blackfriars) 
said he would not venture to say any- 
thing about the details of the measure, 
but he rose for the purpose of welcoming 
the Bill as outlined in the speech of the 
Secretary for Scotland. He welcomed 
it, on behalf of those with whom he 
was associated, for two reasons. In the 
first place, he agreed with the hon. 
Member for Orkney and Shetland as to 
the extreme importance of having the 
larger proportion of the people of England 
and Scotland employed on the land. 
He looked with considerable misgivings 


and apprehension to the crowding of the. 
France, and almost every other coun- 
try, the people had been attracted 


people of the country in large factories 
in the towns and urban areas and the 
Mr Cathcart Wason. 
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consequent weakening of the physical 
and moral fibre of the people. Having 
regard to the evils enumerated by the 
Secretary for Scotland in connection with 
the depopulation of the rural districts, he 
was not concerned whether it was worse 
in the north or in the south of Scot- 
land. It was sufficient for him to know 
that it was going on, not only in Scot- 
land but in England as well. Having 
regard to that fact and the effects of a 
direct character which it had had upon 
the people of Scotland, he was in favour 
of the Bill as something which would 
tend in the direction of setting up sucha 
condition of things as would make the 
stream of population revert from the 
towns to the country, and thus pro- 
duce a more robust people. His second 
reason was that he represented in the 
House, in a special sense, town dwellers, 
and in that capacity he also welcomed 
the Bill. And why? Because they 
knew that the rural population was being 
drained from the country districts where 
the people had been getting their living 
under more wholesome conditions. 
Those people were being driven into 
the towns, with the result that they 
increased competition for employment. 
The Leader of the Opposition had said 
that all this was inevitable and foreseen 
by Cobden and Bright, but he ventured 
to say that nothing of the sort was the 
case. On the contrary, the speeches 
of Bright and Cobden and the early free 
traders, so far as he had been able to 
follow them, foretold, not the depopu- 
lation of the country districts, but in- 
creased prosperity for the town dwellers 
and the agricultural population as well. 
So far as his reading on the subject went, 
he found that not only was the depopu- 
lation not the result of free trade, but 
it did not follow free trade for at least 
a generation. There might have been 
a flow of the rural population into the 
towns after free trade, but he thought 
he was right in saying that it did not 
happen to any great extent, and the 
filling up of the towns which had come 
about during the last thirty years or there- 
abouts, was something not incidental or 
peculiar to this country, but which 
had been general all over _ the 
civilised world. In America, Germany; 
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from the dull life of the country into 
the glamour and glitter of town life. 
In those countries which most nearly 
approximated to our own, so far as free 
trade was concerned, they did not find 
that steady flow of the people from the 
country districts into the towns. In 
Holland and Denmark, which were 
practically free trade countries, far 
from there being any flow of people 
from the rural districts into the towns, 
the flow had been, with the exception 
of Copenhagen, from the town into 
the country districts. Therefore the 
flow of the people into the towns 
which they all agreed was an evil, 
had not come about as the result of free 
trade, but as the result of more general 
causes, some of which he would venture 
to point out. There were three real 
reasons. First of all there was the 
throwing open of this country to the 
importation of corn and other food 
products from abroad. That was one 
of the reasons why the population had 
drifted away from the agricultural dis- 
tricts. The second reason was quite as 
potent, and it was the unfair railway 
rates which were applied to English 
growers, and that had quite as great an 
effect in crippling the farming industry 
in Scotland as in England. If anyone 
would take the trouble to look up the 
figures in regard to the competition for 
the markets of Glasgow and the sur- 
rounding urban population, they would 
find that the people who were sending 
produce from Hamburg, and from other 
places across the North Sea, were getting 
their goods conveyed more cheaply than 
the people who were growing agricultural 
produce about the southern counties of 
Scotland. And thirdly, there was the 
application of science to the farming 
industry. He had before him a report 
of the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries, referring to the decline of the 
agricultural population of Great Britain, 
and it stated that as the result of careful 
investigations it had been found that in 
almost every county in Scotland there 
had been a great reduction of casual as 
compared with permanent labour, and 
it was generally agreed that the use of 
labour-saving machinery was the main 
cause. And so they arrived at the con- 
clusion that one of the causes why more 
people were not engaged in farming was 
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the greater intensity of toil on the one 
side, and the application of science in 
the shape of machinery on the other side, 
which produced a great displacement of 
labour. He thought they ought to take 
steps like those which were taken in 
Denmark for the setting up of colleges 
for the encouragement of scientific 
farming, and he understood that that 
was provided for in the Bill. [Opposi- 
tion cries of “No, no.”] At any rate, 
he hoped it would be one of the features 
of the Bill that they would be able to 
spend public money in the best of all 
possible ways, namely, in teaching our 
own people how to apply their labour 
and capital so as to produce the best 
results. He gathered that some such 
proposal as that might eventually be 
grafted upon the Bill. He understood 
that there was to be fixity of tenure, 
and they all agreed that it would be an 
advantage that the person who possessed 
an economic advantage over another 
should not be able to come down upon 
him and turn him out of his holding 
at any time he liked. Then there was 
another important principle, viz., fixity 
of rent. He did not quite gather what 
the right hon. Gentleman meant on thit 
point, but he understood that there 
was to be a rent court with power to fix 
rents which would be undisturbed for 
seven years. He thought he was right 
in assuming that the rent court would 
not be able to increase any rents unless 
there had been something put into the 
holding by the capital of the landlord. 
For those reasons he welcomed the Bill 
as a step in the direction of dealing with 
a pressing and urgent public question. 
He gathered that £65,000 a year of public 
money was to be spent in this way for 
Scotland. That, as the Leader of the 
Opposition had pointed out, was only a 
small part of what would be required if 
the same principle was to be applied to 
England and Wales as wel! as to Scotland. 
Therefore, it was very important, if public 
moneys were to be spent, to see that 
they should get fullvalue. It appeared to 
him that they were not going to get full 
value for this money unless the freehold 
of the holdings thus set up was vested in 
and owned by the public. He looked 
upon the experiment, therefore, with 
some misgiving in that respect; and his 
misgiving had not been in any way 
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lessened by the tenour of some of the| urban districts. That was a very obvious 
speeches already made in favour of the} evil, and if this Bill were an honest at- 
Bill, for he found that several hon.| tempt to overcome that difficulty it 
Gentlemen had stated that they wel-| would receive thoughtful consideration, 
comed the Bill because it was going to} and it would have more merits to com- 
do something to buttress up landlordism.} mend it than he and his friends on that 
[Cries of dissent.] That was what he| side of the House could find at present, 
understood, though they did not put it} This was not the only country where 
so bluntly. He gathered from what|there was depopulation of the rural 
they said that they were in favour of] districts. Even in Denmark there had 
the Bill because the multitude of small} been a considerable falling off in the 
holders to be set up would be a bulwark} rural population. In Denmark they 


to the large landowners. He did not like) had the very system of agricultural 


large landowners, and he did not think’ education which was needed here. There 
lso a system of bounties on agri- 


the small landowners were going to be) was a 
an improvement on the big ones. Hej cultural produce—a form of protection 
believed that landlordism was a great) for agriculture which hon. Members 
monopoly, and that the land ought to| opposite would probably deplore. In 
be owned by the public. He did not) this Bill there was no provision for 
put that forward as an abstract or| agricultural instruction whatever. The 
theoretical expression of opinion. He| Departmental Committee recommended 
believed landlordism had been weighed} that there should be a system of agri- 
in the balance and found wanting.) cultural education, but no attempt was 
Therefore, although the Bill dealt, per-| being made by this measure to give it in 
haps, with a practical question in a way| any shape or form. 

which had been forced upon the Govern- | 

ment by the exigencies of the situation) Mr. SINCLAIR: Hear, hear. 

he looked upon it with considerable | 


apprehension. He had not consulted) yp, COCHRANE said he was elad 
the colleagues | with whom he usually) the right hon. Gentleman agreed with 
acted, but for his own part he looked upon! him in that. The Bill was one of con- 
the measure with so much misgiving} .iderable magnitude, and hon. Members 
that if his colleagues were agreeable he) who had spoken had all concurred 
would be willing to take the responsibility | j, saying that if it was passed 
of moving its rejection on the Second) ¢,, Scotland a similar measure would 
Reading, unless there was some | ultimately be introduced for England. 
provision made that the pub '©/ Tt would be for the convenience of the 
money to be spent, and the machinery) House before the Second Reading of the 
to be set up, were not permanently’ pi}) if the Government were able to inti- 
for the interest of landlordism, but) mate when the Bills for the other parts of 
for the interest of the whole people,’ the United Kingdom would be presented, 
and unless there was some prospect that) i, order that they might see what differ- 
ultimately the land would be dealt with | ences existed in the different parts 
in such = ay 26'S be of use to the whole | He thought there was ground for com- 
people, instead of, as now, for the use| plaint in the fact that the right hon. 
and enjoyment of a few. | Gentleman before introducing such drastic 
‘legislation on a question of such magni- 

Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) said) tude had not ordered some form of in- 
the hon. Member who had just sat down] quiry. There had been no demand 
had stated that he was little acquainted! for legislation of this kind in Scotland. 
with agriculture. That circumstance had! The country was peaceful and quiet, 
possibly tinged the latter part of his/ especially in the Lowlands. Previous 
speech in regard to the land system of! to the introduction of the Crofters Act 
the country. He had a great deal of there was great discontent and distress 
sympathy with some parts of the hon.! in the crofting districts, but at present 
Gentleman’s speech. Every one deplored’ there was no unrest of that kind in 
the depopulation of the country districts,’ Scotland. The Agricultural Conference 
and the aggregation of people in the was a representative, and not at all a 


Mr. Barnes. 
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Conservative, body ; it had very Liberal 
tendencies. That Conference carried by an | 
enormous majority an Amendment con- 
demning the Bill brought forward last year. | 
If the proposed legislation was confined 
solely to crofters he was sure that it would 
be regarded with considerable sympathy 
by many hon. Members. All acknow- 
ledged the part the crofters had taken 
in the history of the country. They 
made excellent soldiers, as those who | 
had been connected with the Army could 
testifv. They had had their struggles 
like other classes of the community. 
They had been the victims, to a consider- | 
able extent, of the policy of free trade. | 
In the Highlands and islands of Scotland 
a thriving crofter population depended | 
for their livelihood on the kelp industry. 
On account of the free-trade policy 
manufacturers of potash were able to) 
import other materials, with the result | 
that the price of kelp declined. [An | 
Hox. MempBer: It brings a fair price 
now.]| He was glad to hear that. 
The difference between the crofter and 
the Lowland tenant was very marked. | 
The crofter in the old days had no security | 
of tenure and was liable to be turned out | 
on short notice. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
Forty days. 


Mr. COCHRANE said this Bill would | 
apply to a different class—the lease- | 
holders in the Lowlands. In ninety-nine | 
cases out of 100 the leasehold tenants | 
had a tenure of nineteen years. A| 
tenant paying £50 a year, having a lease | 
of nineteen years, had absolute fixity of | 
tenure during the period of his lease. | 
He was on an absolutely different footing | 
from the crofter who was liable to be | 
turned out of his small holding, and the | 
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/would produce a dangerous element of 
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expected that capital was going to be 
invested under those conditions he would 
be disappointed. The present system 
of land tenure in Scotland had done 
much for the country. Could the right 
hon. Gentleman point to any country 
in the world where there was a more 
prosperous system? [Cries of “ Yes.’’] 


| He ventured to say that it would be 


difficult to do so. Go where they liked, 
they would not see farms better tilled, or 
crops more magnificent than those grown 
in the Lothians. He asked the right 
hon. Gentleman himself if he thought 
that all the high cultivation which was 
to be seen in Scotland could have been 
carried on if it had been divorced from 
the capital of the landlord? It was 
impossible. He ventured to say that 
what had made Scotland so thriving had 
been the intelligent interest, skill, and 
care of the landlords in the management 
of their estates and their close associa- 
tion with their tenants. It could not 
be expected that landlords would take 
that interest in their farms, in the modern 
machinery required for up-to-date cul- 
tivation, in acquiring the knowledge of 
the chemical composition of manures, if 
they were to be told that an irrespon- 


| sible body could come down and carve 


certain portions out of their farms in 
That 


uncertainty in the management of land. 
Then, in addition, there would be the 
cost of equipping the small holdings 
carved out of the farms. At present 
he believed that some £10,000,000 a 
year were spent in improving farms 
under present conditions ; but if this Bill 
passed that capital would be diverted 
from Scotland. The Act of 1892 was 
passed with the view of endeavouring 
to remove the difficulties of agricul- 





steading which he had put up at his own | tural labourers in obtaining small holdings, 
cost, at forty days notice. In the Low-| but it had proved a failure, notwith- 
lands farm buildings had invariably standing honest attempts to put it in 
been built at the cost of the landlords. | force. To a large extent the reason for 
Most of the fencing had also been done | that failure was that it did not pay 
by the landlords. The right hon. Gentle- | ploughmen and other labourers engaged 
man, without any inquiry whatever. and} in agriculture, whose wages were ex- 
without having gone into the question, | tremely good, to take a small farm. The 
except in the most cursory manner, pro- | Report of the Departmental Committee 
posed to take away the capital the land- | showed that in the very district of Kil- 
lord had invested in farm buildings and | muir to which reference had been made, 
hand it over to the Commissioners or the | the small crofters had not become owners 


tenants. If the right hon. Gentleman | of the land because they were afraid of 
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the rates and taxes that would be de- 
manded from them. His 
Charles Renshaw, who sat sojlong in that 
House, had given a description of what had 
happened in Renfrewshire. He did every- 
thing he could to put the Act of 1892 
in force, and, by advertising, to induce 


people to come forward to take up small | 


holdings under the County Council. 
But his efforts were in vain, the real 
diffieulty being that the men supposed 
to be likely to take up a small holding 
were paid good weekly wages. 
was wanted was an Amendment of the 
Act of 1892, and not the fanciful attempts 
proposed by this Bill to deal in an 
arbitrary fashion with theland. The re- 
commendations of the Departmental Com- 
mittee, based upon careful investigation, 
should be adopted. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for Scotland 
said that his plan was not a system of 
dual ownership. 
operation of that in Ireland and were 
going to spend £150,000,000 in abolishing 


it. But the right hon. Gentleman was | 
He was proposing to | 


going further. 
establish a triple ownership—the farmers, 
the agricultural labourer, and the Land 


Commission, and none of them would | 
have complete control over the land 


allocated in small holdings. He was not 
surprised that the Departmental Com- 
mittee had passed the scathing criticism 
that the plan of the Bill would not be 
permanent, that it would lead to endless 


disputes and to the cessation of all re- | 


sponsibility on the part of the landlord. 
The dual system of ownership had not 
cured depopulation in Ireland, nor had 


all the Land Bills passed by the House | 
when tenant | 


of Commons. In 1897, 
right existed, the population of Ireland 


was 5,412,000; in 1881 it was 5,174,000 ; | 


in 1901 it had fallen to 4,500,000—a 


ixct which they all deplored. The right | 


hon. Gentleman had alluded to the 
crofting parishes in Scotland, but the 


same depopulation had taken place there. | 
The report of the Crofters Commission | 
showed that the population in those | 
parishes in 1881 was 155,000, whereas | 


in 1901 it had fallen to 142,000. 


Mr. WEIR: In the Island of Lewis, 
the population has increased considerably. 


Mr. COCHRANE said he was very glad. 


to hear it, but he alwavs thought that that 
Mr. Cochrane. 
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friend Sir | 


What | 


They had seen the | 
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| was one of the most congested districts 
in Scotland, and where the crofters 
paid their rents with the least facility, 
His hon. friend was constantly asking 
the House for assistance for those crofters, 
| However, that did not affect his argu- 
ment. In Great Britain two-thirds of 
the total number of farms were under 
fifty acres, and in Scotland there were 
46,000 holdings with a rental under £50, 
The right hon. Gentleman proposed that 
/In each of those 46,000 holdings the 
Land Commission should step in and 
-assume the functions of the landlord. 
He thought that that would impose upon 
the Commissioners a very serious duty. 
Might he ask what would be the cost of 
the Land Commission? He had en- 


| deavoured to work it out and could not 


make it less than £100,000 a year, in- 
cluding the salaries of the Chairman, the 
Commissioners, and assistant Commis- 
sioners, travelling expense:, ete. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Nothing like it. I 
expect it would be nearer the cost of the 
Crofters Commission. 


Mr. COCHRANE said that when they 
came to administer one-third of the farms 
in the whole of Scotland it would be 
necessary to set up, not only the Com- 
mission, but sub-Commissions and 
deputy sub-Commissions all over the 
country. Under the scheme propounded 
by the right hon. Gentleman what 
would be position of the unhappy 
Jandlord ? Landlords were very much 
like other classes of the community, 
some were good and some were bad ; 
/and he thought that they were entitled 
to a certain amount of sympathy in 
the difficulties with which they had to 
struggle in the last few years. There 
was plenty of land for sale in Scotland at 
the present moment, and he submitted 
that if the right hon. Gentleman wished to 
make experiments in a scheme of smal 
holdings the opportunity lay before him. 
Of course the Government would have 
to purchase the land and administer 
it if it was intended to plant out 
upon it deserving small farmers. It 
‘would be a mistake to deprive the 
tenants and landlords of Scotland of the 
‘interest they had in their business, and 
'to make the landlords mere rent-chargers 
bereft of all control over their estates. 
The small farmers would not have “the 
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capital to keep the buildings in good 
repair in the same way as the landlords 
did at present. In the crofting counties 
the tenants had been satisfied with 
accommodation of a very humble char- 
acter. No doubt the crofters wanted 
more land, and under the Bill there was 
an extension of their power to get 
it. But what would be the position 
of the large farmer who might find the 
eves picked out his farm to benefit 
the crofters, who naturally would not 
take the worst but the best bits? The 
landlord might not be unwilling to sell, 
but the difficulty was that the small man 
would wish to get the parts of the farm 
which were most profitable and to leave 
the large farmer with the unprofitable 
portion and the obligation to keep 
wo the steading. Such a course would 
be in the interest neither of the tenant 
nor of the landlord. If he could see in 
the Bill any really honest attempt to 
settle the population more successfully 
onthe soil, and to provide a useful grada- 
tion of holdings, he would welcome it, 
but he failed to see in it anything 
which would carry out those objects. 
The hon. Member for Leith Burghs, a 
supporter of the Government, had in- 
dulged in no exaggeration when he de- 
scribed the measure as a crude form of 
Socialism. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. THomas 
Saaw, Hawick Burghs) said it was satis- 
factory in some respects to find that both 
Parties admitted, first, that depopulation 
was going on in Scotland to a grave, if not 
alarming, extent, and that the depopu- 


lation of the rural districts was an evil | 


to the community at large; and, 
secondly, that no attack could be made 
on the Crofters Act of 1886. For in none 
of the speeches delivered had there been a 
note of hostility to that Act, which had 
been administered with signal ability, and 
in the spirit of its founders. It had been 
a conspicuous success for Scotland, and 
parts of the Highland area had been 
almost completely transformed from a 
derelict into a prosperous country. The 
Leader of the Opposition was an adept in 
the prophesying of disaster with regard to 
this kind of legislation, but similir pro- 
phecies had been uttered before. In 
addressing the House to-day the right 
hon. Gentleman had said no word in con- 
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demnation of the Act of 1886, but when 
that Act was before a Liberal House 
of Commons his tone in regard to it 
was exactly the same as was his tone 
with regard to the present Bill. The 
right hon. Gentleman then, in an im- 
passioned passage, said— 

“T tell Her Majesty’s Government and I tell 
the House that the legislation which they have 
initiated and which may pass into law this 
session will, whatever else it may do, un- 
doubtedly dry up every source of prosperity 
derived from the security of capital. From this 
time forward, money which has been poured out 
like water on these barren wastes—” 
the right hon. Gentleman was then deal- 
ing with the Highland areas, and defend- 
ing the proposition which to-day he 
denied— 

** will b2 poured out no more, and the very 
spring from which it came will be dried up.” 

There were other choice passages, which 
were interesting to the historical student 
as showing that, whatever were the facts, 
prejudices still remained and found 
renewed utterance despite the teachings 
of experience. The right hon. Gentle- 
man in 1886 also dealt with the four 
classes of people who he thought would 
be endamaged by the Act, but the evil 
that he prophesied had not occurred. 
There was hardly a landlord in the High- 
land area who if left to himself would 
not bless the day when the Crofters Act 
was passed, since when he had never 
huckstered for his rent or arrears, had en- 
joyed good relations with his tenants, and 
had found the capital value of his estate 
and even the sporting rentals, increased. 
Yet now they were told that the land- 
lords were to be reduced to mere rent 
chargers. How sad for duke and earl 
who owned property in the Highlands! 
For the Duke of Sutherland, for instance, 
who owned a county, how sad was his 
case! It was that kind of mock sym 
pathy that the House was asked to evoke 
—for those who were affected precisely as 
people were affected by the Act of 1886. 
One thing he must emphatically correct. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
the landlord in the Lowlands had ex- 
pended large sums of money on the im- 
provement of his property. He did not 
think that that was quitethe universal rule. 
But presuming that all that had happened, 
how could it be said that the landlord would 
receive no benefit from his expenditure, 
when the Bill provided that in fixing the 
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rent every contribution he had made to 
the value of his property should be taken 
into account by the Court? Let them 
assume that the landlord had expended 
large sums of money in the improvement 
of his property. That would be taken 
‘into account by the Rent Court in fixing 
the rent, as well as all other contributions 
of the landlord to the value of the pro- 
perty. Nothing was to be taken from 
the landlord. On the contrary, the land- 
lord was secured in a strong position in 
regard to his property, and in the event 
of the violation by the tenant of the 
statutory conditions for the payment of 
rent the landlord could resume possession. 
What the Bill established were those two 
beneficent provisions without which con- 
tent and progress on rural holdings were 
impossible—security of tenure and a rent 
fixed by an independent tribunal. It was 
said also that the landlord was to be 
reduced to the position of a rent charger. 
Why ? Because he was to be deprived 
of the arbitrary power to evict a man 
from the holding which was part of his 
life’s history. There was simply taken 
away from the landlord a certain power | 
which, in the case of the landlords of Scot- 
land, certainly had not been exercised. 





It was said that the large farmer was to, Advocate has 
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to pass a time in what some called a state 
of servitude, and in his old age to be 
reduced to poverty or to seek refuge 
ina town. By this Bill the agricultural 
labourer was given the opportunity of 
obtaining a small holding where, even 
in his old age, if he did justice to the soil, 
he could bring up his family. It was the 
homestead idea that underlay the Bill. 
Its aim was to provide that the homes of 
the race should be found, not in the slums, 
but on the soil. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8.): 
There is no intention on our part to 
interfere with the First Reading of this 
Bill, and I only intervene because 
of some remarks made by the Lord- 
Advocate. It is remarkable that in all 
the land debates that take place in 
this House none ever take place without 
some hon. Members talking as if all 
the landlords of the country were dukes 
and earls. My right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition said that some 
part of the Land Act of 1886 had not been 
justified by example. He then proceeded 
to show that the Crofters Act had not 
prevented depopulation which the Gov- 
The Lord- 
defended . this measure 


be treated as a nuisance. Yet the Bill} and sought to show that it would 


only declared that there might be tracts of | 
land which could be judiciously used in | 
establishing a system of small holdings. 
It was said that the proposed Com- 


| 


It might safely be assumed that the Com- 
missioners, in dealing with land, would 


| both sides were agreed. 


mission would be an irresponsible body. | 


have regard for all the interests concerned. 
It was said that the small holder could 
not thrive unless he was first taught the 
principles of co-operation. The Bill was 
pretty heavily loaded already ; and the 
Government thought they were doing 
very well as a beginning when they estab- 
lished the small holder in an independent 
position, enabling him, in the first place, to 
bring up his family in comfort, and, in the 
second place, to equip himself, or, at least, 
those who were to follow him, with a 
better knowledge of the principles of 
agriculture. As for the agricultura] 
labourers, if they were polled to-morrow 
they would give an answer by 99 per cent. 
in favour of the Bill. The present pros. 
pect of the agricultural labourer was 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 





which he said 
Of course both 
sides are agreed as to the evil of depopula- 
tion and as to the desirability of giving 
those who have either no land or in- 
sufficient land an opportunity of getting 
what they want. But the reason why 
we are criticising this Bill, and _ will 


remove the evil upon 


do so in all its stages, ig not that 
we do not admit the evils, are 
always ready to admit. th evils 


—but that we do not approve of the 
remedy proposed. The Lord-Advocate 
said we had not learnt by experience. 
I say the experience of this country 
land legislation ought to have taught the 
Government that they would have been 
wiser if they had proceeded more slowly 
and had proposed to set up landholders 
in a manner less fantastic. The Lords 
Advocate said the object of the Bill was 
to establish these men on suitable holding’, 
to give them suitable homes and homes 
steads. I know something about the 
system of agricultural holdings in other 
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countries besides Scotland, and I know 
that the number of persons who are de- 
sirous of getting these holdings and who 
have sufficient capital to equip them is 
very small. I listened to the right hon. 
Fentleman with blank amazement when 
he told us that what the Bill sought to 
do was to establish in every district three 
classes of occupiers, the large occupier, 
the small occupier, and the labourer. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: What I said was 
that the best expert opinion favoured a 
gradation of farms ranging from small 
to large holdings. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
exactly what I said. 


That is 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No. 
Gentleman’s words were 
establish.” 


The right hon. 
“sought to 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I do not think 
that I shall be guilty of any very extra- 
vagant assumption if I assume that that 
was one of the objects of the Bill. I 
defy the right hon. Gentleman or any 
member of the Party opposite to adopt 
that principle and apply it to the agri- 
cultural land of this country. There is 
only one way in which small holdings 
can be successfully established, and that 
is by selecting districts which lend | 
themselves to that purpose. [MINIs- | 
TERIAL cries of “‘ Hear, hear!”] But | 
that is not the policy put forward by the 
Secretary for Scotland. I will not now 
discuss this matter in detail. I think it 
is much to be regretted that in a debate 
which has been so fairly conducted from 


a practical point of view on both sides of | 


the House, the Lord-Advocate should 
have descended once again to adopt that 
form of argument which is the most 
cowardly that can be adopted in this 
House, namely, when you are defending 
a particular class and criticising sug- 
gestions made on behalf of the owning 
class, to drag in as a reason for the 
passing of the Bill that it is to prevent 
the eviction by the landlords of the 
tenants from their holdings. This has 
been dragged into the debates on the 
land Tenure Bill for England, but the 
charges of eviction were never proved, 
hor has inquiry revealed a condition 
of things to justify the Bill on such 
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ground. I quite believe the Government 
have a sincere desire to deal with the 
difficult question of maintaining occupa- 
tion ownership of small farms, but they 
appear to be blind to the lesson taught 
by experience that a system of dual owner- 
ship cannot go on without subsequent 
legislation ; that once established it does 
not deal with the evil sought to be re- 
moved and creates another evil along- 


side for which the further remedy 
of making the tenants into actual 


owners is required. It is only in that 
way that you can give the tenants real 
security and plant in them the con- 
fidence and the desire to succeed without 


| which they are not likely to prosper. 


We believe that this Bill is based up on 
unsound principles, and will require very 
considerable amendment before it is 
workable. We do not on this side of 
the House intend to offer any further 
opposition at this stage, but we do intend 
during the subsequent stages to criticise 
the Bill closely, and to do our best 
to amend it, not for the reason given by 
the learned Lord-Advocate, but because 
we believe that it is not a practical remedy, 
that it proceeds on wrong lines, and 
that it will do great injury to the 
landowners who have taken a keen 
interest in the development of their 
estates, whilst it will not give any ad- 
vantage to the tenant and the labourer. 
For these reasons we shall do our best 
during the subsequent stages of the 
Bill to carry Amendments which will 
be likely to make it an effective instead 
of a most defective measure. 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) con- 
sidered that the opposition to the 
Bill had been exceedingly weak, and it 
all came to the one proposition that 
they ought to purchase and not rent. A 
scheme of purchase might be all very 
well for Ireland, but they could not 
afford to go on in that way, and there- 
fore he considered that it was a 
fair business-like proposition to fix 
what was a fair rent. If at a later 
period some of the tenants or the 
Government liked to purchase, by 
all means let them do so. He hoped 
that the Bill would be allowed to pass 
with the view of making an endeavour 
to settle this question in the interests 
of the people. The tenants would be 
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quite willing to pay a fair rent*under a 
system which gave them fixity of tenure. 
If the House refused that principle the 
people might eventually insist that the 
land should be returned to the people 
from whom it ought never to have been 
taken, and returned upon very different 
terms from those which were proposed in 
the Bill. With regard to the Bill itself, 
he thought it would have been much 
better if the crofter districts had been 
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jto some of the proposals which were 
occasionally put forward by hon. Gen- 
'tlemen opposite. The Secretary for Scot- 
land had stated that the object of the 
| Bill was to attract capital to the land. 
| He thought the Leader of the Opposition 
| had shown that the exact reverse would 
ibe the result, and that instead of 
| attracting capital the Bill would have a 
| tendency to drive capital away from 
| the land. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


| 


dealt with separately. He would be) 
able to bring before the House at | 
a later stage actual cases where at | 


the present time the tenants had no | 


fixity of tenure, and where good tenants 
had been driven off the land because 
the landlord or his agent wished to 
replace them, sometimes out of spite, 
but mainly for sporting purposes. 
What had been said by the Chamber 
of Agriculture did not matter so 
much, because it was mostly a chamber 
of landlords and Tories. Fixity of 
tenure was wanted in order to 
stop the depopulation of the 
land counties. The vast stretches of 
land in Scotland which were at present 
devoted to sport ought to be let to 
tenants at a fair rent. In Sutherland- 


shire there were nearly 400,000 acres of | 


land ear-marked by the Deer Forests 


Commission which ought to be allotted | 


to the people for extension of crofts, new 


crofts, and small holdings, which should | 
He | 
appealed to the Government not so much | 
in the interests of Party but in the | 


include cottars and other workers. 


interests of the country to see the 
Bill through this session. The Crofters 


Act 1886 had been so successful that | 


they might extend it without fear. 


Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, 


N.R., Thirsk) said he had been particularly | 
struck with the speech of the hon. Mem- | 


ber for the Blackfriars Division of 
Glasgow, who began by commend- 


ing the Bill and the Government and 
ended by blaming the Government rather 
considerably for bringing in a_ Bill 
which was so favourable to the landlords. 
Of course they all knew what were the 
opinions of hon. Members below the gang- 


way in reference to the land, and he | 


was not sure that a good many of them 
would not prefer those opinions, im- 
possible though they thought them, 


Mr. Morton. 


High- | 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Sinclair and the Lord Advocate. 


SMALL LANDHOLDERS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
“ To encourage the formation of Small 
Agricultural Holdings in Scotland, and 
to amend the Law relating to the tenure 
of such Holdings (including Crofters’ 
| Holdings) ; to establish Agricultural Com- 
missioners for Scotland; and for other 
purposes connected therewith,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time; 
to be read a second time To-morrow, 
and to be printed. [Bill 122. 


GREAT WESTERN, LONDON AND NORTH 


WESTERN, AND RHYMNEY RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES BILL (BY ORDER) 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
| time.” 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) asked if 
'the Instruction standing in his name 
| was in Order.f 


*Mr. SPEAKER : The Instruction of 
‘the hon. Member is not in order for 
| ; as ‘ uled i ut of 
the same reason that I ruled it ou 

'order last year. Any proposal to Im- 
pose upon railway companies the lia- 
bility of adding third-class sleeping 
carriages to their trains should be done 


t “That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee to whom the Bill is referred to consider 
the desirability of inserting a clause requiring 
| the companies to provide sleeping accommoda- 
tion for third-class passengers in all cases 
where sleeping accommodation is provided for 
| first-class passengers.”? 
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by a general Act. Particular com- 
panies should not be selected for this 
purpose, but it should be made applicable 


745 


to all railway companies in _ like 
circumstances. 
Mr. MORTON said that it would 


be quite impossible for him to get a 
general Act passed, only the Government 
could do that; on the other hand he 
desired to apply his proposal to some of 
the railways only. But, before the 
(treat Western, the London and North 
Western and Rhymney Railway Com- 
panies were given further powers 
he thought he had a right to ask 
that certain grievances should be re- 
dressed and that the Companies should 
act fairly to all classes in exercising mono- 
polies which they could not enjoy without 
the consent of Parliament. He asked 
that all classes of railway passengers 
should be treated alike without any undue 
preference or favour. In the case of 
passengers travelling long distances he 
thought that the third-class passengers 
should be provided with the same facili- 
ties as to sleeping accommodation as the 
first-class passengers. Last session he 
was hopeful that that question would be 


favourably considered by the great 
railway companies, but he gathered 


from information which had been sup- 
plied by the Board of Trade that the 
railway companies now refused to con- 
sider any redress 
grievance. That being so, there was no 
other course for him to adopt than to 
move the rejection of the Bill. It 
might be a wise policy occasionally to 
throw out a railway Bill so as to let the 


whatever of that | 
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they treated the third-class passengers 
the more profit they made. He did not 
say that sleeping accommodation should 
be provided except upon proper notice 
and at reasonable rates, but on trains 
where there were two sleeping coaches 
there was no reason why one of them 
should not be available for third-class 
passengers. He did not wish to do any 
harm to decent railway companies ; on 
the contrary, he preferred to give them 
all the assistance he could in carrying 
on their business in the best possible 
way, but he had no alternative but to 
take the line he had done. The railway 
companies might say that they did not 
care for the hon. Member for Sutherland ; 
he did not care much about that, 
but the companies might find that just 
when they wanted assistance they would 
not get it. He remembered that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham when at the Board 
of Trade said with regard to railway 
companies not only that people had 
the right but that it was their duty on 
the Second Reading of railway Bills to 
have their grievances brought forward 
and to insist as far as they were able 
upon Parliament seeing fair play done 
between the companies and the people. 
He thought the duty of the Board of 
Trade was to deal fairly with the railway 











railway companies understand that before | 


they could obtain monopolies from 
Parliament they had to adopt fair re- 
gulations, and treat the 
classes of passengers somewhat. alike. 
The reply of the companies had 
generally been that first-class sleeping 
carriages did not pay. As far as he could 
ascertain first-class passenger traffic never 
did pay anywhere in the United 
Kingdom, and the whole of the profits 
from pas:enger traffic came from 
third-class passengers. Fifty years 
ago third-class passengers were treated 
worse than animals, but they were now 
being treated much better. The com- 
panies had found out that the better 





different | would see the 


| 








companies, but they should recollect 
that there was a British public. He 
hoped they would have the assistance 
of the Board of Trade in getting this 
matter settled. They granted railway 
companies great powers and the public 
had a right to ask for something in 
return. He hoped they would not have 
to proceed so far as to throw out atBill 
which, no doubt, had some good points, 
and he trusted that railway companies 
advisability of giving 
reasonable and proper provision in the 
direction he had indicated. He moved 
that the Bill be read a second time that 
day six months. 


Mr. BRACE (Glamorganshire, S.), 
in seconding the Amendment, said the 
promoters had not done him justice 
when they declared that his reason 
for opposing the Bill was that ;he 
happened to be in favour of the Barry 
Railway Bill. He happened to} be 
a resident in the district affected 
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and he was the representative of the 
workers who resided there. He wished 
to explain to the House that this scheme 
was simply on a par with many other 
schemes which had been produced pre- 
viously to tap the Sirhowy and Rhondda 
Valleys. The present joint scheme of 
the Great Western, London and North 
Western, and Rhymney Railway Com- 
panies covered practically the ground of 
a railway scheme which was promoted 
from time to time by various promoters 
in the years 1882, 1884, 1885, 1886, 1887, 
and 1888. In 1888 a Bill was promoted 
by the Taff Vale Railway Company to 
connect Cardiff with the Sirhowy and 
Monmouthshire valleys. In the same 
year the Great Western Railway Com- 
pany had a Bill to connect their system 
with another railway at Cogan. By 
agreement of 14th March, 1888, both 
schemes were withdrawn, and the Taft 
Vale and Great Western Companies 
agreed never again to promote similar 
schemes. The Rhymney Railway Com- 
pany in the same vear obtained the 
sanction of Parliament for a scheme 
connecting their railway with the Sir- 
howy Valley, but the Great Western 
Railway Company made arrangements 
with the Rhymney Railway Company 
not to construct the railway, one of the 
features of the arrangement being that 
the Rhymney Railway should receive 
a payment of something like £10,000 a 
year, and the Rhymney Railway Com- 
pany accordingly abandoned the scheme. 
That was a serious statement to make, 
and he would be glad to hear what the 
promoters of the Bill had to say upon it. 
If a railway company failed to exercise 
its Parliamentary powers in considera- 
tion of a monetary payment by another 
railway company, that was a reason 
why Parliament should not again entrust 
it with such powers. In 1890 the Cardiff 
Railway Company obtained powers to 
construct the railways authorised in 
1888, should the Rhymney Railway 
Company not do so, but for some reason 
or other they allowed the powers to 
lapse, and the district had been without 
improved railway accommodation ever 
since. In 1905 the Barry Railway Com- 
pany promoted a Bill to serve the same 
objects as the dropped scheme of 1888, 
but that Bill was rejected on the oppo- 


Mr. Brace. 
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sition of the Great Western and Rhym- 
ney Railway Companies, who said that 
the line was not required. If the line 
was not required then, upon what ground 
did the company say that the line was 
required now because they happened to 
be the promoters? His main reason 
for opposing the Bill was that the 
monopoly enjoyed by the Rhymney 
Railway Company in their respective 
valleys, and by the Great Western Rail- 
way Company, had been in a marked 
degree used to the disadvantage of the 
public. So much did the public of the 
western valleys of Monmouth object to 
the treatment which had been meted 
out to them by the railway companies tha’ 
they had formed a council of gentlemen 
from county councils, chambers of com- 
merce, and other public bodies, repre- 
senting altogether upwards of 100,000 
people, to consider the subject of railway 
facilities with the view to their improve- 
ment. He asked the House to pay atten- 
tion to that fact, because if the railway 
companies had used their powers pro- 
perly there would have been no necessity 
for those public bodies to form a railway 
council for the purpose of bringing pres- 
sure to bear on the Great Western Railway 
Company to do what was right. So far as 
the valley line was concerned, it was one 
of the best paying bits of railway which 
any company could have. The mineral 
and iron and steel traffic amounted to 
6,000,000 tons a year, to say nothing of 
passengers. He himself resided seven- 
teen miles from Newport, and the journey 
on the Great Western Railway occupied 
substantially over an hour. The journey 
to Nantyglo on the same railway, a dis- 
tance of twenty-one miles, took an hour 
and a half when the trains were up to 
time, but they were frequently late. 
He understood that one of the argu- 
ments which would be used was that the 
Great Western Company had put on an 
improved service. It was true that the 
trains had been altered, but the service 
was still inferior to what the travelling 
public might fairly expect. The speed 
of the trains was what it was about thirty 
years ago. Although the Great Western 
Railway Company had obtained powers, 
they had done very little to provide 
better train connections up the valley. 
The majority of the stations were just as 
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they were forty years ago. 
because of the monopoly which the com- | 
panies enjoyed that the public were, 
left helpless and entirely at their mer-y. 


He thought he was entitled to ask the | 


House to reject the Bill altogether on 
account of the manner in which the rail- 
way companies had treated the public. 
He wished to refer to another side of the 
question. 
senger service bad, but the connections 
for trains to the north were so arranged 
that travellers had to start an hour or 
an hour and a half earlier than would be 
necessary if greater consideration were 
given to the convenience of the public. 


| day six months. 
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It was | and because the Rhymney Company had 


Not only was the local pas- | 
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‘received a payment of something like 
| £10,000 a year from the Great Western 

| Railway for abandoning a scheme which 

Parliament had authorised them to" con 

struct, he asked the House to reject the Bill 

/as a warning to all railway companies 

| that Parliament would not be trifled with 

by parties who had been given monopoly 
powers and who had abused them at the 


| expense of the public. 


Parliament, as the custodian of the public | 
interest, ought not to give amonopoly to | 
any company which in the past had | 
misused its powers in the way the Great | 


Western Company had done. 


The Chair- | 


man of the Great Western Railway Com- | 
pany, at the half-yearly meeting in Feb- | 


ruary this year, said— 


“T think I told you—I am sure I told you— 


six months ago that we should not move again | 


in South Wales unless our interests were dis- 
tinctly threatened. We all hoped that when 
the wisdom of Parliament decided that the 
Great Western and Rhymney Joint Bill, and no 
other Bill, was necessary, the question might 


Amendment proposed— 


** To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end 
of the Question to add the words ‘ upon this 
> »”__( Mr. Morton.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. BALDWIN (Worcestershire, 
Bewdley) said that the object of the 
Bill was a very simple one. It was to 
make a line eight and a half miles long 
from Cross Keys to Newport to connect 
with the Western Valleys Railway, and 


| the Sirhowy Railway of the London and 


have slumbered, at any rate, for a short time ; | 


but the action of the Barry Company obliged 


us to put forward a Bill for the protection of | 
be nearly 


be glad to see this—that we | 


our own interests, and I think the shareholders 
will, at any rate, 


are in partnership at this time, not alone with | 


the Rhymney Railway Company, but with our 


good friends who were our opponents last year | 


—the London and North Western Railway. 


We are working together with a view, of course, | 


to minimise the expense, and to increase 
the advantages to the shareholders. ” 


If that was why this company came to | 


North Western Company with the Rhyin- 
ney Railway at Caerphilly, making a new 
route between the Western Valleys and 
Cardiff, Penarth and Barry, which would 
five miles shorter than the 
existing route. It would be a business 
and not a pleasure line. There were 
a large number of collieries served by 
the Great Western Railway; and if the 
line was made it would help to develop 
the district. The Great Western Railway 


| now carried over 3,500,000 tons of coal 


to Newport, and 1,750,000 tons to 


the House, he hoped that the House | Cardiff. The eight and a half miles 


would not lend itself to such a policy. | 


After all, the public had a, | 
and no railway company which | 
had abused their monopoly powers | 
should come to Parliament and ask | 


for an extension of those powers. As 
to the position of workmen who had to | 
travel by rail to get to their work, it was 
true that there were workmen’s trains 


travelled during the day they were put | 


between Newport and Cross Keys was the 
most congested part of the Great Western 
Railway traffic, and from 40 to 50 per cent. 


|of the overtime worked on the Great 


| Western Railway was worked on that 
‘length. The directors of the Great Western 
Railway Company believed that the 


| making of the line would greatly facilitate 
'the traffic. 
morning and evening, but if the men | about the passenger traffic. 


had been made 


The Western 


Valleys Railway was twenty-one miles 


Remarks 


into workmen’s carriages and made to | long, ‘and there were on it twelve stations. 


pay the full ordinary fare. 


Moreover, no | The new line would give a direct route 


attempt was made to heat the trains, and | | to Cardiff, instead of going through New- 


many of the carriages were quite open. | 


‘ port, so that the people i in the Western 


Taking all these things into consideration, ' Valleys would profit to that extent. 
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What occurred last year was that three |; mineral Bill, a proposal to connect the 
Bills were before the House—the Great] port of Cardiff, with the Western 
Western and Rhymney Railway Bill, the | Valleys and the other Monmouthshire 
London and North Western Railway Bill, | valleys; to give, in short, an outlet to 
and the Barry Railway Bill. The London | the port of Cardiff. Its object was to get an 
and North Western Bill and the Barry | outlet at the port of Cardiff for the coal 
Bill were both rejected before the holi-| raised in the Western Valleys, and the 
days; and the Great Western and Rhym- | other question which had been raised 
ney Bill was also rejected, chiefly on| that evening had very little to do with 
the opposition of Lord Tredegar, because | the matter. The authorities for the 
if that Bill had passed he would stand to | great shipping port of Cardiff regarded 
lose on his Park Mile, which now produced | the Bill as one which would very materi- 
above £13,000 a year. The hon. Member | ally add to the interests of the port, and 
forSouth Glamorganshire had complained | the people there would feel deeply 
about the slow trains. In 1902 and the early | aggrieved if hon. Members, in order to 
part of 1903 the Great Western Company | avenge a wrong, real or fancied, were to re- 
tried the experiment of running trains with- | ject it. He had no doubt that the hon, 
out stopping at all the stations; but the | Member for South Glamorgan had ground 
result was such an uproar in the Western | for complaint and had a real grievance. 
Valleys that the company had to revert | It must be remembered, however, that 
to the old system of stopping at all the| the object of a railway company was 
stations. A deputation from Newport | to connect not only the up train but the 
and the Western Valleys waited lately | down train, and if in. one particular 
on the chiefs of the department, andj instance a train was retarded by the 
asked, not for express trains, but for | desire of the inhabitants of the western 
additional stopping trains; and on Ist | valleys their interest must be considered 
March, the company met their views, and | as well as that of an hon. Gentleman who 
put on two new trains each way. In-} was coming to London. He thought the 
quiry was made as to the through pas- | hon. Member for Bewdley had made 
senger traffic from Paddington, andit was | it clear that the Great Western Railway 
found that in twelve days there were | did their best to meet the desires and 
only three through passengers by the} wishes of those whom they existed to 
6.10 p.m. fast train from Paddington to | serve. The local authorities he believed 
the Western Valleys. He wished he | supported the measure, and he did not 
could say something to ease the mind of | think the attention of the House ought 
the hon. Member for Sutherland as to| to be distracted from the main issue by 
sleeping accommodation. During Janu- | the side issue which had been introduced. 
ary on the Fishguard route, in the one} He had put down a notice in opposition 
train which carried a sleeping carriage | to the Barry Bill with a view to securing 
the average was one passenger per day, | that this Bill and the Barry Bill should 
and on the other line on which sleepers both go before the Select Committee, and 
were run the average was two passengers | he hoped that that object would be 
per day. In spite of what the hon. Mem- | attained. If a joint line was established 
bers had said, he claimed that the Great | he believed that the interest of the com- 
Western Railway Company had for many |munity would be best served, and he 
years never been unmindful of the com- | hoped the House would assent to that 
fort of the general public. It seemed | arrangement. 
to him that the fair course to pursue was | 
to send this Bill and the Barry scheme | Mr. JENKINS (Chatham) supported 
upstairs when an impartial Committee | the Bill. During this session and last 
would decide upon their merits. isession the President of the Board 
| of jTrade had been appealed to to do 
” Mr. GUEST (Cardiff District) said that | something to get rid of the overtime 
the speech of the hon. Gentleman who|in consequence of which many accidents 
had just sat down was lucid and clear} were caused on_ railways. About 
and showed very important interests | 5,750,000 tons of coal were brought from 
which were involved in the consideration | the western valleys down to Newport 
of the Bill. It was nothing less than a|and there was great delay at that pout. 


Mr. Baldwin. 
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There was indeed greater delay at the | | passengers a fair claim to consideration in 


Newport siding than on any other part | the matter ? 


of the Great Western Company’s system. 


He was sure that his hon. friend, after 


considering the facts that railwaymen had 
to work so many hours and that this Bill 
would do something to do away with ex- 
cessive Overtime, would withdraw his 
opposition. 
Corporation he wanted to see the trade 
of that city revived and more work given 
toa larger number of men. He appealed 
to hon. Members who had blocked the 
Bill to allow it to pass. 


*THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. KearRLEY, Devonport) hoped that 
the Bill would be allowed to go to 
a Select Committee. He did not in- 
tend to criticise either the merits or the 
demerits of the measure, but he drew 
attention to the lack of connection be- 
tween local trains and main line trains in 
South Wales referred to by the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Glamorgan. In these and 


other cases of which complaint had been | 


made to the Board of Trade the scheduled 
time for the local trains was so fixed that 
they missed the connection with the 
main line express trains by a few minutes. 
The railway companies would do well 
to see whether they could not reduce to 
the lowest possible margin the grievance | 
thus arising. As regards the question of | 
third-class sleeping accommodation he, 
last year, had given certain pledges 
as to the action of the Board of Trade 
on the ground that it was thought, 
judging by the growing feeling in “the 
House, that something “should “be done 
by the companies. This grievance had 
been placed before the representative of 
the railway companies in the House and 
an opportunity had been taken to see the 
general managers of the two lines whose 
Bills were then before the house. The 


general managers of the various railway | 


companies had communicated their de- 
cision to the Board of Trade on the 3rd 
October, wherein it was said that, after 
fully considering the suggestion men- 
tioned by the hon. Member, the heavy 
pecuniary loss that would be incurred 
induced the companies to come to the 
conclusion that they would not be 
Justified in providing the suggested 
accommodation. Had the third-class 


As a Member of the Cardiff 


In the opinion of the 
| Board of Trade their claim was un- 
| deniebile. The railway returns for 1905 
showed that the passenger receipts were 
£36,000,000, of which the third class 


contributed 80 per cent. or £29,500,000. 


Railway companies and managers objected 
to third-class sleepers, because they said 
that they would not be profitable, but 
he thought they ought to take into 
account how profitable the third-class 
traffic was to them. The opinion of the 
Board of Trade was that the railway 
companies in their own interests ought 
to take a larger and broader view. They 
had submitted no data to the Board of 
Trade which showed that the traffic would 
be unremunerative. Provided that the 
demand existed there could be no question 
whatever that third-class sleepers would 
be profitable investments for the railway 
companies. He had estimates and plans 
which showed that. One first-class sleep- 
ing car accommodated ten passengers. 
So that, taking a journey from London 
to Glasgow, in one sleeping car there 
would be ten passengers each paying 
58s. for his fare. The earning capacity 





| of that sleeping car was altogether about 
| £33. 


Then let them take a third class 


sleeping car of the same size. Nobody 


| would doubt that that coach would com- 


fortably accommodate, with, of course, 


| overhead sleeping arrangements, twenty 


| passengers. 





No third-class passenger 
would object to pay 5s, for that accom- 
modation for the journey. There would. 


‘therefore, be twenty passengers in one 


sleeping car at 5s. each and the fare 
to Glasgow would be 33s. So that the 
earnings of the third-class sleeping car 
would amount to £38 as against £33 
earned by the first-class sleeping car. 
The Board of Trade had not the oppor- 
tunity of helping the hon. Gentleman 
that night in his desire to obtain that 
accommodation save by expressing their 
sympathy. The instruction which his 
hon. friend wished to move was out of 
order. If it had been in order the 
Board of Trade would have accepted 
it. He now suggested to his hon, friend 
that he would benefit the cause which 
he had at heart if he withdrew his 
Motion and allowed the Bill to have 
its Second Reading. He hoped he would 
take cognisance of the fact that the Board 
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of Trade would press to have the experi- 
ment tried in order to see if it was as 
they thought it was, a paying proposi- 
tion. That was not an unfair proposal. 
Although they were sometimes charged 
with making expensive changes on 
railways they had not done so, and he 
would not advocate the third - class 
sleeping car experiment if he was not 
absolutely convinced that it would open 
to the company not a losing but a pro- 
fitable trade. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman representing the North 
Western Railway would believe him 
when he said that he had only spoken 


{COMMONS} 


he was not at all surprised that the hon. 
Member was anxious to have third-class 
sleeping carriages, not only for himself, 
but for the thousands of other passengers 
and specially commercial travellers, who 
frequently travelled long journeys at 
night sitting in cramped and uncomfort- 
able positions in third-class carriages 
unable to take any rest and who 
had to attend to their business the 
next morning. It was all very well 
for passengers who could command the 
| first-class fare. It was not uncommon 
to find first-class carriages occupied by 
only one or two passengers while many 





in the way he had because he thought | first-class were absolutely empty. The 


the railway company in this matter 


were standing in their own light. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) aid 
that on the last occasion when this 
question was before the House, they had 
a promise from the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Epping that he would have 
this matter considered by the railway 
companies and would give them the result 
of those considerations. But he had 
not done so. He would therefore like 
to know what the railway companies 
intended to do. He was glad his 
hon. friend the Member for Sutherland- 
shire had the sympathy of the Board 
of Trade with regard to third-class sleep- 
ing accommodation. Itappeared to him 
that the railway companies of this 
country would do nothing whatever 
for the third-class passengers in this 
direction until they were compelled. 
Therefore he hoped the Board of Trade 
would continue to press this matter until 
the railway companies did what was 
required. The hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
ary to the Board of Trade had to-day 
given the House some interesting informa- 
tion. He had pointed out that a third- 
class sleeping car would earn £38 odd 
as against £32 odd earned by the first-class 
sleeping car. He was sometimes inclined 
to ask himself when he travelled on the 
tube railways why it was that railway 
companies did not sweep away first- 
class carriages altogether. Third-class 
carriages were generally full, whilst the 
first class were usually empty or almost 
so. This was a very real grievance. 
His hon. friend the Member for Suther- 
landshire had to travel to and from his 
constituency several times a year, and 


Mr. Kearley. 














hon. Member for Worcester had stated that 
he was unable to answer his hon. friend 


| with regard to the question of sleeping 


cars because on his line the question 
was so small a question. If it was so 
very small he was surprised that the hon. 
Member was not able to answer so moder- 
ate a request. He would again urge 
this question upon the railway com- 
panies and the right hon. Gentleman, 
who promised on the last occasion to 


| do his best to give them some informa- 


tion. Now was the opportunity and that 
was the time for him to tell them all 
aboutit. They had hada statement from 
the hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade and they now wanted one 
one from the directors of the company. 
He was glad to hear from the hon. 
Member the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade that this matter would not be 
allowed to rest where it was. 


Question ‘‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand 
part of the Question,” put, and agreed to. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL (By ORDER). 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said he had been long enough 
in the House, and was sufliciently 
cognisant of the difficulties in the way cf 
getting private Bills through Pailiament, 
not to move willingly against the Second 
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Reading of a great railway Bill, but 
there were occasions when considera- 
tions of public policy were more 


important than even a very important 
private Bill. The faets which had 
led him to intervene were not disputed. 
The directors of this railway com- 
pany sanctioned last year a payment 
of £200 to the London Municipal Society. 
The society had during the last six 
months been promoting the candidature of 
Moderate candidates for the London 
County Council, and had enabled large 
sums of money to be spent in assisting such 
candidates over and above the legitimate 
expenses permitted by Act of Parliament. 
In fact, the society was as partisan an 
organisation as could well be imagined. 
The fame of it was ringing throughout 
London, and was apparently unknown 
only to the directors of the London 
and North-Western Railway Company. 


According to their present story, he 
understood that the directors were ig- 


norant of the partisan character of the 
association. They regarded it apparently 
as a society for expressing a platonic 
love of economy. It was wonderful how 
they managed to deceive themselves, 
because the society was not a new 
body. It had at two _ previous 
elections been the main society assisting 
Moderate candidates. Its treasurer was 
Mr. Perey Harris, the Chairman of the 
Moderate Council; its President, the 
Duke of Norfolk. Not only so, but the 
Duke of Norfolk, on 15th December last, 
issued, in the name of the society, the 


manifesto which was regarded by the 
whole Conservative Press, and the 


Moderate candidates, to be the manifesto 
of the Moderate Party. Moreover, 
on its Committee sat Mr. Lawrence, 
Deputy-Chairman of the London and 
North-Western Railway, and Mr. Guin- 
director of the railway, 
a Moderate candidate at Haggerston, ard 
profited by the cartoons of the society to 
whose funds his railway had contributed. 
Of all this the directors apparently 
remained in ignorance until he put down 
the Motion which stood in his name. 
But he was not quite so certain of that, 
and he would like to call the attention of 
the House to a speech made by Lord 
Stalbridge on 15th February, at a general 
meeting of the London and North Western 
Railway Company. In that speech Lord 


VOL. CLXXI. (Fourtu Serizs.] 


hess, a 


Arey cy 
va 


{19 Marcu 1907} 


Bill Business. 


Stalbridge spent some considerable time 
in discoursing on the evils of municipal 
and national trading. He went on to 
say that— 


‘** He wished them not to relax their efforts 
as ratepayers, but to do the utmost they could 
to check the reckless expenditure which had 
been going on. It was all the more necessary 
that shareholders should use every exertion in 
their power to ensure candidates being returned 
to the various councils pledged to economy : 
and as regarded London in particular, where 
the rates had gone up by leaps and bounds, 
they had not only the opportunity to look to 
theirs, but to the general interests of the 
ratepayers.” 
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There was, in fact, a partisan spirit 
throughout the whole speech, and it was 
hardly surprising that a large number of 
people thought that the subscription 
made by Lord Stalbridge was made in 
the same spirit as his speech. To his mind 
this was not a question primarily for the 
shareholders of the Company. Their 
treatment, he thought the House would 
agree, was assuredly inconsiderate, and 
was resented by many of them. 
This thing was not done openly by the 
directors. It was put down, as they now 
understood, among “ sundry payments 
not classed.” There was a_ secret- 
service fund to which apparently the 
ordinary shareholder had not access 
unless by accident he happened to hear 
of any expenditure under it. Luckily 
some shareholder heard that this sub- 
scription had been made, and he wrote 
and found out that it had been made 
from the secretary. He then wrote to 
the Economist newspaper, and con- 
sequently the whole thing came out; 
otherwise, it might never have been 
known. For his part he objected to 
leaving the shareholders to fight a 
question of this sort against a great 
and wealthy corporation. It was a 
question of public policy. It could not 
be confined to municipal politics alone. 
What the directors had done they could 
do perfectly well by the same argument 
in every municipality in the country, 
and both in municipal politics and every 
kind of national politics as well. The 
rates were not the only pecuniary 
interest of the companies; there were 
taxes as well as rates. He would 
take what seemed to be an exactly 
analogous case. The present Foreign 
Secretary was, until three months before 
the general election, chairman of the 
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North Eastern Railway. He and several 
of his co-directors believed that the main- 
tenance of free trade was necessary to 
the prosperity of the northern district, 
and therefore to the railway of which 
they were directors. 


On the principle | 


{COMMONS} 


applied in this instance, it would have | 


been perfectly easy for the present 
Foreign Secretary to have subscribed 
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in the first place the £200 was refunded 
to the shareholders, which he believed 
the directors were ready to do. He 
thought that the House ought to ask 
for security against the recurrence of 
such a thing, and the security should be 
of an absolute kind. A promise of the 
directors would not be enough, because 


they could not control their successors ; 


out of the funds of the railway com- | 


pany to the Free Trade 
political organisation which supported 


Union, a! 


Liberal candidates with the same un- | 
failing regularity as the London Muni- | 


cipal Society supported the Moderates. 
He thought the House saw that if they 
admitted this principle, great companies 
might, whether secretly or openly, pro- 
vide funds for Party organisations ; 
there was no limit to it. 


He thought 


the House would probably feel with 


himself that money which was lavished 


on politics with the sole aim of gaining | 
more money, was a dangerous element | 


in politics. 


This country had not yet | 


suffered from the employment of cor- | 


porate funds in politics. 
railway and other corporations operated 
in the political market just as they did in 
the commercial markets. They  sub- 
scribed largely to Party funds, they paid 
candidates, they bought votes, they got 
obedient assemblies to pass laws, and 
obedient Judges to administer those 
laws. Let the House not be so 
foolish in their pride at their present 
political purity as to suppose that 
these were not dangers in the 
future for themselves unless they took 
precautions against them. He _ was 
opposing this Bill because he wished the 
House to protest against the beginnings 
of that American system. Their chief 
business that night was to make absolutely 
impossible a repetition of such action as 
that to which he had referred. The 
course he proposed{to take was that 
of moving the Resolution which stood in 
his name—“ That no Bill can be satis- 
factory to this House which confers 


increased powers on a railway company | 


created by Act of Parliament, which has 
subscribed out of its corporate funds to 
« Party organisation.” He did 
desire to destroy the Bill if it could be 


helped, but he would have no scruple in | 


In America, | 


not | 


but if the directors did not wish to repeat 
this action, he did not see why they 
should not accept a clause in Committee 
by which they would engage to pay no 
public money out of corporate funds in 
future to any candidate or any society 
which in any way promoted any candi- 
dature in any national or municipal 
election. What they wanted was not 
an apology from the company. Any- 
one who was found out could always 
apologise. He desired rio violent or 
vindictive action, but there must be 
absolute security against the repetition 
of such an experiment. 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Whitechapel), in seconding the 
Motion, thought it was the duty of 
all reasonable people, and among 
reasonable people he included hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite, to protest against this 
innovation in English political life. If 
it were true that railway companies 
desired to support candidates in favour 
of economy, let him point out that the 
Liberal Party was pledged to economy. 
He was not aware, however, that the 
London and North-Western Railway 
Company had gone out of its way to sub- 
scribe to the funds of the Liberal Party. 
It was quite clear that the subscription 
was intended to go into the funds of one 
Party-—not to a non-political body, 
and it was to that that he took ex 
ception. Was it fair that railway com- 
panies should come to the House and 
ask the majority to put them in a posi- 
‘tion to gain profits by giving them a 
monopoly when those profits were used 
'against the policy which the majority 
represented ? For a public company 
; to be allowed to apply the funds of its 
shareholders for the benefit of any 
political Party was to lower the purity 
| of public life. 


Motion made, and Question proposed: 


asking the House to do so if it were “That the Bill be now read a second 
' necessary. He would not withdraw unless | time.” 


Mr. Trevelyan. 
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| London and North-Western Railway 


“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the | Company alone the rates had increased 


end of the Question, and add the words‘no| in the last decade from £368,000 to 
Bill can be satisfactory to this House which r| 


confers increased powers on a railway 0 
pany created by Act of Parliament which has 
subscribed out, of its corporate funds to a Party | 
organisation.’”—(Mr. Trevelyan.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 


| 


over £600,000. Therefore, they considered 
they were fully justified in contributing 
out of their corporate funds to support a 
movement having the object stated, and 


| being, as they were assured, of a non- 
| political character. They accordingly sub- 


; month of July. 


said it was a very difficult thing, in a/| 
House of Commons constituted as at | 
present, to stand up and take the part of 


any railway company. 
ber stated the other day, even a rail- 
way company was worthy of having 
justice done to it. He appealed to the 
House to consider the Bill honourably 
and fairly on its merits. When the 
hon. Member for Derby brought forward 
his Motion the other day he said that he 
was quite sure the House would accept 
his statement, and hon. Members cheered 
that statement. He now asked the 
House to extend to him the same gener- 
osity and accept the statement which 
he was about to make as one made in 
the full belief that it was true. He would 
place briefly before the House the facts 
connected with this vote of £200. He 
would like first of all to remind the House 
that the present Bill involved the ex- 
penditure of £2,750,000, a great deal of 
which would be spent in wages. [MIN- 


ISTERIAL cries of “Oh.”] As to the) 
in answer to a question | 
from the Board of Trade a letter was sent | 


vote of £200, 


to the Board stating that in the spring of 
last year the London and North-Western 
Railway Company were approached by 


As an hon. Mem- | 


scribed the £200, which was paid in the 
The whole matter was 
considered by the board last Friday, which 
was the first opportunity they had had 
of considering the subject since it was 
raised in the House, and the board came 
to the conclusion that, although on the 
information before them in July last 


they were fully justified in the course 


| that there was no way in 


the London Municipal Society, who stated | 


their object to be to secure the return 
of men, both on the borough councils 
and the London County Council, who 
would recognise the importance of the 
exercise of the strictest economy. The 
circular also stated that the movement 
was absolutely non-political, and the 
support of the company was asked 
on the ground that in common with 
other railway companies they had 
termini in London and were deeply 
interested in the matter. The increase 


intthe rates of railway companies had 
In the case of the 


been enormous. 





they then took, yet subsequent events 
had proved that the relations existing 
between the society and Party politics 
could not be denied. The board had 
always rigidly refrained from subscribing 
a single shilling to any political object, 
and they had decided to relieve the 
corporate funds of that subscription, 
and to pay it out of the pockets of the 
directors themselves. The presence upon 
the board of men of political creeds 
different from that of the Opposition 
ought to have shown that when the 
board subscribed the money it was not 
intended for any political object. He 
repudiated, in the strongest possible 
way, the unworthy insinuation made by 
the hon. Member for the Elland Division 
that the directors purposely and de- 
signedly hid the charge from the public. 

*Mr. TREVELYAN: WhatI said was 
in which the 
public could find it out. 


CotoneEL LOCKWOOD said the hon. 
Member went much further than that. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN said that if the 
right hon. Gentleman could show how anv 
ordinary shareholder could have found 
out in the ordinary way that the money 
had been subscribed to the society he 
would be quite satisfied. 


Coronel. LOCKWOOD said that was 
a different matter altogether. The point 
he took exception to was that the hon. 
Member insinuated that the directors 
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designedly hid the fact of this subscrip- 
tion from their shareholders. He warmly 
repudiated that. It was not placed under 
a separate heading because there was no 
separate heading for such items—all 
subscriptions to literary institutes or 
other similar institutions being put under 
‘sundry expenses not classed.” It was 
the invariable practice of the board to put 
under that heading anything which did 
not come under the special headings set 
forth in the statutory form of accounts. 
There was no intention, and never 
had been anv, of concealing the 
fact that this subscription had been 
made. At the time it was made the 
board did not think they were subscrib- 
ing to any political object at all. In the 
past his board had never subscribed a 
shilling to any political Party funds, 
and after the explanation he had 
given, which to him had _ not 
a pleasant task, the House might take 
it that there was not the smallest 
likelihood of such a subscription being 
continued. In the past the Board 
had never subscribed a shilling to any 
political fund. 


Mr. CLEMENT EDWARDS (Denbigh 
District): I challenge that statement. 
The directors subscribed to the Free 
Labour Association for the purpose of 
securing contracting out of the Em- 
pleyers’ Liability Bill in 1893. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD said advisedly 
that his company had never subscribed 
to any political object in the past, and 
they would not do so in the future. 
After the explanation he had given he 
hoped the House would allow the Bill 
to pass. 


Mr. CLEMENT EDWARDS char- 
acterised the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman as perfectly amazing. 
In 1893 the Board subscribed £25 
to a body of men calling themselves 
at that time the Free Labour Associa- 
tion. [Cries of “ That is not political.’ 
They were precisely the same body 
of individuals who had carried on 
their operations on previous occasions 
under the variety of titles which, under 
the chairmanship of the present Duke 
of Devonshire, who was then Lord 
Hartington, had been dealt with by 


Colonel Lockwood. 
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the Royal Commission that inquired 
into the Malversation of City Funds. 
That body carried on operations of a 
purely political character under no less 
than forty-eight aliases. The Royal Com- 
mission in 1887 reported that the system 
of subsidising so-called political associa- 





been | 


tions, such as the Metropolitan Rate- 
| payers’ Protection Association, was cal- 
‘culated to mislead Parliament by the 
jappearance of active organisation of 
|public opinion which might have no 
| existence. The Metropolitan Ratepayers’ 
| Protection Association was one of the 
|aliases under which these individuals 
carried on their operations. As a matter 
of fact they carried on their operations in 
| London in connection with municipal 
| politics under no less than thirty-two 
| different names, amongst them being 
ithe Free Labour Electoral 
tion, the Free Labour Association, the 


Associa- 


| National Free Labour Association, the 
| British Labour Protection League, the 
| United Building and Allied Trades 


Council, the Metropolitan Ratepayers’ 
Association, the National Conference of 
Working Class Representatives, — the 
United London Working Men’s Associa- 
tion, the Patriotic League, the Represen- 
tatives of Trade, Labour, and Friendly 
Societies in the East End and West Ham 
Districts, the East London Water Con- 
sumers’ League, the British and Foreign 
Arbitration Association, and the Society 
for Promoting Social Concord. As the 
Free Labour Association they issued a 
manifesto on the eve of the County 
Council election in 1895 in denunciation 
of the Progressive policy of the Council. 
At that time also they sent to every 
Moderate member of the County Council, 
and to every Moderate candidate a 
letter in the following terms— 





‘“* Gentlemen,—We send herewith copy of a 
manifesto which has been very extensively 
posted throughout London. The execution 
of this has involved the Association in con- 
siderable expense and we are making an earnest 
appeal for funds to carry on the work. Ifyou 
can see your way to favour us with a donation 
or a regular subscription it will both encourage 
us and help forward thegmovement. Yours 
faithfully, W. CoLuison. 


In 1893 the London and North Western 
Railway Company subscribed £25 to this 
organisation, and yet it was suggested 
that the organisation was not of a poli- 
tical character. In 1893 the Association 
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presented a petition to the House against | What was the nature of the position on 


the picketing clauses in the Conspiracy | which the hon. Member insisted 2 


Act of 1875. A great number of the 
signatures to that petition were pro- 
cured from school children in East and 


South-East London, who were given | 
| of the rates, any individuals or corpora- 
| tions who might have to come to Parlia- 


packets of sweets. He spoke of what 
was within his own knowledge. It was 
this organisation which organised a 
demonstration in Trafalgar Square, pur- 
porting to represent working men, to 
pass a resolution in favour of a con- 
tracting-out clause being inserted in 


the Employers’ Liability Bill. One of 
their heaviest subscribers was the 
hon. Gentleman who was at that 


time the Chief Whip of the Conservative 
Party. The London and North Western 
Railway Company, which subscribed to a 
body of such acharacter, was not a com- 
pany that ought to be looked upon with 
favour by the House. For that reason 
he hoped the House would reject the 


Bill, 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH (Liverpool, Walton) 
said the hon. Gentleman who introduced 
the subject had raised a debate of no 
little interest. It was one which from 
many points of view passed rather beyond 
the region of ordinary Party controversy. 
He could not help thinking it certain 
that the House asa body would consider, 
alter the statement made by his right 
hon. friend on behalf of the London and 
North Western Railway Company, so 
far as the present Resolution was con- 
cerned, there could be very little doubt as 
to the decision to which they should 


come. The right hon. Gentleman had 


gone a great deal further than he himself | 


would have desired that he should go. 
Hon. Members, on whatever side they 


might sit, would see that there were pro- | 


foundly important social and political 
questions underlying the system of pre- 
clusion which the hon. Member wished 
to impose on railway companies. 
hon. Member’s argument would involve 
similar preclusion in regard to all limited 


| pany 


Put 
quite baldly, it apparently amounted to 
this—that if an election were forthcoming 
the result of which would determine what 
political Party was to have the control 


ment for statutory powers should not 
be allowed to make their political in- 
fluence felt upon the persons who im- 
posed and spent the rates but did 
not pay them. It was not necessary 
in the least to consider whether the 
view they might take, or the influence 
they might exercise, was right or wrong. 
He was willing for the purpose of his 
argument to say that the railway directors 
were entirely wrong and that the Party of 
municipal reform would in no way reduce 
the rates. If this principle were adopted 
that company and similar corporations 
would be precluded in future from 
exercising any kind of political influence ; 
it could be easily got rid of. What was 
the position of the London and North 
Western Railway Company as a rate- 
payer? Ina very large number of the 
parishes through which their system ran 
the company paid from eight-tenths to 
nine-tenths of the total rates levied ; 
and yet they were in future to have 
no voice at all in the policy which was to 
regulate the amount of those rates, or 
the purposes for which those rates were 
to be devoted. [Opposirion cries of 
“Hear, hear.”| He gathered that the 
general view on the Ministerial side of 
the House was that the company should 
not have any such voice. What had 
been the change in the last ten years 


‘in the position of this railway com- 


which was to have no voice 
whatever on municipal policy? In 
1897 the company paid in rates and 
taxes £376,000; in 1906 the amount 


had gone up to £603,000, and there was 


| 


The | little doubt by 1916 they should be paying 


in rates and taxes considerably over 
£1,000,000. It was conceivable that they 


companies and also upon trade unions. should not have any votes, but were 
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they to be put in a position in which they | such or to any wealthy corporation or 
could not exercise any influence at all’} body of individuals assisting Party funds 
In the Blue-book issued in connection | for election purposes? Did not many 
with the Poor Law inquiry at Poplar} wealthy Liberals make very large sub- 
there was a very interesting statement | scriptions to political funds in the 
of policy. That inquiry was made by | interest of free trade? Before the 
the Government officer appointed by the | House finally adopted the _ principle 


Liberal Government. In explanation of ‘involved in the Amendment he hoped 
| they would realise the position in 


the policy pursued in Poplar which 

affected closely the railway company | which they would be placed, not only 
which paid far the larger proportion of the | with reference to taxes but also with 
rates, a colleague of the hon. Member for | reference to rates. If hon. Gentlemen 
Woolwich declared that the election | opposite were going to commit them- 
should be fought on the question of | selves to the position that no limited 
making relief from the rates a substitute | company—for the ground of monopoly 
for old-age pensions. The proposition | on which the case was to be put at the 
being that the rates should be illegally | outset had been abandoned—should be 
diverted for such a purpose, was a cor- | entitled to contribute a farthing to the 
poration paying a very large portion of | purposes of any political association they 
would have taken a step which was 
certainly not Liberalism, because taxation 











the rates to be precluded from supporting 
by subscription a committee or associa- | 
tion formed to resist such a policy / and political influence ought to go 
When, further, the guardians deliberately | together. 

pursued a policy of increasing expendi- 
ture in order to show that Poplar needed 
additional assistance, not for public 
necessities, but in order to serve an 
indirect political purpose, was the House 
going to declare by Resolution that those 
who paid the rates should not assist in 
promoting inquiry into such a policy ? 
If the House made itself responsible 
for such a principle it must be applied, 
not only to political associations, but to 
anybody using influence in any election on 
a political issue, such as trade unions, 
There were points of analogy as well as 
points of distinction in trade unions 
as compared with companies, and if the 
House resolved not to permit a company 
to make such subscriptions could it, with 
consistency, allow the political and 
pecuniary activity of trade unions? If 


| 

| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Ido not think 
the London and North-Western Railway 
Company will thank the hon. and learned 
Member for the speech he has just 
delivered. Presumably he is a  sup- 
porter of the Bill, but I have never 
heard from a supporter of a Bill a speech 
less calculated to advance the interests 
of a measure than the deplorable and 
injudicious intervention of the hon. and 
learned Member. The Bill is one for 
which, on its merits, there is a good 
deal to be said, though I do not want to 
prejudge the questions which have to 
be fought out before the Committee. 
But the question of principle raised by 
my hon. friend the Member for the 
Elland Division is one which ought to 
be fought out in the House of Commons. 
The London and North-Western Company 
have subscribed a sum of money—very 
unfortunately, I think, departing from 
precedent — out of their funds to 
a keenly-contested, bitter political con- 
also become statutory corporations en- test. How do the directors of the 
joying very special privileges. Was it|company meet that position? They 
an objection to railway companies as | meet it in, [_think, the most admirable 
Mr. F. E. Smith, 





it was made a distinction that a statutory 
corporation had peculiar privileges, he was 
also entitled to say that under the 
present Government trade unions had 








mi 


vel 
the 
mo 
to 

the 
the 


sati 
can 
ber 
Th 
dire 
will 
afte 


hece 
inte 
pref 


busi 
pani 
cap 

legit 
cons 
more 
the 

sane! 
of ra 
hims 
for ¢] 














le. 





769 Private 
spirit. The right hon. Member for 
Epping, with that tact which he always 
displays on these occasions and which 
makes his interventions always so ac- 
ceptable to the House, got up and 
practically admitted that the action of 
the railway company was due entirely 
to a misapprehension by the secretary. 
I know the right hon. Gentleman well, 
and I am quite certain that when he 
makes a statement of that kind it is one 
that ought to be accepted from him, 
and I believe the majority of the House 
are prepared to accept it. The directors 
went further than that, and said they 


_ would pay the money back into the 


funds. They have practically said that, 
if they had known this was a political 
controversy, they would not have inter- 
vened. They practically own that 
they ought not to have used shareholders’ 
money for the purpose of subscribing 
to a political controversy, and through 
the right hon. Gentleman they have said 
they do not intend to do it in future. In 
my judgment that is a complete and 
satisfactory answer. Unfortunately there 
came along the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber, who challenges the whole position. 
The hon. Member is not a railway 
director yet, and I do not think there 
will be any competition for his services 
after his speech to-night. 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH asked if it was 
necessary for the right hon. Gentleman to 
interfere with his chances of business 
preferment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: It is my 
business to see that the railway com- 
panies at any rate do not unfairly handi- 
cap themselves when they have got 
legitimate business to put through as I 
consider they have. What is much 
more serious than the intervention of 
the hon. Member is the enthusiastic 
sanction he evoked from a champion 
of railway companies, who is a director 
himself—the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the City of London. 
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Sir F. BANBURY: I beg pardon, I 
have not said a word. 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The hon. 
Baronet has said a good many words, 
and much more sensibly than he generally 
does. He has been intervening con- 
stantly, and challenges the position of the 
right hon. Member for Epping by support- 
ing the view taken by the hon. Member for 
Liverpool. Up to this moment the ques- 
tion has been merely whether the explana- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman could be 
accepted. Isay frankly that I accept the 
explanation; but the hon. and learned 
Member has raised another issue and has 
challenged the House of Commons to 
declare its opinion upon it; and if that 
challenge were endorsed by the railway 
directors in the House, I should have 
no hesitation with regard to my vote. 
That is why, before the debate closes, 
I invite some one who can speak 
authoritatively on behalf of the 
railway companies to say whether it is 
their view that they have a right to use 
funds raised under statutory powers 
conferred by the House of Commons for 
a particular purpose for another purpose 
—the purpose of political propaganda, 
either municipal or national. That is 
a question we have a right to ask before 
thedebate closes. Iam sorry for the right 
hon. Gentleman. He has done his best, but 
we must really keep him and his co-railway 
directors in order on an occasion of this 
sort. I heard the hon. Member say, 
“Why should they not subscribe; are 
they not in the same position as a trade 
union?” No; they are not. Ifa trade 
union carried a Bill through this House 
to give that union a monopoly of the 
business of a whole district, it would be 
in the same position as a railway com- 
pany. In his reference to limited com- 
panies also, the hon. Member raised an 
issue which is absolutely irreievant. He 
is not satisfied with the issue that had 
been raised; but wants to widen it. 
He wants a declaration of the House 
of Commons that every limited liability 
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company, whatever its object, is entitled | 
to use money obtained from the public | 


for one purpose, and practically appro- 
priate it to other purposes. The hon. 
and learned Member is not satisfied with 
the Second Reading of the Bill; he 
wants it accompanied by a declaration 
that there should be permitted in this 
country the sort of thing that has polluted 
public life in other parts of the world, 
where huge trusts and syndicates use 


for political purposes money subscribed | 


for commercial purposes. Is that what 


the directors want ? 
*COLONEL LOCKWOOD: No. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am glad 
to hear that declaration from the right 
hon. Gentleman, and I am sure it would 
smooth the passage of the Bill if some one 
on behalf of the railway companies would 
get up and make a declaration of that 
kind. As to the introduction of a clause 
prohibiting these subscriptions by rail- 
way companies, I have consulted the 
authorities of the House, and am in- 
formed that such a course would not be 
possible. It would amount to an altera- 
tion of the general law of the country. 
That may be necessary. If railway com- 
panies go on using for political purposes 
the monopoly conferred by Parliament, 
it will be time for Government to 
interfere. But that is a question for 
a general Bill. 
the right hon. Gentleman I shall vote for 


the Bill; but it would help the passing of 


the Bill if some one on behalf of the) 


railway companies would say that it was | 
not intended to regard the Second Read. ' 
ing as an affirmation of the legitimacy of | 
the proceeding of which complaint has | 
been made. 

Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 


After the declaration of | 





Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, §): 
| I rise to say a word or two with reference 
to the speech we have just heard from the 
right hon. Gentleman. He has asked 
some director to get up and say what 
is the policy of the railway companies 
in regard to the issue which he conceives 
to have been raised by my hon. and 
learned friend. The right hon. 
man has on behalf of the Government 
told the House how he proposes to vote 
on this Bill. He accepts the declara- 
tion of my right hon. friend on behalf of 
the company whose policy is challenged, 
and he asks that the passage of the Bill 
shall be secured by some declaration on 
behalf of the railway company. The 
right hon. Gentleman must know that 
at this moment that is an impossible 
He must know that no director 
can speak for his company without 
consulting his board. I submit, there- 
fore, that the view of the President 
of the has 
expressed in an extremely frank manner, 
and that he has put the issue before 
Presi- 


Gentle- 


request. 


Board of Trade been 


us on its proper footing. The 
dent of the 


frankly accepted 


Board of ‘Trade _ has 
the explanation of 
my right hon. The 
whole question of corporations in regard 
to rates is an extremely difficult one, and 
I think it will be admitted that it would 
be unfair to discuss it in connection with 
this particular Bill. Corporations are 
called upon to pay rates in regard to 
which they have no representation and 
over whose expenditure they have 
no power of control. The right hon. 
Gentleman has disposed altogether of 
the case before the House, having 
accepted the frank, honest, and out: 
spoken declaration of my right hon. 
friend; and I am bound to say that 
‘it would be a very partial acceptance 


friend behind me. 
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of the advice of the Government if, | 


apart from the merits of the Bill, a wider 
jssue were raised. I hope that the 
question will be decided on the merits 
of the Bill, that the 
be complicated by a side 


and matter 
will not 
issue as to the rates paid by cor- 
porations. After the acceptance of my 
right hon. friend’s explanation, I cannot 
help thinking that the House will not 
reject the Bill, which would not only 
mean delay to the railway company, 
but affect all those who depend on 


that company. 


Sir J. BRUNNER (Cheshire. North- 
wich) said he was very sorry that the 
South Dublin 
had not spoken up to the level of his 


right hon. Member for 


reputation. He was quite satisfied that 
in his own mind the right hon. Gentle- 
man disapproved quite as much as the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
behind him of the practice of giving 
money to political organisations out 
of corporate funds. If he would only 
tell the House that he 


disapproved of such action they would 


thoroughly 
accept the statement. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Ido not under- 
stand that the point is under discussion. 
The President of the Board of Trade has 
distinctly stated that he accepts the 
explanation of my right hon. and gallant 
friend, and the right hon. Gentleman 
was speaking on behalf of the Govern- 
\“*No!”] Well he was speak- 
ing as President of the Board of Trade. 
My right hon. and gallant friend ad- 
mitted that the directors had made the 
subscription, but were in ignorance of the | 
nature of the society. That explanation | 
has been accepted. and, if so, what 
becomes of the charge ? 


ment, 


{19 Marcu 1907} 


| place. 
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Sir J. BRUNNER regretted still more 
that the right hon. Gentleman had not 
told them that 
approved of the money of companies 


Bill Business. 


he thoroughly dis- 


being used for political purposes. He 
was convinced that the right hon, 
Gentleman did disapprove of corporate 


} 


money being used in that way. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly. 


Sir J. BRUNNER believed that, after 
such a declaration, the mischief would 
Railway companies 
His 


own company paid large sums in rates. 


never occur again. 


were under no peculiar disabilities. 


In one township they paid 92 per cent. 
of the rates; in another 87 per cent. ; 
_and in another 95 per cent, but he re- 
membered very well going into one 
and being told by the 
He sympathised 


parish meeting, 
chairman to go out. 
with his right hon. and gallant friend 
had 


who made a frank declaration 


'to the House, and, as he thought that 


the 
raised was one which they had better 


larger question which had _ been 


sleep over coolly, he would move the 
adjournment of the debate. 


Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.) seconded the Motion, which seemed 
to be in the best 
traditions of the House and the interests 
of the Bill. He felt that the House had a 
right to consider the larger issue which had 


interests of the 


been raised, and he believed that the over- 
whelming majority of Members would be 
found to be against what had taken 
But after the frank admission 
of the directors, he thought it would 


_ be rash to throw out the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Sir John Brunner.) 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
inclined to support the Motion for the 
adjournment of the debate. They would 
all feel that in view of the wider issue 
which had been mixed up with the 
narrower one it was desirable that there 
should be an adjournment, more especially 
as it would enable some other railway 
directors to repudiate the theory which 
had been put forward in regard to the 
practice of subscribing to Party funds. 
Even if this Motion were got out of the 
way, the Bill could not be disposed of 
then, because there were other Motions 
relating to it. He suggested for the 
consideration of the promoters whether 
it would not be better in the interest of 
the Bill that they should consent to the 
adjournment. 


*CotonEL LOCKWOOD concurred in 
the proposal for the adjournment. 


Mr. PERKS Louth) 
agreed that the matter might require 
consideration. He was 


(Lincolnshire, 
some further 
glad that the House had had an oppor- 
tunity of looking into this question. He 
had for the last twenty-five years been 
closely associated with railway com- 
panies in various capacities, and he had 
been an unfortunate shareholder in some 
of them. He could not help feeling that 
jt would be a wholesome check upon 
some railway companies if the House 
looked carefully and strictly—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
only matter which can now be discussed 
is the adjournment of the debate. 


Mr. PERKS said he would suggest 
that railway companies should be given 
an opportunity of collectively ascer- 
taining their views upon these public 


{COMMONS} 
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questions, and he thought his right hon. 
friend opposite would do well to avail 
himself of the adjournment to obtain 
the collective opinion of the directors 
of the various companies as to the advisa- 
bility or otherwise of such an appro- 
He had no hesitation 
in saying that he would have nothing 


priation of funds. 


to do with any railway company which, 
directly or indirectly, voted money for 
any political or religious organisation. 


Question, ‘‘That the debate be now 
adjourned,” put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. Emmorr (Oldham), in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Srr F. BANBURY rose to move the 
omission of Clause I. on the ground thatit 
appropriated £439,000, which ought to go 
to the reduction of Debt instead of going 
to the reduction of the Army Estimates. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Baronet 
cannot discuss that point, because it is 
a matter which has already been decided 
by the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) asked what was 
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the object in putting the Question if it 


could not be discussed ? 


*Tae CHAIRMAN : I put the Question 
“That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill,” 
in the ordinary way, because there were 


no Amendments. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Agnew, Georze William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
aiden, Perey 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barnard, E. B. 

Barizs, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Baale, W. P. 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,Sir J. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner, Rt. Hn.SirJT (Cheshire 
Bryce, J. Annan 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton, Rt.Hn RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. ) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirW m.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,CH(Sussex,E Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalmeny, Lord 
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Mr. 





Noes 5]. 


AYES. 


Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol,S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dickinson,W H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charies 
Duncan, C. (Barow-in-Furness 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn HorbertJohn 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 

Hail, Freder‘ck 

Halpin, J. 

Hardie,J Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth,Cecil B.(Worc’r) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor(Mon.,S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsbire 
Jowett, F. W. 








Kekewich, Sir George 
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WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: 
Yes, after having decided that it could 
not be discussed. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250, 
(Division List No. 45.) 


Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, D>nis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Liidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras,E. 
Leese, Sir Joseph F(Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever A, Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J.R (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E. ) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A, 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks,G. Croydon( Launceston) 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Norman, Sir Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John ; 
Parker, James (Halifax) , 
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Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 

Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley. W. FE. B.( Bradford, E.) 

Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 
Richards,T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
tobinson, S. 

Roche, John (Galway, East) | 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman | 


Adjournment 





Rowlands, J. 
Runciman, Walter 


Acland-Hood, Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon SirH. 
Balearres, Lord 

Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cave, George 

Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. ) 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Dalrymple, Viscount 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 





Bill reported, without Amendment ; 
to be read the third time to-morrow. 


ENGINES AND BOILERS (PERSONS IN 
CHARGE) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now re 
time.” 
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Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B. 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Letrim, S.) 
Stanley.Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. (. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore (.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant.Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, EF.) 
Thomasson, Franklin 

Thorne, William 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


NOES. 


Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks., East) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Helmsley. Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.( BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hunt, Rowland ; 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Lockwood,Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm. G.( Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Pee! 


of the House. 
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Vivian, Henry 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walters, John Tudor 

Ward. W. Dudley(Southampton 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah (. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax 
Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carmarth’n 
Williamson, A. 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wodehouse, Lord 

Wood, 'T. M*Kinnon 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Smith, F.E.( Liverpool, Walton) 
Starkey, John R. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Turnour, Viscount 
| Valentia, Viscount 
| Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Younger, George 


TELERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Frederick Banbury and Mr. 
Harmood- Banner. 


; Motion made, and Question proposed, 
| “That the debate be now adjourned.’— 
| (Mr. Stanley Wilson.) 
| 
| 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the 


Motion for 


ad a second 











the Adjournment of the 


debate lapsed without Question put. 
Debate to be resumed upon Friday. 


Adjourned at a quarter after 


Eleven o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Vednesday, 20th March, 1907. 


VILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE 


Barnsley, Wombwell, and Wath Tram- 
ways Bill [H.L.]. The CHAIRMAN OF 
CoMMITTEES informed the House that the 
promoters do not intend to proceed 

- further with the Bill. The order o 
= Thursday last referring the Examiners 
= Certificate of non-compliance with the 
* Standing Orders to the Standing Orders 
2 Committee discharged. Ordered that the 
Bill be not further proceeded with. 


General Accident Fire and Life Assur- 
ance Corporation, Limited Bill [H.t | ; 
Royal Bank of Scotland Bill [H.1. |. Read 
2* and committed. 


United Methodist Church Bill [1.1.]. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed. 


City of London (Union of Parishes) 
Bill [H.L.]. Read 2* (according to order), 
and committed: The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the Burn- 
ley Corporation Bill, and the Collooney, 
Ballina, and Belmullet Railways and Piers 
Bill ought to be dispensed with, read and 
agreed to. 


commencement of a Speech indicates revision by t 


Byrne’s Divorce Bill [u.L.]. Amend- 
- ment re; orted (according to order), and 
‘ Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


8 


sterisk (*) at the 


Private and Provisional Order Confir- 
mation Bills.—Ordered, That Standing 
Orders Nos. 92 and 93 be suspended ; 
and that the time for depositing petitions 
praying to be heard against Private and 
Provisional Order Confirmation Bills, 
also the time for depositing Documents 
relating to any Order under the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, which would otherwise expire 
during the adjournment of the House at 
Easter be extended to the first day on 
which the House shall sit after the Recess. 


VOL. CLXXI. [FovurtH Sektgs.] 


{20 Marcu 1907} 





Bill Business. 782 


Private and Provisional Order Confirma- 
‘tion Bills. —Ordered, 


That private no Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after Tuesday the 18th day of June 
next. 


That no Provisional Order Confirma- 
_tion Bill originating in this House shall 
be read a first time after Thursday the 
2nd day of May next. 


That no Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday the 18th day of June next. 


That when a Bill shall have passed 
the House with amendments these orders 
shall not apply to any new Bill sent up 
from the House of Commons which the 
the Chairman of Committees shall report 
to the House is substantially the same as 
the Bill so amended. 


That this House will not receive any 
petition for a Private Bill later than 
Thursday the 2nd day of May next, unless 

_ such Private Bill shall have been approved 

_by the High Court of Justice; nor any 
petition for a Private Bill approved by the 
High Court of Justice after Tuesday the 
7th day of May next. 


That this House will not receive any 
report from the Judges upon petitions 
| presented to this House for Private Bills 
after Tuesday the 7th day of May next. 


Ordered, That the said orders be 
printed and published, and affixed on the 
doors of this House and Westminster 
Hall. (No. 21.) 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2°. 
— (The Chairman of Committees.) 


Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords,-I wish 
to thank my noble friend the Lord 
| Chairman for having postponed this Bill 
for two or three days. The clauses to 
| which we took some exception are 
Clauses 25 and 26. Clause 25 enables 
_ the Corporation to supply electric energy 
-not only within their own district but 
| outside, and I trust my noble friend will 


2D 
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provides that any sum due to the Corpora- 
tion for fittings supplied may be recovered 
summarily as a civil debt or by distress 
or sale of the goods and chattels of the 
debtor. This power was asked for by 
the Sheffield Corporation in 1903, and | 
the clause was struck out of the Bill. | 
They seom, therefore, to be attempting | 
now to secure by a side wind what was | 
refused by Parliament four years ago. | 
There is a case pending with reference | 
to the point, and under these circum. | 
stances we felt justified in opposing the 
clause. I understand, however, that it 
is to be deleted, and, in these circum- | 
stances, I have no objection to offer to the | 
Second Reading of tue Bill. | 


carefully consider that clause. Clause 26 | 











Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES | 
(The Earl of Onstow): My Lords, I | 
understand that the noble Lord does not 
propose to offer any opposition to the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and I can 
assure him that the clauses he has 
referred to, one of which the promoters 
do not, I believe, intend to proceed with, 
will receive very careful consideration | 
before the next stage of the Bill. 


On Question, Bill read 2* and com- 
mitted. The Committee to be proposed 


by the Committee of Selection. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL, 
Memorandum. 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 
Tables showing the extent in statute 
acres and the produce of the crops and 
numbers of live stock, for the year 1906. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (HIGH COURT OF 
JUSTICE). 

Schedule containing a list and _par- 
ticulars of classes ef documents belonging 
to the late Courts of King’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer, and the 
succeeding King’s Bench, Common Pleas, 
and Exchequer Divisions of the High 
Court of Justice, which are not considered 
of sufficient public value to justify their 





preservation in the Public Record Office. 





PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853-1891 
(CONDILIONAL LICENCE). 
Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Dorothy Pearson, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her 
to be at large on condition that she enter 
the East End Refuge, London, N. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (BOROUGH 
OF JARROW). 

Order made by the borough council of 
Jarrow, and confirmed by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, fixing 
the hours of closing for certain classes of 
shops within the borough. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
NORTHUMBERLAND). 

Order made by the council of the 
county of Northumberland _ altering 
certain polling districts in the Tyneside 
and Wansbeck Parliamentary divisions, 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


JUDICATURE BILL [u.1.}. 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read, and discharged. 


HOME ULE. 

*THE EARL OF DENBIGH rose to put 
the following Questions, viz:—To ask 
His Majesty’s Government whether they 
are aware that in November 1906, Mr. 
John Redmond stated definitely that he 
and his Party would accept no form of 
Home Rule that did not include a freely 
elected Parliament and executive respon- 
sible to it; whether, having regard to 
the Prime Minister’s speech at Stirling 
in November, 1905, they accept Mr. 
Redmond’s words as embodying the 
“larger policy” of the Irish party; 
whether they regard with approval the 
policy of establishing in Jreland a freely 
elected Parliament and an executive 
responsible to it ; and if so, whether any 
legislation dealing with the Government 
of Ireland which may be introduced this 
session is to be regarded as leading to 
that end. 


The noble Earl said: My Lords, be- 
fore putting the Questions which stand 
in my name, I would ask your Lordships’ 
permission to explain my reasons for 
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placing them on the Paper. In the first 
place, 1 am afraid I must plead guilty 
to not being an Irishman—no doubt 
mores the pity for me—-lthough I 
happen to be the possessor of a somewhat 
ancient Irish name, and [ have never had 
any property in Ireland. I merely men- 
tion these personal matters because, as a 
rule, Irish debates and Irish questions in 
this House have been raised by noble 
Lords intimately connected with Ireland, 
and coming from that country. But I put 
these questions to-day simply and solely 
from the point of view of a mere Briton. 
I further wish to make it perfectly clear 
that in addressing these questions to His 
Majesty's Government I plead guilty 
also to being actuated from the selfish 
point of view, perhaps, of the mere 
Briton, but selfish only in so far 
as self-preservation is generally regarded 
as a somewhat predominant human 
instinct. 


Your Lordships will remember the 
speech which was made by the Prime 
Minister at Stirling in November 1905, 
just before the general election. The 
speech caused a considerable amount of 
emotion at the time in the ranks of those 
who were opposing tis Majesty’s late 
Government, and it was realised that, 
a'though many people were willing to 
vote for His Majesty’s present Govern- 
ment on the general issues which were 
before them, a great many of them were 
extremely restive on the subject of Home 
Rule. The consequence was that after 
the Prime Minister had made this speech 
it was found necesSary to administer a 
considerable amount of soothing syrup 
to the electors of the country, and this 
was administered mostly by Sir Edward 
Grey, Mr. Asquith, Mr. Haldane, Sir 
Henry Fowler and others, including, I 
believe, the present Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, Mr. Birrell. At tho same time I 
am bound to say that the Prime Minister 
adopted the cautious attitude, well known, 
I believe, in recent fiction and natural 
history, of lying low and saying nothing. 


Well, my Lords, all these right hon. 
Gentlemen whom I have mentioned 
assured the country that there was no 
danger or likelihood of Home Rule in the 
present Parliament, and they further 
stated that it would not be fair to use 
the votes given on other issues for the 
purpose of pushing a Home Rule policy. 
The country was lulled by these 


assurances. The nervous were com- 
forted, and the general election took 
place, and we all know what happened. 
Since then a great many people have 
been asking themselves as to what was 
really in the Prime Minister’s mind when 
he made that speech ana when he advised 
the Irish Party to accept anything that 
was offered to them provided that it led 
up to, and was consistent with, what he 
was pleased to call their larger policy ; 
and during the last twelve months many 
people have wished to know whether 
these sertiments of the Prime Minister 
were shared generally by the Mem- 
bers of His Majesty’s Government. 
We have often had declarations from 
the Irish Party and from Mr. John 
Redmond, their leader. In fact, there has 
been no secret whatever about their 
general intentions and aspirations; but 
during the last twelve months Mr. 
Redmond has been making it increasingly 
clear that nothing, to use his own words, 
would satisfy the Irish Party except a 
“freely elected Parliament and an Execu- 
tive responsible to it.” ‘The other day, in 
the House of Commons, the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland used these words when 
the Home Rule question was raised on 
the Address— 


“The Prime Minister, like myself in this 
respect, is perfectly satisfied that ultimately 
the only sclution that will give satisfaction to 
the great majority of the population of Ireland 
will be what is generally called a Home Rule 
Parliament, and therefore he says he would 
never make himself responsible for any 
measure which would in any way be likely to 
obstruct or interfere with the fulfilment of 
those hopes.” 


Therefore, if Mr. Birrell’s and the Prime 
Minister’s reasons for advocating Home 
Rule for Ireland are to he found in the 
conviction that the only solution which 
will satisfy the Irish people is to be found 
in that policy, then I suggest to the 
House that obviously that form of Home 
Rule must take the shape demanded by 
Mr. Redmond, which he says will be the 
only satisfactory one to the Irish Home 
Rule Party. This opens up a very large 
and a very serious question, and I will 
undertake to say that very many Home 
Rulers, who indulge in pious aspirations 
about the desirability, and, in fact, the 
justice, of the Irish being allowed to 
manage their own affairs, will have no- 
thing whatever to say to Mr. Redmond’s 
demands when once they realise what 
they really mean. 
2D2 
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I am not for one moment wishing to, His Majesty's Government, and whether 


convey that the present system of govern- 


ment in Ireland is everything that could | 


be wished, and that opposition should in- 
variably be made to any suggestions of 
change in that government. I think 
that everyone will agree that grave and 
cruel wrongs have undoubtedly been 
inflicted upon the Irish people in times 
gone by. Standing here as a Catholic, 


I say all honour to Irish Catholics for | 


having adhered to the Faith in the way 
they did in the face of the cruel persecu- 
tions that came from Protestant England, 
and I say deliberately that | think Pro- 
testant England has much to answer for, 


and has a heavy responsibility upon her | 
shoulders in regard to the ill-will which | 


at present exists in Ireland towards 


England, and which is mainly the out-| 


come of the abominable treatment which 


Ireland received, and the cruel persecu- | 


tions of the penal laws. 


But, my Lords, | 


two wrongs do not make a right, and I 
believe it is perfectly possible vastly. to | 


improve the condition of the Irish people 


and the economic condition of Ireland | 


without this country committing an act | 
which could only be described as one of | 


national insanity. 


Minister were known to be Home Rulers, 


it was a subject of complaint that some- | 


one did not rise at once to explain the 
provisions, or, at all events, to indicate 
the outlines, of the coming Irish legisla- 
tion of His Majesty’s Government. If 


the noble Lord who is going to honour | 


me by answering my Questions is contem- 
plating saying that he is unable to state 
anything until the introduction of the 
Irish proposals of the Government, and 
that therefore 1 must wait until then 


this Bill which is going to be shortly in- 
troduced—TI do not care what it contains 
or what it does not contain—is to be 
deliberately regarded as leading up to 
that end. If it does not lead up to that 
end Mr. Redmond says he is going to 
know the reason why. He made a speech 
two or three days ago at Bradford, in 
which he said — 


“They were not going to be offered to-mor- 
row or this session a full measure of Home 
Rule tor Ireland. There was, however, to be 
some step, some effort at decentralisation, some 
scheme of devolution, some effort by tinkering 
with the present rotten system to reform it. 
What should Ireland’s attitude be under those 
cireamstances? Nothing could satisfy their 
demand but an [rish Parliament with an 
Executive responsibility. Nothing but a full 
measure could ever cure the ills of Ireland, 
Did it follow from that that Ireland should 
reject anything short of Home Rule? Hisown 
individual view was that the more public 
discussion there was on what was called the 
half-way house the more this in itself would be 
a liberal education to doubtful and ignorant 
Englishmen.” 


I quite agree with Mr. Redmond. | 
think that the more discussion there is 
upon the subject of the half-way house 
policy the better it will ba for the educa- 


| tion of doubtful and ignorant Englishmen. 
| I shall have a word to say about that 

In the recent debates in the other | ‘ 
House of Parliament, the Chief Secretary | 
stated that because he and the Prime | 


before getting any Answer to my Ques- | 
tions, the noble Lord may save his breath, | 


because I am not asking him anything of 
the kind. What I do say is this, 


Having regard to the speech which was | 


made by the Prime Minister at Stirling, 


having regard to the declarations about no | 


Home Rule at the time of the general elec- | 
tion, having regard to Mr. Redmond’s re- 


peated declarations as to his interpretatior 
of what is known as his “ larger policy,” 
1 maintain that the country has a right to 
know whether Mr. Redmond’s interpreta- 
tion of the larger policy is accepted by 


The Earl of Denbigh. 





presently. Mr. Redmond concluded his 
speech by saying— 

“ He believed their scheme would be based 
upen broad democratic principles, and would 
be no bar but a he!p and further advance to 
complete Home Rule. No doubt some re- 
actionary influences existed in the Liberal 
Party ; and he wished to say a word of warning 
to point out the awful disaster, both for the 
Liberal Party and for Ireland, which would 
tollow paltering by the Government with real 
democratic principles.” 

There is a tonic for noble Lords oppo- 
site! The awful disaster to Ireland which 
is to happen if these gentlemen do not get 
entirely their own way is gradually being 
prepared for by the reduction of the police 
and the dropping of the Crimes Act; 
but if that disaster should take the form 
which previous disasters of a similar 
nature have taken in Ireland, all I can 
say is that a very heavy responsibility 
will rest on the present Administration. 
Then he speaks of the awful disaster to 
the Liberal Party. We will await that 
with all the resignation we can muster, 
and that it will probably be an earth- 
quake of San Francisco proportions seems 
to be more than likely from the premoni- 
tory rumblings that are taking place, and 
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the sooner it happens the better it wil] | that result about to-morrow by honourable and 


be for the country and the cause of 
honest politics. 


Now a word for the doubtful and 
ignorant Englishman who wants educa- 
ting on the half-way house policy. I 
would suggest to the House that if the 


general policy of His Majesty’s Govern- | 


ment is not to be regarded as a half way 
house towards the elected Parliament 
and the Executive responsible to it, it is 
perfectly easy for His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to getup and say so, and then we 
shall know where we are ; but I say that, 


brave means, he would indeed be a coward and 


| a traitor to the traditions of his race did he 
| not do so.” 


in the absence of any such declarations, | 


we are perfectly justified in assuming | . st re , 
: ~ | it all vestiges of English rule in Ireland. 


from the words of the Prime Minister 
and Mr. Birrell which I quoted to your 
Lordships just now, that the opposite is 
the case. I would invite the doubtful 
and ignorant Englishman to ask himself 
this simple question. Would a freely 
elected Parliament with control of the 
Executive in Ireland tend to the 
strengthening or to the weakening of 
Great Britain as a great Power? The 
amiable but somewhat impracticable 
sentimentalists who blossom so luxuri- 
ously in the ranks of the supporters of 
His Majesty’s Government, and who, in 
fact, are not entirely absent from Govern- 
ment circles, though, of course, I do not 
wish to make any aspersions on noble 
Lords opposite, say that the adoption of 
the Home Rule policy would result 
in the union of hearts, and that 
the leopard would forthwith proceed 
to change his spots. I think that 
the doubtful and ignorant Englishman 
would probably find that the answer 
tothe question which I have suggested 


is a very simple one—-that it depends | 


upon the character and the personality 
and the sentiments of the men composing 
the Irish Parliament. I should like, 
therefore, to draw the attention of the 
House to various sentimenis which have 
been expressed by prominent members 
of the Irish Party. 1 will take, first of all, 
Mr. John Redmond. In New York, in 
September, 1904, at the end of a long 
speech, Mr. Redmond said— 


“My views are moderate views. 


But if it | 


Werein my power to-morrow by any honour- | 


able means absolutely to emancipate Ireland I 
would do it. 
I believe it would be just as possible for Ireland 
to have a pro-perous and free separate exist- 
enee as a nation as Holland, or Belgium or 
Switzerland, or other small nationalities. And 
if it were in the power of any man to bring 


I would feel it my duty to do it. | 


Then, my Lords, we have Mr. Dillon. 
In a speech delivered at Moville, in 
Ireland, in December, 1904, Mr. Dillon 
said— 

“T say deliberately that I should never have 
dedicated my life as I have done to this great 
struggle if Idid not see at the end of this great 
struggle the crowning and the consummation 
of our work, a free and independent nation.” 


And again, in January, 1905, he said 

z oD re. ’ ’ , 
speaking at Thurles— 

“ The Nationalist revival would sweep before 


They never would have in Ireland a really 
prosperous and happy land until that rule was 
swept clean out of it.” 


You have another important member 
of the Irish Party in Sir Thomas Esmonde, 
who said, in June last year— 


“ At allevents it is no secret to any of us 


| that every one of us is absolutely and firmly 


convinced that so long as foreigners have any- 
thing to say to the government of this country 
Ireland can never be prosperous, and we all 
look forward to the day when the people of 
Ireland will control the [rish land from North 
to South, from East to West, without any 
control from any outside people whatever.” 


Then you have various organisations 
in Ireland of the character of the Gaelic 
League and Sinn Fein, and their senti- 
ments are exactly the same. Speaking of 
the Gaelic movement, the reeman’s 
Journal declared that- 

* The influence of the Gaelic movement has 
acted vigorously against enlistment in the 
Army, .... enlistment is the worst form of 
emigration... . . it implies an_ incipient 
demoralisation. and inevitably prodnees an 
unwelcome Anglicisation.” 


Your Lordships have seen in the papers 
a good deal of what has been going on 
with regard to interference with enlist- 
ment in [reland—the obstacles which are 
placed in the way of enlistment and the 
threats of every description which are 
levied against tho:e who wear His 
Majesty’s uniform. 


I would ask your Lordships’ particular 
attention to the speech by Mr. Devlin, 
the accredited representative of the Irish 
Party, in June, 1902, in New York, 
where he had gone for the purpose of 
what is commonly called “raising the 
wind.” He evidently thought the neces- 
sary dollars required a certain amount of 
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extraction, and he spoke up in this 
straightforward way— 
“T would et to those who have con- 


stituted themselves the censors of our move- | 


ment, would it not be well to 
movement a fair chance—to allow us to have 
as owners the tillers of the land, to have an 


give our | 


Irish Parliament that will give our people all | 
authority over the police and the judiciary and | 
' to consider—the way in which this 
| Parliament would be able to put the screw 


all government in the nation ?” 


And Mr. Devlin went on to say— 


then would be the time for those who think we 


should destroy the last link that binds us to | 
England to operate by whatever means they | 
think best to achieve that great and desirable | 


end. I am quite sure I speak for the United 
Irish League on this matter.” 

I saw, by the way, that a Member of His 
Majesty’s Government, Dr. Macnamara, 


had joined the United Irish League | 


within the last few days. I com- 
mend that to His Majesty’s Government. 
When we quote these speeches to 


what I call the sentimentalists of the 
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ments as they are expressed, and if we do 
take them seriously, all I can say is they 
Mean- 
while I ask you to consider what would be 
the position with a freely elected Parlia- 
ment and an Executive controlled by it, 
I ask you to consider—I would especially 
ask the doubtful and ignorant Englishman 


- “ - - H ¥ ris b? j >, j > 2 
= Wien squlsped with comparative fresdom, | "PO England at an inconvenient moment, 


and how they would be in a position to 
put into action that well-known saying, 
“England’s difficulty would be Ireland's 
opportunity.” 


What would be the position of this 


country in the event of some European 


crisis when we were called upon to fight 
for our national prestige as a great Power 
and for our very existence as a nation! 


If the Irish Party did not see eye to eye 


Liberal Party they say to us, in effect— | 


Oh, they do not mean half they say ; 
Irishmen always ask for more than they 
are prepared to take, and the greater 
part of all this talk is mere bluff 
and need not be taken seriously. I 


should like to ask the noble Earl the | 


Lord President of the Council (who had | 
some experience of Ireland in that exalted | 


position which he filled to the admiration 
of everybody), if he has the temerity in 
the course of this debate to address the 
House on this subject, whether he con- 
siders that all this talk on the part of the 
Irish Parliamentary Party is mere bluft 
and is not to be taken seriously ? 


I do | 


not believe that the Lord President dare | 


express an opinion either one way or the 


other, because if he did it would probably | 
_ be like fighting with one arm tied behind 


be a hopeless giving away of the case of 
. : ; ‘ ro 
His Majesty’s Government. 


I respectfully suggest to the House 
that there is only one interpretation to be 
placed upon the extracts from speeches 
which I have read to your Lordships, and 
that is that, without the smallest doubt, 
a large and growing section of those 


who constitute the Irish Party are work- | 


ing to break off from all control by 
England, and to be in a position to 
declare Ireland a separate and inde- 
pendent nation. People constantly ob- 
serve, when you say that to them, “Oh, 
it is impossible that the Irish could have 
such a foolish idea.” But the fact 
remains that we have to take their senti- 


The Earl of Denbigh. 


/ with us in that particular matter, what 


an opportunity there would be for them 
—as it is vulgarly expressed—to put the 
squeeze upon us. I ask the noble Karl 
the Under-Secretary of State for War 
and the noble Lord the First Lord of the 
Admiralty to consider for a moment the 
manner in which a hostile Irish Parliament 
with control of the executive could annoy 
and hamper our military and naval forces 
—how they could interfere with recruit- 
ing, how they could refuse supplies, 
how they could hamper our Fleets 
with false information and general 
annoyance when using Irish harbours, 
how they could worry them in every 
possible way and produce a_ position 
which would be absolutely intolerable. 
I submit that the position of this country, 
having tu fight for existence with a state 
of things such as that in progress, would 


the back; and I respectfully urge the 
House to say that the risks are far too 
serious for this country to take. 


There was a remarkable admission 
made by the Prime Minister the other 
day, when he said— 

“Tt does not make any difference whatever, 
in the proper sense of the word, in the solidity 
of the Empire that the Irish people should 
have what every self-governing Colony in the 
whole Empire has, the power of managing its 
own affairs,” 


thereby evidently conveying the idea 


' that he (the Prime Minister) is under 


the impression that the case of Ireland 
bears some similarity to that of our great 
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Colonies. The sincerity of that can be 


very easily tested. Suppose one of our | 


great English-speaking Colonies were to 
get restive under the English connection 
and were to cut the painter, sever all con- 
nection with England, and declare itself an 
independent republic. Would the Prime 
Minister mobilise the First Line and 
proceed to reduce them to order? Your 
Lordships know perfectly well that 
nothing of the sort would happen. But 
what about Ireland? Suppose — the 
disloyal faction in Ireland got the upper 
hand, cut the painter, and declared the 
country an independent republic, as they 
say it is their wish to do, would the 
Prime Minister take it lying down? I 
undertake to say that if he did the 
doubtful and ignorant Englishman would 
not. Then why talk this futile nonsense 
about Ireland bearing any resemblance 
toour great self-governing Colonies in this 
matter! ‘To use a now historic phrase, 
we have had enough of this foolery, 
It must be recognised that the geo- 
graphical position of Ireland and _ its 
proximity to our shores place it in a 
totally different position from Colonies 
situated thousands of miles away. 


I apologise to your Lordships for keep- 
ing the House so long, but I want to say 
one word more. What is the position of 
those members of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment who, previous to the general 
election, went out of their way to assure 
the country that there was no danger or 
prospect of Home Rule? I should like 
in that connection, if I may, to tell your 
Lordship’s a little story. Once upon a 
time, in the course of the last 100 years, 
I happened to find myself in conversation 
with a very important and gallant officer 
who occupied one of the principal positions 
at the War Office. In the course of con- 
versation I spoke to him rather bitterly 
about the treatment which had _ been 
meted out to certain individuals whom 
I happened to know, and I told him that 
I thought the treatment was both shabby 
and mean. What had happened was 
this, The War Office wanted a certain 
article made to fulfill certain specifica- 
tions, and after a great deal of trouble 
and expense the individuals in question 
at last produced an article to the 
satisfaction of the War Office. The 
authorities then demanded that specifica- 
tions and particulars should be sent in to 
them, and these were promptly handed 
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Naturally enough the other manufac- 
turers, who had been put to no previous 
expense in the experiments and in the 
erection of costly plant, were able to 
compete on unfairly favourable terms, and 
the individuals in question lost the 
greater part of the business. J suggested 
to the gallant officer that I thought this 
treatment was shabby and mean, and the 
answer I got was this, “ My dear friend, 
I am bound to admit that as officials we 
sometimes do things which we should be 
ashamed to do as private gentlemen.” 
I suggest to your Lordships that that 
little story is very « propos to the present 
position. You have certain Gentlemen in 
His Majesty’s Government, honourable 
Gentlemen as we know them to _ be, 
who in their private capacity would scorn 


' to be elected to a position on certain 


pledges and then forthwith countenance 
proceedings deliberately designed for the 
purpose of weakening the position which 
they had undertaken to defend. Yet, 
my Lords, in spite of that, we have 
before us the sight of those gentlemen, 
banded together in the corporate and 
official position of a Government, sup- 
porting what I consider to be a most 
dishonourable policy and rightly de- 
scribed by Mr. Balfour yesterday as 
nothing more nor less than a fraud 
on the British electorate. 


We thought we had unearthed the 
greatest election fraud of modern times 
in the Chinese labour question, and I 
notice very often that supporters of His 
Majesty’s Government have come to very 
much the same conclusion themselves, for 
when you speak of Chinese labour now 
they evince a desire to change the subject 
and to discuss the weather. My Lords, 
are we on the point of discovering a still 
bigger electioneering fraud than the 
Chinese question ? Are we now going to 
find this out? Well, all I can say is that 
it rests with His Majesty’s Government 
to clear themselves if they possibly can. 
I have put on the Paper some perfectly 
simple Questions, which can be answered 
by perfectly simple and straightforward 
replies. I am not making any undue, 
indiscreet, or premature inquiry as to the 
contents of the Irish legislation which 
His Majesty’s Government are going to 
produce before very long, and if the 
Government refuse to give a satisfactory 


‘ answer to the Questions I have ventured 
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to put, and if this conspiracy of silence is 
going to be maintained, they will have 
only themselves to blame if there is but 
one interpretation placed upon it— 
namely, that His Majesty’s Goverment 
are either wilfully deceiving the British 
electorate or else deluding the Irish 
people. [ beg to put the Questions 
standing in my name. 


*THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (the Earl of Crewr): My 
Lords, the noble Earl in the course of 
his kind reference to myself expressed 
some doubt whether I would have the 
temerity to reply. I plead guilty to 
having that temerity, and I will give the 
best answer I can to the Question he 
has placed upon the Paper. The noble 
Earl, in the course of his speech, quoted 
an expression used by Mr. Redmond as 
to doubtful and ignorant Englishmen. 
The noble Earl informed us that he was 
an Englishman, although I believe he 
does bear an Irish title in addition to his 
English name, but he is certainly neither 
ignorant nor doubtful. He is not 
ignorant, because he has evidently devoted 
the most praiseworthy industry to the 
study of the subject, and to the un- 
earthing of quotations from speeches, and 
he is certainly not doubtful, because his 
speech showed that he at any rate holds 
very strong and clear, though I do not 
think entirely well informed, opinions on 
questions of Irish government. 


The noble Earl said his Question was a 
purely discreet one, and that he had no 
desire to make indiscreet inquiries as to 
the terms of the Irish measure of the 
Government. I think it was a former 
Ambassador from France to this country 
who was asked a question by a lady, as 
to which she expressed some fear that 
it might be an indiscreet one, and he 
pointed out, in reply, that a question 
could not be indiscreet, but the answer 
might be. Consequently I mu-t endeavour 
to make my reply at least as discreet 
as the Questiou. ‘The noble Earl asks us 
whether we are aware of certain declara- 
tiuns made by Mr. Redmond, and of others 
made at an earlier date by the Prime 
Minister. We are aware of those declara- 
tions, but I do not know that the dates of 
them are particularly important, or that 
thereis any special point or purpose in call- 
ing attention to the special occasions on 
which those declarations were made. Asa 
miatter of fact both Mr. Redmond’s 


Lhe Earl of Denbigh. 
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declarations and those of the Prime 
Minister have been, for more years than 
it is necessary to count, each of a perfectly 
consistent nature. 


I do not know if your Lordships will 
remember that in the years 1888 and 
1889, in another place, Mr. Redmond 
moved an Amendment to the Address, 
in which he said it was desirable that an 
independent Parliament should be insti- 
tuted in Ireland, and as the noble Earl is 
so deeply interested in this matter, and 
is evidently prepared to study it at 
length, I should recommend him to read 
the debate in Hansard on both those 
occasions, and he will find in both years 
that the Motion was opposed by the 
Liberal Party—on the first occasion by 
Sir W. Harcourt, and on the second by 
two members of the present Administra- 
tion in speeches which I strongly recom- 
mend to the noble Earl and the House 
generally—one by the Prime Minister 
and the other by Mr. Haldane. Those 
speeches convey, in perfectly clear terms, 
what the position of the Government has 
been and is with regard to the question 
of Irish government. 


The noble Earl alluded to the declara- 
tions made by various Members of the 
Government before the general election. 
Those declarations amounted to this— 
that a measure dealing with Irish govern- 
ment would be introduced, that it would 
not be a Home Rule measure, that it 
would be an advance in the direction of 
self-government, and that it would not 
be incompatible with a further advance 
in the direction of Home Rule when the 
country should desire it. 


THe Marevess oF LONDON. 
DERRY: 1 am sorry to interrupt the 
noble Earl, but I should like to ask whom 
he is quoting. 


*THE EARL OF CREWE: [ am quoting 
all the members ot His Majesty’s present 
Administration. 


THe Marquess or LONDON- 
DERRY: During the election 4 


*THE Eart o£ CREWE: Before and 
duiing the election. The declaration 
thas any advance made would not be 
incompatible with a further advance has 
always seemed to me a superfluous one, 
because I cannot conceive of any possible 
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change in the direction of granting | 
further self-government to Ireland which 
would of itself be incompatible with a 
step still further, if it were desired to | 
take such a step. The noble Eurl alluded 
toa deputation which waited yesterday 
upon Mr. Balfour, at which the noble 
Marquess who leads the Opposition was 
also present. On that occasion Mr. Bal- 
four said that the proceedings of the | 
Government in relation to this matter of | 
Irish government amounted to a deli- 
berate and intentional fraud. I confess 
that we are not greatly disturbed by that 
criticism. We are used in this connec- 
tion to mock heroics and simulated indig- 
nation. Ever since this Irish question | 
has been before the country we have had 
plenty of experience of both, and if the | 
exceedingly respectable gentlemen who 
attended that deputation desire as a diet | 
that rather musty rechauffé, I have no | 
doubt Mr. Balfour was perfectly right to 
give it them. 


The nokle Marquess took very little part 
inreplying to the deputation. He alluded | 
to only one subject, which I confess 
seems to me remote from any practical | 
bearing on the question. He expressed 
the dread which the inhabitants of Bel- 
fast would feel if a Customs duty were to 
be placed on goods coming to them from | 
England. 1 donot know whether he con- 
templated the reverse proposition that 
England, having departed from a free- 
trade policy, might also desire to place a 
Customs duty against the productions of | 
the sister island. But both the noble Mar- 
quess and Mr. Balfour seemed to admit 
that it was somewhat unusual to discuss | 
the provisions of a Bill which had not 
been introduced. At the same time, 
I quite admit that that course has its 
convenience. When you are speaking 
to a friendly and sympathetic audi- 
ence such as Mr. Balfour was address- 
ing, it is very much simpler to proceed 
by way of inference and innuendo than 
by dealing with hard facts. It was of in- 
ference and innuendo that that speech 
was composed. 


In the latter part of his Question the | 


noble Earl asks what will be the effect | 
| still think, that that concession was a 


of our measure in the direction of leading 
towards Home Rule. I answer, not in 
a dialectical form, but simply making a 
statement of fact, that it is impossible to 
give any reply to that Question until the 
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measure is produced. When the measure 
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is produced some psople may say that it 
makes Home Rule inevitable, while other 
people, looking at it from a different 
point of view, may say that it involves 
the indefinite postponement of Home 
Rule. The fact is that the intentions of 
a Government, no matter to which Party 
they belong, are much the least inter- 
esting thing about them; what is inter- 
esting and to the purpose is what the 


actual effect will be of the measures 
which they actually produce. Noble 


Lords will remember perfectly well 
that all through the discussions on 
the fiscal question that point was pressed 
to the degree of wearines:. The question 
which interested us was not what the in- 
tentions of the Government might be 
with regard to certain fiscal proposals, 
but what the actual effect of those 
proposals would be if they were trans- 
lated into law. In fact, when any 
measure is introduced, one set of persons 
may consider it to be atimely concession, 
and another set, looking at it from an 
opposite point of view, may regard it as a 
pusillanimous surrender. If the noble 
Lord will devote himself to looking up 
and studying some of the “ might-have- 
beens ” of history I think he will see that 
to attempt to state definitely what, in the 
course of years, will be the effect of a par- 
ticular advance in giving self-government 
to a particular country is a practically 
impossible task. 


*THE EArt oF DENBIGH: I am not 
asking anything of what you are sug- 
gesting now, but whether the Govern- 
ment regard with approval the demands 
which Mr. Redmond has put forward, 
and which he says is the only solution 
which will satisfy him. 


*Tue EArt or CREWE: What the in- 
tentions or desires of any body of public 
men may be on a particular subject is of 
no interest to anybody but themselves. 
What is of interest to the public is the 
steps which they take in the direction of 
particular legislation. Take instances 
connected with Ireland. Take the con- 
cession of local government to Ireland. 
Many people thought at the time, and 


distinct step in the direction of Home 
Rule. There were some very eminent 
people who considered it a more dangerous 
step than granting an Irish Parliament. 
On the other hand, it was quite possible 
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to maintain that Irishmen would be so 
interested in looking after such affairs as 
they were given the management of by 
the institution of county “councils that 
they would cease to desire a central body | 
sitting in Dublin ‘Take again the con- 
ciliatory policy of the late Government. 
What was the effect of sending my noble 
friend Lord Dudley to Ireland and ap- 
pointing Sir Antony MacDonnell to the 
eminent position he still holds ? Itis a very 
interesting matter for historical inquiry 
whether the effect of that somewhat re- 
markable step was to accelerate or 1etard 
Home Rule. I daresay the noble Earl, on 
some future occasion, may be disposed to 
give us his opinion on that point. Take 
another question, the institution of a 
Catholic University. I have no doubt 
that the noble Earl who spoke of the 
sufferings in the past of those belonging 





to the Church of which he is a member 
would be in favour of enabling Catholies | 
in Ireland to get all the advantages of 
the highest education. But would the | 
improvement of Catholic education in 
Ireland be a step in advance towards 
Home Rule? A great many people, of 
whom I am one, think it undoubtedly 
would. If you desire that a distinct class 
of people should not have a share in the 
government of their country it may be 
that it is advisable to keep them as 
ignorant as possible. 





When you approach these somewhat 
abstract considerations as to what will be 
the effect of a particular measure, you are 
absolutely in the region of hypotheses, 
and you are confronted with this dilemma, 
which I should like the noble Earl to 
consider. Either you must be prepared | 
to admit that the present system of Irish | 
government is one which ought to be the | 
pride and admiration of our fellow -sub- | 
jects in the Colonies and the envy of all 
foreign countries, or that it ought to be | 
subjected to some change. If you admit 
that it ought to be subjected to some | 
change, then you cannot get out of the | 
probability that you may find yourself 
advancing, step by step, in the direc- 
tion of Home Rule. Take the ques- 
tion of Home Rule itself, the question 
of the institution of an Insh  Parlia- 
ment. People who have objected to 
the institution of an Irish Parliament 
have done so on different grounds. 
Nobody can say that any loyal subject | 
would be less loyal because he approved | 


The Earl of Crewe. 
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of the idea of having three or four Parlia- 
ments sitting in different parts of the 
United Kingdom instead of one. There 
may be every kind of difference of opinion 
as to the efficiency of the Parliaments, 
but nobody can say that there is any thing 
treasonable or disloyal in the notion of 
either Home Rule or Home Rule all round, 
On the other hand, there are those who 
still object to Bakes Rule because they 


believe that you could not stop with the | 


institution of an Irish Parliament, but 
that it would bea real step in the direction 
of the ultimate separation of the two 
countries. That only shows again how 
very much, when you take a step forward, 
it must remain a matter of personal 
opinion what the effect will be. 


Consequently I quite admit that when 
our measure is seen, noble Lords who 
think it is a step towards Home Rule, and 
who also believe that Home Rule isa step 
towards the ultimate separation of the two 
countries, and the possible foundation of 
an Irish Republic, will, from their point of 
view, be perfectly right in opposing it. 
On the other hand, those who regard it 
as a reasonable step in the direction of 
giving a certain section of our fellow- 
subjects further management of their own 
affairs, and who do not believe that the 
institution of an Irish Parliament need 
lead necessarily, or is in the least likely to 
lead, to the separation of the two countries 
—those, no doubt, will be disposed to give 
their careful consideration to the measure. 
I am aware, of course, that there are 
some people with whom it is perfectly 
useless to argtie, and those are the people 
who do not admit that there is any such 
place as Ireland at all, and who consider 
that Ireland is merely a collection of 
counties in the United Kingdom, as you 
might speak of the Midlands or of East 
Anglia. With these. of course, it is im- 
possible to argue, because you have no 
common gr ound to go upon at all. But 
those of us who do believe that there is 
such a place as Ireland, who recognise the 
strength of the national feeling, and desire 
to satisfy it, are determined to do what 
we can to give to the Irish people a 
larger share in the management of their 
own aflairs. 


THE Marquess oF LONDONDERRY : 
My Lords, I do not think I shall be con- 
tradicted when I say that my _ noble 
friend Lord Denbigh has put his Questions 
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to the Government with a clearness and 
lucidity which could not be easily sur- 
passed. I gladly welcome the debate 
which he has inaugurated, for I feel that 


the question of Ireland and the dangers | 
which in our opinion threaten it have not | 
been brought with sufficient prominence 


before the people of this country. 
noble Earl who has just sat 


The | 
down | 


stated that the policy of His Majesty’s | 
Government with regard to Ireland was | 


declared both before and during the 
general election. I do not know on what 


grounds the noble Earl made that state- | 


ment. If there was one point of the 


Government policy which was kept back, | 


or, at any rate, not brought prominently 
before the electors, at the general election, 
it was the question of Home Rule. 


It) 


| with the measure which the Government 
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was kept studiously in the background, | 


and 1 defy contradiction when I say that 
there was no mandate for Home Rule 
given by the people of the country at the 
last election, The present Chief Secretary 
during the election spoke of Home Rule 


as a bogey and said that the most timid- | 


minded anti-Home Ruler might go to bed 
fearlessly and vote as he liked for a 
Liberal without having his slumbers dis- 
turbed by the bogey of Home Rule for 
Ireland. 
the noble Earl how he can say that the 
question of Home Rule was raised at the 
general election. 


*THE EARLOF CREWE: The question 
of Irish government was raised ; a totally 
different matter. 


Tus Marquess oF LONDONDERRY : 
To my mind the policy of devolution is 
more insidious than was the question of 
Home Rule when brought forward in 
1886 and 1893. The noble Larl has 
undoubtedly made a vecy astute and 
ingenious speech, but he has entirely left 
out of that speech the Question put so 
clearly by my noble friend behind me. 
The noble Earl never told the Honse 
whether or not he agrees with the speeches 
of Mr. John Redmond and the Nationalist 
Party. I can quite understand his 
reticence. The position of the Party 
Opposite is an extremely difficult one. 
They dare not lose the Irish vote by 


Therefore I should like to ask | 


refusing to make the promise desired by | 


the Nationalists ; 
time, if they made that promise, they 
would lose the support of the vast 


while, at the same | 


majority of the people of this country, | 
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who would retaliate upon them in 
regard to this question of Home Rule, 
as they have done on the question of 
Chinese labour. Idonot think the noble 
Earl or any of his colleagues will contradict 
me when I say that the speeches of Mr. 
John Redmond are based on separation, 
and separation only. 


*THEEARL oF CREWE: I have not the 
least reason to suppose that Mr. Redmond 
would not be perfectly content with a 
permanent measure which had no connec- 
tion whatever with what the noble 
Marquess would call separation. 


THE MArQuEss OF LONDONDERRY : 
Will Mr. Redmond be perfectly satisfied 


propose to bring forward? When a 
colleague of the noble Earl, the President 
of the Board of Trade, went to Belfast, 
he made use of an extraordinary expres- 
sion—namely, that separation was 
unthinkable. I do not think the noble 
Earl will contradict me when I say 
that the Nationalist Party do not 
consider separation unthinkable. What 
is the meaning of the “larger policy ” 
spoken of by Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
at Stirling? The Prime Minister then 
spoke of giving to Ireland what was 
given to the self-governing Colonies—the 
power of managing their own affairs. 
Here are Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman’s 
own words— 

“The Irish people should have what every 
self-governing Colony in the whole Empire 
has—the power of managing its own affairs.” 
What does that mean in the case of 
Ireland? It means handing to the 
Nationalist majority the Judiciary and 
the police, and making it possible 
for them to manipulate taxation and 
rating for purely Party purposes. 
Ireland would pay nothing towards the 
Army and Navy, and thus the expen- 
diture of this country would be increased, 
and it would be possible for the National- 
ists to tax British goods. I should like 
to ask the Lord President whether he 
approves of the proposal that Ireland 
should be in the position of a self- 
governing Colony. 


*THE EARL oF CREWE: That cer- 
tainly is not the Prime Minister’s view. 
I am afraid I must contradict the noble 
Marquess from the start. 
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THE Marqurss of LONDONDERRY : 
I have quoted Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman’s own words. If the noble 
Earl agrees with the Prime Minister, 
how can he reconcile his attitude 
with the speech which he delivered 
on 12th February, 1902, in which he 
declared he would never be a_ party 
to a proposition which would put 
Ireland in a position of independence 
such as that possessed by New Zealand ? 
How does the noble Earl reconcile that 
speech with the expression of opinion on 
the part of the Prime Minister when he 
declared that Ireland should be given the 
position of a self-governing Colony ? 


There is another point which re- 
quires attention, namely, if this power 
is handed over to the Nationalist Party, 
what ground for hope is there for the 
loyal industrial minority ! We follow very 
closely the speeches made by the 
Nationalist Party, and we have not for- 
gotten that only in October last Mr. 
Redmond, in alluding to the minority of 
Ireland, declared that they must be 
overborne by the strong hand. Although 
it was not made in regard to Ireland, the 
reference which Mr. Birrell made to 
minorities was not calculated to assure the 
minority in Ireland: ‘All minorities 
must suffer,” Mr. Birrell said; “it is 
the badge of all their tribe.” That view 
is entirely different from that taken by 
the noble Earl whose absence we all 
deptore, Lord Spencer, who, in 1887, 
insisted that the rights of Ulster and 
the minority of Ulster must be protected. 
There is a minority outside Ulster who 
desire that protection every bit as much 
as the minority in Ulster, and who ought 
never to be betrayed or given up. There 
are at present forty-seven persons under 
constant, and 152 under partial, police 
-protection, and I should like to know 
what would be the fate of those 199 loyal, 
‘industrious people, who only wish to 
enjoy the rights open to every citizen, if a 
Nationalist Parliament were in existence 4 
The noble Earl opposite expressed the 
view that the granting of local government 
to Ireland was a step towards Home Rule. 
I deny that statement altogether. Local 
government was given to Ireland because 
of a promise that there should be, in this 
respect, a policy similar to that which had 
been adopted in England, and there was 
not the slightest idea in the minds of 
those who were responsible for giving 
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effect to that policy that they should 
advance by a hair's breadth towards Home 
Rule. 


*THE EARL oF CREWE: T entirely 
agree in that. I was speaking, not of the 
intention of those who framed the Act, 
but of its actual effects. 


THE MARQUESS OF LONDONDERRY - 
The intention of the Government of 
the day was that the county councils 
should carry out their duties, not on 
political, but on civil lines. That was 
the spirit in which Ulster carried out the 
Act, and it was the political friends of the 
noble Earl who gave the other county 
councils in the country an entirely political 
character. 


A good deal has been made by the 
noble Earl opposite of the phrase that 
Ireland should be governed according to 
Irish ideas. If what is meant by Irish 
ideas is loyalty to the King, devotion to 
the Union, endeavouring to promote the 
industries and resources of the country, 
then, I say, govern Ireland according to 
Irish ideas. But, if it meant handing 
over the industrious, law-abiding, and 
loyal community to the tender mercies of 
the United League, who advocated 
boycotting, who ruined thousands of 
tenants by the Plan of Campaign, and 
who insisted on cheering the Boer 
victories, then I should fight strenuously 
against the proposal to govern Ireland 
according to lrish ideas. 

The scheme of the Government is, as 
the noble Earl has said, not before us, 
and we cannot extract from them any 
opinion with regard to the views of Mr. 
Redmond and how far they coincide with 
those of the Prime Minister. I freely 
acknowledge that the Government are in 
a delicate position. I fully recognise 
their difficulty in endeavouring to answer 
any of the straightforward Questions of 
my noble friend. But I will tell them 
that, if they are going to give Home 
Rule or separation by instalments, they 
will be acting entirely antagonistically to 
the views put forward by Mr. Gladstone 
in 1886. I trust that the English people, 
and the Irish people as well, will watch, 
with the greatest c’oseness, every move 
of the Government in this matter. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
LoreburN) : My Lords, I do not believe, 
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with the noble Marquess who ‘has just 
sat down, that there is any difficulty in 
answering the Questions which have been 
ut by the noble Earl, or, indeed, any of 
the points that have been raised in this 
debate. As I understand it, the first 
subject on which he expressed anxiety to 
be further informed, although I think he 
need not ask for further information after 
the speech of my noble friend, was what 
was the meaning of the larger policy that 
was referred to by the Prime Minister in 
his speech at Stirling. 1 cannot imagine, 
after the speeches of the Prime Minister, 
that there can be the least doubt as to 
what ismeant by the larger policy. I do 
not speak of the term in any particular 
connection, but I suppose the Prime | 
Minister is well-known to be, as I am, | 
a Home Ruler suns phrase. I suppose 
it is well known that Sir H. Camp- 
bell-Bannerman’s purpose and_ policy 
have not altered since he adopted the 
views propounded by Mr. Gladstone. | 
am not entitled specially to speak for him. 
but I think I have read all his speeches, 
and I believe that is what has been said. 
But it was said, with perfect truth, that 
there were members of the Administra- 
tion who, before the election and during 
the election, intimated that this policy of 
Home Rule was not a policy which they 
thought would, or which, in their opinion, 
ought to be, dealt with in the present 
Parliament. That is the full extent to 
which my right hon. friends who have | 
been referred to went, so far as I believe— 
Sir Edward Grey, Mr. Asquith, Mr. 
Haldane, all of whom have been referred 
to. I may have omitted some of 
their statements, but I am not aware 
that they have at any time repudiated 
the policy of Mr. Gladstone. And 
I am heartily glad to think they 
have not, because my own feeling upon 
the subject is that, whatever our 
opinions may be as to what should be 
done or what our expectations may be as 
to what will be done in the present Parlia- 
ment, the work of Mr. Gladstone is a 
work of which this country will reap the 
blessing and the benefit for the rest of our 
history, although it may not bear fruit 
at once. And I believe myself that | 
he has set on foot—I say it in all 
sincerity, and I am sure your Lordships | 
will allow me to express an opinion which 
I have held for many years and avowed— 
I believe the state of feeling which he 
has created between Ireland and this 
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country, as contrasted with the state of 
feeling that existed before, is a thing 
upon which we are entitled to congratu- 
late ourselves, and from which we are 
entitled to look for the best fruits in the 
future. 


The noble Karl, in opening this debate, 
spoke with natural feeling of the 
injustice that has been wrought in past 
times by this country towards Ireland, 
especially in regard to the matter of 
religious differences. I think that all 
nations have suffered and inflicted hard- 
ship and wrongs upon others. I do not 
like to go back upon the melancholy 
record, but there is no doubt that what 
the noble Earl said is perfectly true, and 
I think it would be admitted that it 
referred, not merely to religious differ- 
ences, but also to economic treatment. 
That is the origin, that is the explanation 
of the feeling that there is and has been 
for years in Ireland of distrust towards 
this country. I do not say it is all 
reasonable. [I do not pretend it is, and 
I regret it, | need hardly say, as much as 
any man. But the reason for the feeling 
that exists is the remembrance of a 
bitter past. 


Another (uestion which the noble 
Marquess thought had not been answered 
adequately was this--whether the Bill 
the Government were about to propose 
would lead up to Home Rule—that is the 
substance of the question—Home Rule as 
described in the Question. The only 
Home Rule that I recognise is Home Rule 
in a subordinate Pariiament. I do not 
recognise, and I would not support, and 
never would support, Home Rule in an 
independent Parliament. I mean Home 
Rule in a subordinate Parliament. The 
question was as to whether the Bill that 
the Government are about to introduce 
will or will not lead up to Home Rule in the 
sense in which I have described it. I 
think the noble Earl and the noble 
Marquess will, in a short time, be able to 
see and judge for themselves. I bespeak 
a charitable construction. I am afraid we 
shall not meet with prepossessions in our 
favour from the noble Marquess, because 
I know his opinions are very strong on 
this subject. But may I state my opinion ? 
You cannot touch Irish Government 
without taking a step towards Home 
Rule. I do not care how you touch it. 
If you bring in coercion, if you bring in 
Crown Government, ;whatever you do, 
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you inevitably lead up to that in my 
opinion, just as all roads lead to Rome, 
because I think it is written in destiny 
and depends on natural causes that th’s 
great change will come, and I hope it 
will come before very long. 


At the same time, are we solitary in 
proposing to deal with Irish Government 
otherwise than by Home Rule? Surely 
we cannot forget what took place two or 
three years ago when Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, Mr. Wyndham, and Mr. 
Balfour, and the noble Marquess who 
leads the Opposition, were all engaged in 
what I believed to be a perfectly honour- 
able effort to improve in some way the 
government of Ireland, of which the 
noble Earl admitted some amendment 
was desirable. The late Government 
evidently thought it necessary to make 
a change. We think it necessary to 
make a change ; but I do not wish in the 
least to conceal my own opinion that, 
whatever change you make from the 
present system, it must inevitably lead 
to a change further in the direction of 
Home Rule. That is in my own opinion. 
Of course, there may be others who 
think that it will tend to dispel the 
agitation and to postpone the remedy of 
Home Rule. That is not my view. I 
believe that anything you do—and you 
must do something—must necessarily 
lead in that direction. 


May I now say, having regard to the 
language which has been used on this 
subject, a word or two in justification of 
this policy which I have been predicting 
as certain to come? Why do I say it 
will come? I believe it is as certain to 
come, whatever your Lordships’ _pre- 
possessions against it may be, however 
you may dread the consequences, as_to- 
morrow’s sun is to rise. It is because 
there are forces working towards it 
beyond the control of this House or of 
the other House—great human forces 
which will work out their end and their 
destiny. The first is the instinctive love 
of freedom and self-government in this 
country, which deters our people when 
they realise it from imposing a yoke on 
other countries. We have in _ past 
history an example in the case of 
Canada when self-government was given. 
I agree that there is not an exact 
parallel between the case of Ireland and 
that of a distant Colony; but human 
nature is the same in both countries, and 


Lord Loreburn. 
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if you wish to quiet discontent and to 
promote good feeling the way is to have 
faith, and not to be always trembling on 
the verge of reform, and afraid to put 
your hand to it because of later con. 
sequences which you conjure up in your 
imagination, and which may never 
happen in reality. So it was in Canada, 
The result of giving self-government 
under circumstances of considerable dith- 
culty has been the appeasement of much 
ill blood in that country, and the recon. 
ciliation of those who were not of a race 
kindred to ourselves in all respects in an 
alliance with us under the British Crown, 
which I hope will be an indissoluble 
connection. 


We have a more recent example in the 
case of the Transvaal. I remember it js 
not much more than a year ago that I 
stood here and stated that we intended 
to deal out equal justice to the two races, 
and that we had confidence in the result, 
There is no man in this House who will 
not heartily hope that that prophecy 
may be fulfilled, and will not feel that 
there is good presage that it will be 
fulfilled. It is our best chance and hope. 


And why is that possible in this 
country which would not have been 
possible in any other? It is because of 
the intrinsic and deep-grained love of 
constitutional freedom in this country, 
which has not its exact parallel in any 
country in the world, and as surely as 
that led up to the freeing of the Colonies 
and the giving to them of self-government, 
although the effect of liberation was, as 
the noble Lord says, that if they wished 
to cnt the painter we should not object— 
just the same feeling that led us to do 
that, and convinced us that it would lead 
to a stronger and closer bond of union 
with the Colonies, so, be assured, that 
sooner or later that same feeling, in- 
grained in our people, will produce the 
same results in regard to Ireland. And 
I say it will be a blessing when that day 
comes. That is my reason for saying 
that in opposing this doctrine of Home 
Rule your Lordships are fighting against 
natural forces which must overcome you. 


But my second reason is of a different 
kind. What is the condition of business 
in the House of Commons at the present 
moment? Whichever Party is in power, 
what is the condition of the despatch of 
business? I have left there only a little 
while, and I can say that it certainly has 
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been the case during the last twenty-five 
years, and particularly during the last 
seven or eight years, that there has been 
such an accumulation of business in the 
House of Commons that it has been 
impossible to carry the work through, 
and many things which both sides wished 
to pass have been necessarily postponed 
from year to year until we wearied even 
of hearing the names of the Bills. That 
is the result, notwithstanding that the 
House of Commons has progressively, 
during the last quarter of a century, 
altered its rules and applied a closure 
of the most rigid character, almost 
amounting to a gag, so that debate 
is largely stopped at certain stages. 
The House of Commons will have to 
delegate that business to someone else 
if it cannot do it itself. That is quite 
certain; and to whom is the House to 
delegate its business? In what way is 
devolution to take place? It must take 
place according to the lines of cleavage 
created by differences of historical asso- 
ciation and of legal systems, and those 
are the differences between England, 
Scotland, and Ireland, though none of 
these differences prevent us from being 
a United Kingdom. I believe that these 
forces are operating and will soon come 
to their full effect, and I should like to 
say in what way I should like that effect 
to come. 


In my idea Parliament would divide 
its business into two kinds. The first 
would be that which relates to the 
United Kingdom as a whole, or to the 
British Empire outside, and the second 
would be that which relates to a separate 
part of the United Kingdom, such as 
England, Scotland, or Ireland. ‘The 
management of the first part 1 would 
keep exactly as it is managed by the 
Imperial Parliament; and the second 
I would delegate to the representatives 
of the different countries, always keeping 
unquestionable, unimpaired, and un- 
affected in the slightest degree the 
supreme control of this Imperial Parlia- 
ment over all. That is the simple 
method, and I have always advocated 
it, although I cannot claim that I have 
received the support and approval of 
all those who take the view that Home 
Rule must come. 


*THeE EarLor DENBIGH: Will the 
noble and learned Lord say how he would 
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enforce the controi of the Imperial 
Parliament if the [rish Parliament had 
control of the Executive ? 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
Executive of the Imperial Parliament has 
complete control over all the forces of 
the Crown, and the Imperial Parliament 
itself would be able to pass laws which 
would be recognised and enforced by 
every magistrate and Judge in Ireland. 
Of course all these matters would have to 
be dealt with if a Bill were brought 
forward. ‘lhis is a view of my own, 
which I respectfully submit to the House ; 
but I need hardly say that that view is 
not the Bill which is about to be intro- 
duced. Negatively speaking, I may say 
that it is not a Home Rule Bill that will 
be introduced ; but when it comes before 
your Lordships, I hope it will receive the 
candid and fair consideration of this 
House and of the other House, and [ 
believe that if only we could get it out of 
the pestilent circle of Party politics it 
would commend itself to all reasonable 
men. 


THE MARQuess oF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, the speech we have just 
listened to has this great merit—it leaves 
us inno doubt whatever as to the ultimate 
object at which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are aiming. Home Rule, the noble 
and learned Lord has told us frankly, is 
the goal—the goal to which all roads 
lead ; the goal which is to be reached by 


| gradual processes, and by legislation of 
| which the first instalment is promised 


this session. The noble and learned 
Lord said at the outset that in 
his view we owe a measure of this 
kind to Ireland as some reparation 
for those remote wrongs which have been 
referred to by my noble friend Lord 
Denbigh. That is an argument which 
has been often used in these discussions. 
I am sorry to say that it is not one that 
appeals very much to me, or that ought, 1 
think, to appeal very much to the Parlia- 
ment of this country. It is an argument 
which was once described, I forget by 
whom, as “antedating our responsi- 
bilities ” ; and I cannot see why, because 
at one time Ireland received scant justice 
at the hands of this country, we should 
now do penance for the wrong that was 
then done, by resorting to measures which 
will weaken the solidity of the Empire 
and inflict great and serious disability and 
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suffering upon the loyal minority in the; Rule policy with so much suspicion, and 


sister island. 

I can scarcely leave unnoticed a 
reference to myself which was made by 
the noble and Jearned Lord when he told 
us that everything that was done, either 
by a Unionist or by a Liberal Administra- 
tion, could not really fail to tend towards 
Home Rule ; and when he referred once 
again to the often-referred-to episode 
during Mr. Balfour's Administration, 
when Mr. George Wyndham was Chief 
Secretary, and when, with his full ap- 
proval, Sir Antony MacDonnell was 
appointed Under-Secretary to the Irish 
Government. I have publicly explained, 
as fully as I could, the nature of the trans- 
action to which the noble and learned 
Lord referred ; and I almost despair of 
convincing some of those who have 
regarded it from the first in a somewhat 
sinister light, and who have discovered 
in it traces of a kind of conspiracy which 
I can assure your Lordships has no 
existence except in the imagination of 
those who made these criticisms. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: I never 
suggested anything sinister in the noble 
Marquess’s conduct; on the contrary, I 
think I said expressly that I made no 
complaint whatever of it, and that I 
believed all to be actuated by a real 
desire to benefit their country. 


THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
Yes, but I think that what the noble and 
learned Lord suggested was that the 
proposals, which originated, as the House 
knows, with Lord Dunraven, and which 
afterwards passed into the hands of Sir 
Antony MacDonnell, were Home Rule 
proposals, and that they were proposals 
which found favour with Mr. Balfour and 


myself. Let me say again that Mr. 
Balfour had no knowledge of those 


proposals, that he never heard anything 
about them until long after they were 
made; and that as for myself those 
proposals were made to me, not as the 
basis of legislation approved by any 
Department of the Irish Government, but 
as the outline of a project which had been 
prepared by Lord Dunraven and the 
gentleman acting with him, to be used as 
the basis of discussion at Conferences to 
be held in Dublin. 


Then the noble and learned Lord 
implored us not to regard this Home 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 





he said how much better it would be if 
we had a little more faith. I am not of 
a particularly suspicious temperament ; 
but I am bound to say that those who 
are connected with Ireland, when they 
consider the use that has been made of 
those opportunities for self-government 
in local affairs which have been already 
entrusted to Irish people, when they 
consider how those opportunities have 
been used for the purpose of ostracising 
the loyal minority in all parts of the 
country, feel their faith a little shaken, 
and are made to regard, with a frankly 
suspicious eye, the suggestion to carry 
those proposals a long stage further. 


The noble and learned Lord also drew 
into his argument the case of Canada and 
the liberal concession of self-government 
lately accorded to the Transvaal. But 
surely we must pause before we accept 
any Colonial analogy when we are dealing 
with the case of Ireland. There is at the 
root of the Irish case the insurmountable 
geographical fact that Ireland is within 
a stone’s throw of these shores; and 
however we may be disposed to show 
our good will or exhibit corfidence in the 
Irish people, we cannot afford to run the 
risks that we can afford to run with those 
Colonies in the remoter parts of the 
Empire. The cases are not in pari 
materia. 

There is another 
think, is worth considering at the 
present juncture. Home Rule for Ire- 
land used to be recommended to us 
on the ground that Home Rule worked 
so admirably in Sweden and Norway. 
What is that analogy worth to-day? | 
have, perhaps, a right to say something 
on the subject, because I was behind the 
scenes when Sweden and Norway parted 
company. I am able to say, what I 
believe is pretty well known, that it was 
only owing to the self-restraint and states- 
manship of half a dozen public men in 
those countries that war between the two 
countries was avoided at the last moment. 
This, my Lords, is not the kind of risks 
we can run in dealing with Great Britain 
and Ireland. 


Then the noble and learned Lord 
treated us more generously than the 
noble Earl opposite, for he gave us 4 
sketch of the plan of Home Rule which 
he would be content to adopt. _I listened 
to it with interest. I do not think it was 
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exactly the plan of Home Rule which Mr. 
Redmond and his friends have declared 
to be the minimum of their demands. | 
venture to counsel noble Lords opposite, 
before they look forward to the acceptance 
of proposals based on those lines, to make 
quite sure that they will be accepted by 
those to whom they are offered. 


The noble and learned Lord put us off 


with the old statement that whatever 
happened the supremacy of the Imperial 
Parliament would be maintained. That 
is the theory ; but can any one lay his 
hand on his heart and declare that he 
believes that in practice, if you give a 
Parliament in Dublin powers of that kind, 
the supremacy of the Parliament at West- 
minster will really remain intact ? We 
know perfectly well that nothing of the 
kind would happen. I recollect that on one 
occasion, When this subject was discussed 
elsewhere, the present Prime Minister 
distinctly refused to accept amending 
words in the Resolution before the House 
of Commons proposed with the object of 
placing it distinctly on the Paper that the 
supreme control of the Imperial Parlia- 
ment was to be maintained over the 
Assembly which was to be established in 
Dublin. 


I pass for a moment to the reply given 
by the Lord President of the Council. I 
think that your Lordships must have been 
struck by his light touch in eluding the 


categorical questions put to him by the | 


noble Earl who initiated this discussion. 
My noble friend Lord Denbigh produced 
textual quotations from the utterances 
of Liberal statesmen, and he asked for 
explanations of those statements. The 
noble Earl replied by giving a kind of 
epitome of the views of His Majesty’s 
Government. 
my noble friend, who asked the noble 
Earl whence he quoted the words he was 
giving to the House ; and the noble Ear! 
explained that it was what the different 
pledges and statements of Ministers taken 
asa Whole amounted to. That is a very 
convenient way of dealing with a some- 
what embarrassing cross-examination of 
that kind. I was not able to take down 
the exact words of the noble Earl, 
but I think he made it pretty clear 
to us that there would be a gradual 
process of sapping up to the fortress, 
beginning with this promised measure, 
and ending eventually in what we 
generally describe as Home Rule. 
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The noble Earl went away from the 
speech of my noble friend and changed 
the venue ; he changed it to the very 
remarkable deputation received by Mr. 
Balfour yesterday. He indulged in some 
criticisms of the few valedictory words 
I uttered at the end of the proceedings 
and the speech of Mr. Balfour himself. 
The noble Earl rather twitted me with 
having suggested the possibility that this 
policy might end in the adoption by the 
Irish Parliament of a protective tariff. 
But [ had in my mind—indeed, we had 
been reminded of it by the deputation— 
that most extraordinary and remarkable 
speech of the Prime Minister’s in which 
he certainly suggested to all those who 
read it that in his view the ultimate goal 
was not Home Rule of the more restricted 
character suggested by the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack, but Home 
Rule of the kind enjoyed by our great 
Colonies. 


*THE EARL OF CREWE: Of course, the 
noble Marquess is entitled to place his 
own construction on the words used by 
the Prime Minister or by anyone else ; but 
I confess that the inference I draw from 
| what the Prime Minister said is an 
| entirely different one. I understood him 
; to make a general comparison of the 
| kind made by the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack. 





THE MARQuEsS or LANSDOWNE: 
|I have here what I believe to be an 
| authentic report of the Prime Minister's 
statement, and it was to this effect— 

“He thought that the Irish people should 
have what every self-governing Colony in the 
whole Empire had—the power of managing its 
own affairs.” 

I can draw no inference from these 
words except the inference that something 
approaching to the system of colonial 
government was, in the Prime Minister’s 
view, ultimately to be set up in Ireland. 

I was enlarging on that text, and I made 
the very pardonable suggestion that the 
adoption of such a policy might lead to 
the interruption of the close business 
relations at present existing between 
The 
feelings of the noble Earl were very much 
hurt because Mr. Balfour, in the course 
of his speech, had suggested to the 
deputation that the conduct of His 


| Majesty’s Government in this matter 


involved something very like fraud. 
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*THe Earnt or CREWE: Not very like | 


a fraud. 


| regard to their Irish policy. 


THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: | 


Yes, I have the words, and here is Mr. 
Balfour’s reference— 

‘* The policy of the present Government with 
respect to Leland is a deliberate and inten- 
tional fraud upen the British electorate.” 

If any noble Lord will take the trouble 
to peruse the verbatim report of the | 
speech he will see that what Mr. Balfow 
pointed out was that we had before us 
Mr. Redmond’s statement that all mem- 
bers of the Government were in favour 
of Home Rule, that we had the admissions 
made by members of the Government 
themselves that they were in favour of 
Home Rule, that Home Rule was the 
goal towards which they were working, | 
but that for prudential reasons His | 
Majesty’s Government were not able, | 
in view of the pledges of some of | 
their own body, to put before the | 
country anything like a full measure of 
Home Rule at present ; and therefore they 
asked the country to accept something | 
which would lead to Home Rule, though 
not Home Rule itself ; and then he went 
on to say it is for that purpose and 
object that the Government were believed 
to be in favour of proposals which would 
put it out of the power of the House of 
Lords to resist the further development 
of proposals tending in that direction. 
Mr. Balfour said, I think with pardon- 
able freedom of expression, that this 
action was an action which was fraudulent 
on the electorate of this country. 


This debate has been interesting, and in 
some ways full of instruction for us. | 
think that my noble friend has probably 
elicited as much as he expected when he 
put his notice on the Paper. 


*THeE EARL OF DENBIGH; A 
deal more. 
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friend could not have expected that His 
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which they have given to the public in 
1 think— 
and here I am speaking more in the 
interests of His Majesty’s Government 
than of ourselves—my noble friend 
may perhaps have expected that adyan- 
tage would have been taken of this 
opportunity to say something rather 
more reassuring with regard to the inten- 
of His Majesty's Government. 
Such a statement—a clear answer, for 
example, to the third of my noble friend’s 
questions—would have reassured many 
people who really desire to approach this 
question ina reasonable spirit and with an 
open mind. If, therefore, we regard the 
attitude of His Majesty's Government 
as one profoundly alarming, one of which 
we are bound to take notice, [ think it 
is they who are to blame for the am- 
biguity of their language and for the 
manner in which they have played with 
this important question of Imperial 
policy. 


My Lords, I am afraid that that language 
leaves them open to the imputation that 
they are not altogether ingenuous either 
when they repudiate Home Rule or when 
they promise it. That, I think, is the 
construction which many people will place 
upon their language and conduct. For 
myself, I am inclined to take the rather 
more charitable view, and will only tax 
them with this, that they are in the 
habit of talking very loosely and, [ am 
afraid, thinking very loosely about a 
question which affects the safety and the 
integrity of the Empire ; and, that being 
so, they must not be surprised if we 
express our dismay at the levity with 
which they have dealt with an issue of 
such overwhelming importance. 





THE LICENSING BILL. 
THE LORD ARCHBISHOP cr 
CANTERBURY: My Lords, I rise to 


| ask His Majesty’s Government for infor- 
THE MArQuEss OF LANSDOWNE. | 
Of course, we all know that my noble | 


Majesty's Ministers would be so coni- | 


plaisant as to give him a private view of | 
the Bill they are about to introduce. | 


Nor yet did my noble friend suspect that 


His Majesty’s Ministers would be success- | 


mation as to the probable date of the 
introduction into Parliament of — the 
promised measure of licensing reform, 
with the object of etfectively diminishing 
the evils which zesult from the sale and use 
of intoxicating liquors under present con- 
ditions. In putting this question, I have 
no intention whatever of saying a word 


jul in reconciling all the different and | to cause embarrassment to His Majesty's 


to some extent conflicting statements | Government, nor have | thought of asking 
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for detailed information, which it is 
naturally and reasonably impossible to 
give at the present moment. But there 
js in this House a very widespread 
interest in the measure foreshadowed in 
the gracious Speech from the Throne as 
likely to be brought before Parliament 
during the present session, and while 
there is a wide difference of opinion on 
the subject there is no difference of 
opinion as to its importance or as 
to the desirability of our knowing 
beforehand the probable date of the 
introduction of the promised measure. 
My own view, as any of your Lord- 
ships who have followed recent legislation 
or attempted legislation on this subject 
know, is one strongly in favour of a 
forward policy in this particular matter. 
There are other noble Lords who take an 
exactly opposite view. Weare allagreed 
in realising the importance of the subject, 
and in feeling that with its immense 
intricacy adequate time must be offered 
tous if we are to discuss as we should a 
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subject which concerns so widely the | 


well-being of the people. No subject 
mentioned in His Majesty’s gracious 
Speech excited a wider interest among 
the people at large than the reference to 
the impending measure on this particular 
subject. It is because I for one am 
anxious that such legislation should be 
adeyuately considered, that I venture to 
they are able to give us some general 
outline as to what is going to happen 
upon a matter which concerns us all so 
closely, and which excites so wide an 
interest outside this House. 


*THe Eart or CREWE: My Lords, 
Iam exceedingly sorry not to be able to 
give the most rey. Primate a reply of the 
character which he would consider satis- 
factorily. 
possible to give a definite answer to his 
question, but | am not in a position to do 
so. All [ can say is that an announce- 
ment will be made in another place as 
early as possible, but [ am afraid there 
is not much prospect of that announce- 
ment being made before Easter. I am 
quite aware of the keen interest with 
which noble Lords in this House and 
many people outside await some know- 


I should be giad if it had been | 


ledge of the proposals of His Majesty’s | 
Government on this subject, and I can | 


assure the most rev. Primate that we shall 


endeavour to give them the infermation | 


pie | considered to-morrow 
ask His Majesty's Government whether | |. 


Pill Business. 818 
they desire as soon as it can be done in 
connection with the general course of 
business. 


THE KARL OF CAMPERDOWN : This 
question of licensing is one of very great 
importance, and one in which your Lord- 
ships feel a deep interest. I should like 
to ask the noble Earl, therefore, whether 
it would not be possible, in the congested 
condition of business in the other House, 
to introduce the Licensing Bill in this 
House. 


*THE Earn or CREWE: I will, of 
course, convey the request of the noble 
Earl to my right hon. friend the Home 
Secretary, but [ am not very hopeful of 
any concession being made in the direction 
referred to. 


THE EARL OF CAMPERDOWN : 
is the noble Earl not hopeful ? 


Why 


*THe EARL or CREWE: The Bill being 
the Home Secretary's bill he would pro- 
bably desire to introduce it himself, and 
also, I should think, there may be other 
reasons of a financial character which 
would cause him to take that view. 


BUSINESS OF ‘THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. XXNXIX. to be 
in order to its 
being suspended for that day’s Sitting. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Seven of the 
Clock, till To-morrow, half- 
past Ten of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 20th March, and Thursday, 
21st March, 1907. 
The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Annfield Plain and District Gas Bill. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas 
Bili; Hull and Barnsley Railway Bill. 
Reported, with Amendments. Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


2E 2 








Returns, 
RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 1). 
Mr. D. A. Tuomas reported from the 
Committee on Group 1 of the Railway 
Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned until 
Vednesday, the 17th April, at half-past 
Eleven o'clock. 
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Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to extend the jurisdiction of 
the Company of Proprietors of the Lower 
Navigation of the River Medway ; and 
for other purposes.” [Medway Lower 
Navigation Bill | Lords}. 





Galwey’s Divorce Bill [Lords]. That 
they communicate Minutes of Evidence 
and Proceedings taken upon the Second 
Reading of Galwey’s Divorce Bill, to- 
gether with the documents deposited in 
the case, as desired by this House, with 
a request that the same may be returned. 


Medway Lower Navigation Bill { Lords}. 
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in Ireland, against removal of academice 
functions ; to lie upon the Table. 


Reports, &c. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES (METRIC 
SYSTEM) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Bootle; 
Brighton; Exeter; Halifax (two); 
London, York, and other places ; Notting. 
ham; Reigate; Rochester ; Southamp- 
ton (two); Sunderland; Town and 
County Councils and others ; and, West 
Bromwich ; to lie upon the Table. 





| 
| 


| WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL, 


| Petition from Dundee in favour; to 
| lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





1 
| 
| AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 

| (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Tables showing 
| the extent in statute acres and the pro- 
| duce of the Crops and numbers of Live 
| Stock for the year 1906 [by Command]; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


Read the first time ; and referred to the | 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 

COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Alfreton ; 
Cadzow ; Cresswell ; Cwmboan; Denby 
Grange ; Derbyshire ; 
stone; East Huntslet ; Garforth ; Glass- 
well; Glencraig ; Hepthorne Lane ; 
Hickleton Main ; Holbrook; Kenmuir ; 
Lane Head; Leeds; Newmarket Haig 


Moor; Old Avenue; Park Hill; Park | 


House; Pilsley; Rothwell; William- 


thorpe ; Woodside ; and, Woodthorpe ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT 1894, 


Petition from Glasgow, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie up»n the Table. 


RAILWAYS. 


Petition from Worthing, for purchase 


by the State ; to lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL HIBERNIAN ACADEMY. 


Seven Petitions Artists, Art 


from 


Teachers, Students, and others, resident 


Derbyshire Silk- | 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
NORTHUMBERLAND). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
| County Council of the County of Nor- 
| thumberland altering certain Polling 
| Districts in the Tyneside and Wansbeck 

Parliamentary Divisions of the County 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Council of the Borough of Jarrow, and 
confirmed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, fixing the hours 
of closing for certain classes of Shops 
within the Borough [by Act]; to lie 
) upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CON- 
DITIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted to 
Dorothy Pearson, a convict under de- 
tention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the East End Refuge, London, ¥. 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (MILITARY WORKS). 
Copy presented, of Approximate Esti- 
mate of Expenditure under the Military 
Works Acts of 1897, 1899, 1901, and 
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1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the | 
Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 


Copy presented, of Statute made by 
the Governing Body of Oriel College, 
Oxford, on the 11th October 1906 (and 
sealed on the 29th November 1906) 
amending Statute VI., Clause 5, of the 
Statutes of the College [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 88.] 
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ie 4) 


Questions. 22 
number of distraint warrants issued in 
each Borough; (3) the number of com- 
mittals in each Borough in default of 


| Payment of Rates.”—( Mr. IV eir.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Ship Inn, Pett. 


Mr. GIBB (Middlesex, 
To ask the Secretary of 


Harrow) : 
State for 


‘the Home Department whether he is 


/aware that the magistrates have just 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 
Copy presented, of Statute made by | 

the Governing Body of University 
College, Oxford, on the Ist December | 
1906 “(and sealed on the 7th December | 
1906), amending Statute III., Clause 11, 
of the Statutes of the College [by Act]; | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 89.] 


CONGESTION IN IRELAND (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Copy presented, of Third Report of | 
the Commissioners, with Appendix | 
(Minutes of Evidence taken in London, | 
3rd to;20th November 1906 and Docu- | 
ments relating thereto) [by Command] ; , 
to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 

Copy presented, of Annual Reports of | 
Proceedings under the Diseases of 
Animals Acts, the Markets and Fairs | 
(Weighing of Cattle) Acts, etc., for the | ¢ 
year 1906 [by Command]; to lie upon | 
the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of Statement showing | 
the Numbers and Salaries of Teachers i in | 
Voluntary Schools in England and Wales | 
for year ended 31st July 1906 [by Com-| 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. | 


METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS (NON- | 
PAYMENT OF RATES). 

Address for “ Return showing, for the 
year 1906, (1) the number of persons 
summoned in each Metropolitan Borough | 
for Non-payment of Rates; (2) the 





| Question. 
| been carefully dealt with by the magis- 


granted the transfer of a licence from 


| the present Ship Inn, about two miles 
'from Pett village, 


near Hastings, to a 
new house about to be built about half-a- 
| mile from Pett village ; that Pett village 
has not at present a public-house in or 
near it and does not want one ; that the 
| parish councils concerned have passed 
unanimous resolutions against the trans- 

; that memorials, signed by an over- 
Watling majority of the householders, 
were presented at the Court in opposition 
to the transfer ; and whether he proposes 
to take any steps to prevent the people 
of Pett having a_ public-house thrust 
upon them against their will. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
‘I have obtained a Report on the case 


oo the clerk to the magistrates who 
| dealt with it, and find that the facts on 


one side are substantially as stated in the 
The case appears to have 


trates, who heard what was to be said on 
both sides. The decision is entirely in 
their discretion, and I have no jurisdiction 
in the matter; but I may point out 
that the grant of the removal of the 


| licence does not take effect unless con- 


firmed by the East Sussex Quarter 


| Sessions, and that it is open to anyone 


who opposed the granteto oppose also the 


| confirmation. 


Posseckstown Evicted Tenant. 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Miss 
Margaret M. Clarke, of Posseckstown, 
Notter, county Meath, has applied to the 


| Estates Commissioners to be reinstated 


in her farm ; and, if so, if the application 
has been dealt with. 








&23 Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Dirrell.) The Estates | 
Commissioners have not received any | 
application for reinstatement from Miss 
Clarke. 


Greenwich Hospital Funds. 


Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
will state the number of pensioners from 
the Seamen Pensioners Reserve who now 
receive the age pensions from Greenwich 
Hospital funds, their present average 
age, and the total amount paid to such 
sioners during the year 1906; also 
similar information with reference to 
pensioners from the Royal Fleet Reserve, 
and, if none, then when the first payment 
out of the funds mentioned will be pay- 
able; whether all the pensioners in both 
the reserves mentioned are actually paid 
the age pensions from Greenwich funds 

attaining fifty-five years, whilst the 
average age of others eligible outside 
such reserves was last year stated to be 
sixty-three years; and whether he will 
say under what circumstances or by what 
‘uthority the pensioners from the Sea- 
men Pensioners Reserve and of the Roval 
Ficet Reserve are entitled to and actually 
receive their pensions on attaining fifty- 
tive, whilst the others stated do not. 


ets 





(Answered by Mr. Edinund Robertson.) 
The number of pensioners belonging to 
the Seamen Pensioners’ Reserve now in 
receipt of age pensions from Greenwich 
Hospital funds is approximately 1,850, 
their average age being sixty-one, and 
the total amount paid in respect of these 
pensions being £16,630. — Pensioners 
belonging to the Royal Fleet Reserve 
will not be paid Greenwich Hospital age 
pensions on reaching the age of fifty-five, 
: 


is ; aD: 
but their applications 
Pl} , 


will be considered side by side with other 


when received, 


applications, and they will be awarded 
pensions at such ages as the funds avail- 
able may permit. The age pension is 
paid to pensioners from the Seamen Pen- 
sioners Reserve under authority of <Act 
16 and 17 Vie., cap. 73, and Order in 
Council of the 29th November 1870, as 
modified by the King’s Regulations, 
Article 1956a, section ¢, issued under 
authority of Order in Council. 
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Motor Omnibus Breakdowns. 


Mr. BURNYEAT (Whitehaven): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 


‘Department, whether his attention has 


been called to the frequent breakdown of 
motor omnibuses passing along congested 
routes such as the Strand and Fleet 
Street ; and whether, seeing that the 
consequent obstruction of the highway is 
of serious import to all classes of trattic, 
he proposes to enforce more stringently 
any existing regulations, or to make fresh 
regulations dealing with the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Seer tury Gladstone.) 
Motor-omnibuses, like all other forms of 
motor vehicles, occasionally break down, 
and no regulations can prevent this. 
The companies concerned endeavour 
to minimise the resulting obstruction by 
employing travelling engineers to remedy 
defects expeditiously. The ommibuses 
are carefully inspected before being 
licensed, and there is no 
believe that fresh regulations are called 
for. As machinery impioves, 
downs are likely to become less fre. 
quent. 





reason to 


break- 


Lisnagea Evicted Tenant. 


Mr. THOMAS F. SMYTH (Leitrim. 
S.): To ask the Chief secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of lreland if the Estates 
Commissioners have received an appli- 
from John 


cation for reinstatement 


Doherty, Lisnagea, Wilnagross, with 
reference to his holding on the Vaugh 
estate, in county Leitrim, and if am 


action will be taken in the matter. 


(Answered hy Mr. Birrell.) The Answer 
is in the negative. 


Drainage of the Barrow. 

Mr. MEEHAN (Queen’s County, 
Leix): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the Report 
of the Arterial Drainage Commission, 
paragraph 13, page 9, in which it is 
stated that 
hitherto estimated might, as in the case 
of the River Barrow, be expended with 
provided that they were 


smaller sums than those 


advantage, 
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devoted to the purpose of specific works 


forming part of a general and compre- | 
hensive scheme of improvement ; whether | 


he is aware that the county councils and 
the representatives of the counties injured 
by the flooding from the Barrow have 
agreed on a scheme, pending legislation 
and a scheme of 
which would considerably reduce the 


thorough drainage, | 


floods and the evils resulting therefrom ; | 


and whether, seeing that Sir Alexander 
Binnie, Chairman of the Drainage 
Commission, stated that the works pro- 
posed under the scheme were of a 
beneficial and permanent character, one 
of the 


first works that should be done | 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 


under any general scheme of drainage, he | 


will favourably consider this scheme and 
provide the money to carry it out. 


Mr. MEEHAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant — of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the teport of the Arterial 
Drainage Commission, dated 23rd Febru- 
ary, 1907, paragraph 13, page 9, 
referring to the River Barrow, endorsing 
the observations of the Allport Commis- 
that the upper portion of the 
catchment area of the River Barrow 
extending down to Athy contains an area 
of 408,000 aeres, of which 
are flooded or injured by floods, that the 
basin of the Upper Barrow sitters more 
from floods than any other part of 
Ireland, as shown in the figures given 
above, the proportion which the lands 
flooded and injured bear to the whole 
catchment area is exceptionally high, the 
length of time during which large tracks 
are covered with water is often consider- 
able, and there are several low-lying 
towns within the limits of the river basin 


sIon 


which sutier directly and indirectly from | 


inundations ; that altogether the condition 
of the district may be 
deplorable; and seeing that this con- 
dition for fifty 
and that the flooded area and injured 


described as 


has existed 
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Parliament. It is, I am informed, in 
course of being printed, and will be 
ready in a week or two. When the 
evidence has been received it will be 
necessary to consider the recommenda- 
tions of the Commission as a whole in 
order to decide what legislation may be 
necessary, and this will obviously take 
some time. Meanwhile it would not be 
possible or desirable to consider the 
question of undertaking drainage schemes 
in particular cases. 


Questions. 


Police Protection in Ireland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland what was_ the 
number of persons afforded constant 
protection and special protection respec- 
tively by police patrols in each county in 
Ireland on the Ist instant, and the 
number of police engaged on these duties 
respectively ; and what was the number 
of other persons, not included in this list, 


| to whom similar protection was afforded 


16,000 acres 


during the period Ist January, 1906 to 
29th February, 1907, but from whom 
protection was withdrawn because the 
necessity for it had ceased. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) ] beg to 
refer to my Answer to the similar Ques- 
tion put by the hon. Member for Mid 
Armagh on the 13th instant. During 
the month of February, 1907, special 
police protection was withdrawn in two 
cases, viz.-one in King’s County and 
one in county Kerry. With this addi- 
tion the former answer applies to the 
present Question. 


Agrarian Outrages in Ireland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: To ask tine 


| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


years | 


lands now exceed 60,000 acres, what steps | 


he proposes to take to provide a remedy 
for this evil which has caused loss of life 
and annual destruction of property. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Che evidence 
taken by the Arteriai Drainage Com- 
mission has not yet been presented to 


of Ireland what the number of 
agrarian outrages in Ireland in the years 
1902, 1903, 1904, 1905, 1906, and the 
months of January and February, 1907, 
under the following heads : total agrarian 
outrages, including threatening letters 
and excluding threatening letters ; par- 


was 


ticular crimes under the following 
heads: homicides ; firing at the person ; 
assault with intent to murder; assault 





+ See Cols. 10-i2. 





























827 Questions, {COMMONS} Questions, 828 8 
endangering life 3 incendiary fires ; killing, _ (Answered by Mr, Birrell.) The follow. is 
cutting, or maiming cattle; attacking | ing table gives the information asked re 
houses ; and firing into dwellings. ' for :-— v 
| is 
; ; | Jan. | Feb, ry 
Nature of Outrage. | 1902. 1903. 1904. 1905. 1906. 1907. 1907. 
| Ww 
oF la: CTX) Ge a an - th 
Homicide - . - > 1 — = Ww: 
| 
Firing at the person ; : | 2 1 1 2] 3 1 ’ 
Assault with intent to murder | |} 1 } — oe 
| | | pe 
. ord ' « | Y 
Assault endangering life - | 3 ] l l 2 — St 
on 
Incendiary fire - - -| 41 42 18 42 | 47 2 l at 
— ; on C1 
Killing, cutting, or maiming | 22 ) 1] 14 1] _ - 
cattle - . . . - | 
; , i ; 7 a in 
Attacking houses - - | 
| 0 
| 
ee ,; | . | 
Firing into dwellings 4 6 12 > i 8 l | ol 
| | ali 
Other offences (exclusive of Wi 
threatening letters) - -| 46 49 48 65 Di | 4 5 the 
be cs an! aes * — ere Ly 
Total (exclusive of threaten- ae 
ing letters) = - - -| 121 112-101 136 | 129 8 7 
Threatening letters 132 83 105 = «143 |: 1085 8 4 
Se 
Grand total (including threat- Ex 
ening letters) - - -| 253 195 206 | 279 | 234 | 16 1] ( 
Ul 
Boycotting in Ireland. | Constabulary informs me that on the Ist Cu: 
Mr. WALTER LONG: To ask the! instant there were three cases under the a 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | head of wholly boycotted, and seven 
of Ireland what was the number of | under that of partially boycotted. The 
persons wholly boycotted in Ireland on! number of cases in which persons were 
the Ist instant; the number of persons | boycotted in a minor degree, or in which “a 
partially boycotted on the same date ,| attempts were made to boycott, was i 
and the number of other persons | seventy-three. Serious cases of boy- 
affected by boycotting whose cases weie cotting are those in which the boycotted 
recorded in the Returns made by the | person’s means of livelihood are affected, I 
constabulary authorities, but which are | as by the refusal to sell provisions to him cler 
not regarded as falling into the cate-| in local shops, the refusal of labourers sup 
gory of persons wholly or partially | to work for him, the refusal of neigh- _ 
eel. 2 ‘ : , sam 
dere pos ae — a hours to buy from or sell to him, and 
assificatio red by ‘ : : a 
classification tollowed by the authorities | such like. When several such conditions 
in recording cases of boycotting under , ld  vonealie 
_ ‘ —_— _ oe 
each of these heads. eo ee Y 
affected, the person is regarded as 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The In- wholly boycotted. When the circum- 
spector-General of the Royal Irish! stances are not so grave, but the person 





he 
on 
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re 
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is still seriously affected, the case is Boy Clerks in the Civil Service. 


regarded as one of partial boycotting. Mr, PARKER (Halifax): To ask the 
When the boycotting consists of petty Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
isolated acts, as distinguished from will state the number of boy clerks and 
organised or sustained boycotting, or boy copyists entered into the Civil 
when an attempt is made to boycott, but — during the years 1904, 1905, and 
isa aillioed: ie: Seaeiniadlalibk, sie eave till 1906 ; also the number of boy clerks and 
nite bie finest boy copyists who, during those years, 
within the third category mentioned. were appointed to situations in the 
Second Division, Excise and Customs. 
Nairobi Railway—British East Africa. 

Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Black- (Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I. The 
pool): To ask the Under-Secretary of number of boy clerkst certificated by the 
State for the Colonies whether the land | Civil Service Commissioners during the 

. : . ‘ years 1904 to 1906 are, I am informed, 
one mile on each side of the railway line ° 


Senate” oe ed : . as follows :— 
at Nairobi, in British East Africa, is 


= oe In 1904 - - 986 
Crown property. In 1905 ; ; 596 
In 1906 - - 923 


(Answered by Mr, Churchill.) The land 
j ast] as loins r a » y “a 2am 
in qué stion was originally the propert} Total - 2.505 
of the Crown, and, so far as the Secretary agai 
of State knows, no part of it has been 
aiid as fatale a ic: guna Wadi II. The numbers of boy clerks (or boy 
; “) ' — “_ ne copyists) whether serving or super- 
will he shown in the Return for which  ynuated, who were certificated for the 
the hon. Member for Newcastle-under- following appointments during the years 














Lyme has moved. 1904 to 1906 are as given below :— 
| 
Appointments. 1904, 1905. 1906. | Total. 

Second Division clerks - - - 27 53 81 161 
Excise assistants - - - - 6 11 11 28 
Customs assistants - - - 8 11 5 24 
Customs port clerks — - - - | — 2 oe 2Z 

77 97 215 


Total - - - = 41 








* The title “boy copyist” was changed to “ boy clerks” in 1902, 


[ understand that the numbers of boy Registry of Deeds, Dublin. 
derks (or boy _ copyists) serving or Mr. MEEHAN: To ask the Secretary 
superannuated, who were certificated as | to the Treasury whether he is aware that 


assistant clerks (abstractors) during the | the work of the Registry of Deeds, 


same years are as follows :— Dublin, has increased by 30 per cent. 
In 1904 5 P 180 | during the past six years, owing chiefly 

In 1905 i ‘ 246 | to negotiation under the Land Purchase 

In 1906 , r 281 /Act; that dissatisfaction prevails 
wieciad |amongst the existing staff due to the 

Total - 707 | strain thus put upon them without any 


corresponding remuneration and to the 
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organisation of the office; and whether 
the Treasury will give the claims of the 
staff an early consideration. 


(Questions, 


Mr. MEEHAN: To ask the Secretary 


to the Treasury whether he is aware 
if a memorial from the staff of the’ 
Registry of Deeds, Dublin, was for- | 
warded to the registrar for transmission 
to the Treasury on the 4th Janu- 
ary, 1906, whether the transmission 
of the memorial has been delayed 


through the absence of the registrar, the 


assistant registrar not haying authority 
to deal with the matter; and 
whether, in the event of the illness of 


the head of the department proving to 
be protracted, steps are to be taken to 
have this matter dealt with. 


Runcimen) Tam 


(Ansur red hy Mr. 
been a considerable 


aware that there has 


increase in the work of the Registry of 
Deeds, but I have no reason to think 
that this increase has put any undue 
strain on the staff. I understand that 


the memorial referred to was forwarded 
to the Registrar for transmission to the 
Treasury on 4th January, 1907. The 
Registrar was at that date, and has since 
been, precluded by illness from attending 
to business. In the event of his illness 
proving to he protracted, and the 
memorial being forwarded to the Treasury 
by the Assistant Registrar, it will be 
taken into consideration. 


Clerks in Board of Works, Dublin. 


{COMMONS} 
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made and recommended some time ago, 
no replies were received. 


(Answered by Mr. Ruiciman). Tk the 
hon. Member will allow me I wiil reply 
to his Question for to-morrow at the 
sametime. The grant of four increments 
to a Second Division cler k, and the pro- 


' motion of an assistant clerk to the Second 


Mr. DELANY (Queen's County, 
Ossory): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he will ask the Board of | 


Works to explain the reason why all 
applications from Second Division clerks 
for the four increments on reaching £100 
per annum have been ignored; and 
if the responsibility for this action rests 
with the Secretary, because the majority 
of the applicants are Roman Catholics. 


Mr. DELANY 


to the Treasury 


To ask the Secretary 
whether he is aware 
that no assistant clerks, new class, in 
the "Board of Works, Dublin, have yet 
heen promoted to the Second Division, 
aithough there are at least four of that 
class. elegible for such promotion by 
length of service and by the importance 
of the work performed by them; and 
will he ask the Board of Works why, 
when applications for promotion were 


Division, are both under Order jp 
Council confined to cases of exceptional 
merit. The Board of Works inform me 
that they have dealt personally with all 
applications, and have dealt with them on 
their merits, and without reference to, or 
knowledge of, the religion of the appli- 
cants. They are not aware of any 
in which an application has been left 
without reply. 


Case 


National Physical Laboratory. 

Sir PHILIP MUNTZ (Warwickshire, 
Tamworth) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, what are the exact terms of 
reference to the Tr Committee 
recently appointed to incuire into the 


2ASUPYV 


administration and  condrct of the 
National Physical Laboratory. 
(Answered by Mr. Runciman). The 


Committee was appointed “to inguire 
generally into the work now performed 
at the National Physical Laboratory, with 
special reference to—(1) the character 
of the mechanical, physical, and chemical 
tests undertaken there; (2) the 
bility of their interfering unduly with 


possi- 


the business of other agencies ; (5) the 
desirability of publishing the results of 
all such testing work ; and to 1 eport (1) 
whether having regard to the industrial 


interests of the country generally and to 
those of private agencies, any change is 
desirable i the scope of the work otf the 
laboratory ; and (2) on what lines any 
further de AePhmaeot nt of its business should 


proceed.” 


Sin PHILIP MUNTZ: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, whether the 
Treasury Committee recently appointed 
to inquire into the administration and 
conduct of the National Physical Labora- 
tory was appointe id by the Treasury vy or by 


any body or society other than the Trea- 
sury ; and, if so, by what hody ol 


sé ciety. 


Sik PHILIP, MUNTZ: 


To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, whether any 
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of the members of the 


the administration and 
National Physical Laboratory were ap- 


pointed after consultation with, and at | 


the suggestion of, any person connected | 
with the National Physic: ul Laboratory, 
either as a member of ‘the Committee of 
that body or of the staff of the National 
Physical Laboratory. 


(Ansie red bu Mr. Runciman). I think 
the hon. Baronet will tind an Answer to 
these two Questions in the reply which 
gave to the hon. Member for Ealing on 
the 7th instant. 


Market Prices of Malting Barley. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) : To ask 
the hon. Member for South Somers t, as 
representing the President of the Board 
of Agriculture, whether he can give 
quantities and pric malting barley 
sold during the months of October, 
November, and December, 1906, in the 
tollowing markets, with the weight per 
in each market, Norwich, Lincoln, 
Bury St. Edmund's, Berwick, Cambridge, 
Bishops Stortford, Chelmsford, York 
md Darlington. 


‘Ss OF 


a} 
pushei 


(Ans I red bi Sir Kduard Strachey.) It 
is net possible for me to give the hon. 


Member the information he desires as to 
the quantities and prices of malting 
harley, inasmuch as the Returns received 


under the Corn Returns Act do not dis- 
tinguish malting barley from barley used 
for other purposes. We are making 
inquiries as to the weight per bushel of 
the hailey sold at Lincoln, Bury St. 
Edmund's, and Berwick, but at all the 
other markets named in the Question it 
is sold by weight or weighed measures at 
148 Ibs. to the quarter, or 56 Ibs. to the 
bushel. 


Cashel Postmastership. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To | 
ask the I ddan the sneral, whether he 
conld state if there was no officer in | 
Ireland fitted for promotion to the | 
postmastership of Cashel, which was | 
recently filled by an official from Scotland ; 
whether he will say in what respects Mr. 
Goudie was considered the best qualified ; | 
and whether he will state the number of 


ee (4) Debates, clxx., 986. 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 
Treasury Com- | 
mittee recently appointed to inquire into | 
conduct of the | 


| that, 


Questions. S34 
applications he received from officials in 
Ireland, and the length of service of each 
candidate. 

(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
Mr. Goudie possessess all the qualifica- 
tions required, and was, in my opinion, 
the most suitable candidate for the post. 
He had longer service than the best 
qualified of the Irish candidates. Parti- 
culars of the applications received are 
never published. 


Telephones in County Cork. 

Mr. A. ROCHE (Cork): To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he has 
received resolutions from the Cork Incor- 
porated Chamber of Commerce and other 
publie bodies in the South of Ireland in 
support of a telephonic connection be- 
tween Cork and the important towns of 
Fermoy, Bantry, Charleville, and Youghal; 
and, if so, will steps be taken to earry this 
project into effect. 


(Anse red hy Mr. 
have received a copy of the 
referred to by the hon. Member. The 
question of the extension of the Post 
Ottice telephone system in the South- 
West of Ireland has engaged my careful 
attention for time past. Recent 
inquiries, however, at the places named, 
show that little local support would be 
given to telephone exchanges except at 
Fermoy and Bandon. Even in those 
towns the probable revenue would not 
the estimated cost of the service, 
but I hope shortly to be able to offer to 
extend the telephone system to those 
two places under guarantees, and else- 
where if the guarantee is forthcoming. 


Sydney Buxton.) | 
resolution 


some 


cover 


Cotton Gambles. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he is aware 
under manipulation, the prices of 
the American cotton futures contract, as 
used on the Liverpool exchange, with 
nearly 1,000,000 bales of cotton in that 
port and with only a very small quantity 
in New York, is selling at some 200 
points over New York and twenty-five 
| points over new crops for 1907-8 caus- 
| ing wide-spread mischief to the Lancashire 
spinners and manufacturers as well as to 
| merchants and importers ; whether he is 
aware that this artificial difference ha 
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‘enabled Liverpool manipulators to open | 


up enormous gambling operations in the 
shape of straddles between Liverpool 
and America ; and whether, under these 
circumstances, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will take steps to safeguard the 
‘cotton industry from these gambling 
operations and manipulations — solely 
made possible under the present form of 
fucures contract as practised at Liver- 
pool, 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) I am 
aware that, according to quotations 
published in the Press, there is at present 


some considerable difference between the | 


Liverpool and New York prices of cotton 


for future delivery, but I find no evi-| 


dence, from inquiries I have made in 
Lancashire, of any mischievous result 
arising therefrom in this country. 
While I have no sympathy with gambling 
operations, properly so-called, | am not 
prepared to take any steps in the 
direction of restricting legitimate deal- 
ings in “future” contracts. 


Tonnage Clauses in Harbour and Port 
Bills. 


Sirk BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): To ask the President of the Board 


{COMMONS} 
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Land Allotments—Council Appeals. 

| Mr. BILLSON (Staffordshire, N.W.) ; 
'To ask the President of the Local 
/Government Board how many appeals 
| have been made to the Board by parish 
councils and district councils respectively 
/under Section 9, Sub-section 4, of The 
' Local Government Act, 1894; and if he 
ean give the number of appeals granted 


| and refused. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) There 
have been no appeals to the Board by 
| district councils against refusals by 
county councils to make orders under 
the sub-section mentioned. There have 
been three cases in which parish councils 
have appealed. In one of them the 
appeal was not proceeded with, and in 
the remaining two the appeal was un- 
successful. In one of these two cases it 
appeared that it would not be practicable 
to secure the financial balance con- 
templated by Section 2 (2° of The Allot- 
ments Acts, 1887, and in the other the 
parish council succeeded, whilst the 
appeal was pending, in obtaining some 
land in lieu of part of that which they 
had proposed to acquire, whilst as to the 
'rest their proposals would have involved 
a contravention of Section 10 (6) (c) of 
The Local Government Act, 1894. 


of Trade what are the intentions of the | 


Board with regard to the tonnage clauses | 
contained in the Great Yarmouth Port | 


and Haven Bill, the Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board Bill, the Cardiff Railway 
Bill, the Taff Vale Railway Bill and the 
Leith Harbour and Docks Bill. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-Gieorge.) 1 


propose to introduce at an early date a | 
Bill dealing generally with the question | 


of varying the deductions from the gross 
registered tonnage of vessels now per- 


mitted by statute in order to arrive at | 
the basis on which harbour and pilotage | 
This Bill will, I. 


dues are to be levied. 
hope, be referred to a strong Select 
Committee. In these circumstances I 
have suggested to the promoters of the 
Cardiff Railway Bill and the Leith 
Harbour and Docks Bills that they 
should withdraw those Bills which deal 
only with this question. As regards 


other Bills of this session in which the | 


question is raised inter alia, I have 
suggested to the promoters that they 
should withdraw the clauses dealing with 
this particular matter. 


London Parochial Infirmaries and 
Pulmonary Tuberculosis. 

Mr. W. PEARCE (Tower Hamlets, 
Limehouse) : To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he will state 

'which metropolitan parochial infirmaries 
| have special wards for the treatment of 
cases of pulmonary tuberculosis ; and can 
the Local Government Board encourage 
the establishment of such wards. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) In the 
majority of the metropolitan Poor Law 
infirmaries special wards are set aside for 
these cases. The general practice is to 
extend this system, and I desire to 
encourage it in every way in my power. 


Vaccination. 

Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : 
To ask the President of the Local Gov- 
ernment Board if Dr. Fletcher reported 
on the case of Olive Hunt, who died 
after vaccination; if the same Dr. 
Fletcher reported on the case of Willy 
Kellam, vaccinated on 30th October, 
(1906; if the wound in this case took 
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seventy-two days to heal; and if he will 
lay a copy of Dr. Fletcher’s Reports upon 


the Table of the House, or give a copy of 


the Report to the relatives. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Dr. 
Fletcher reported on both these cases. I 
do not know the precise number of days 
which the wound took to heal in the case 
of Kellam. 
mv information and are confidential 
documents. Hence I could not take the 
course suggested in the last part of the 
Question. 


Cost of Pauperism., 


Mr. L. HASLAM _ (Monmouth 
Boroughs) : To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he is 
aware that, according to the monthly 
statement of pauperism in England and 
Wales, there were, in 1907, 7:7 indoor 
and 15:7 outdoor paupers per thousand 
respectively, while in the London district 
the figures are approximately reversed, 
that is to say 16°8 indoor and 9-8 outdoor 
per thousand ; will he state the cost per 
thousand paupers in the London district 
and also in England and Wales. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Tam 
aware of the figures referred to. The 


eost of relief per thousand paupers for a 


year, according to the latest figures | 


available, was about £27,700 in London 
and about £15,800 in England and 
Wales. 


Bute Coastguard. 

Mr. LAMONT (Buteshire): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty what is 
the salary paid for medical attendance on 
the coastguard at Lamlash and Kildonan, 
respectively, in the county of Bute. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 


Dr. Robert Jamieson, surgeon and agent, | 


who attends both the Lamlash and 
Kildonan detachments, is not in receipt 
of a fixed salary, but is paid at the 
ordinary rate laid down in the instructions 
to Admiralty surgeons and agents. If 
my hon. friend wishes, I can furnish him 
with a statement of the actual amount 
paid to Dr. Jamieson during the last 
imancial year in respect of these two 
stations. 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 


The Reports were made for | 
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| Indian Military Service Pamily 
| Pension Fund. 
| Sm SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Cen- 
' tral): To ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he is aware that the 
| quinquennial valuation of the Sun 
| Life Assurance Society for the period 
‘ending 31st December, 1906, was 
completed within two months of that 
date; whether he is aware that the 
jamount of the above-named insurance 
| company’s premium income, amount in- 
| sured, and the number of the beneficiar- 
_ies, is at least ten times as great as in the: 
| case of the Indian Military Service Family 
Pension Fund ; whether, seeing that the 
| staff at the India Office are fully employed 
on their current work, he will in future 
ana for outside aid in procuring the 
| quinquennial valuation of the Indian 
| Military Service Family Pension Fund ; 
| and whether he can yet name a date for 
{the completion and publication of the 
/quinquennial valuation of the Indian 
| Military Service Family Pension Fund 
| for the period ending in 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) I 
do not think that the valuation of assets 
and liabilities arising under Indian Mili- 
tary Service Family Pensions regulations 
can be compared with the valuation of an 
English assurance society. In a life 
assurance society the liability of the com- 
pany generally terminates with the death 
of the premium payer. In the Indian. 
| Family Pension funds the liability to pay 
out commences from that date, and some- 
times extends for over 80 years. The re- 
cognised mortality tables used by English 
| life assurance companies are not applicable 
| to the lives of Anglo-Indians, and the old 
tables compiled in the time of the East 
India Company no longer represent exist- 
| ing vital statistics, and new tables have 
| to be quinquennially prepared or revised 
in order to arrive at an equitable valua- 
tion. I will endeavour to arrange for 
| the preparation and publication of the 
quinquennial valuations, both civil and 
| military, at a much earlier date. As 
| stated in my reply dated the 14th Febru- 
ary, the valuation as on 3lst March, 1903, 
is now in the hands of a consulting actuary 
for his independent investigation and 
report. 


Enlistment in the Army Reserves, 
Mr. ARNOLD FORSTER. (Croydon) : 
'To ask the Secretary of State for War 
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whether any change had been made, or is | 
v z ’ 


proposed, in the terms of enlistment, con- 
ditions of service, or liability on mobilisa- 
tion, of the men in Schedule D of the 
Army Reserve; if so, what is the exact 
nature of such change, when will it become 
operative, and to what categories of men. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The reply is in the negative. 


Volunteer Adjutants. 

Mr. PARTING TON (Derbyshire, 
High Peak): To ask the Secretary ot 
State for War how many of the Volun- 
teer officers acting as adjutants are hold- 
ing temporary appointments ; to which 
branches of the Volunteer Service they 
are attached; and how many are ap- 
pointed to county battalions with one or 
more detachments. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
At the present moment there are twenty- 
seven Volunteer officers holding tempor- 
ary appointments as adjntants in the 
Volunteer force. Of these seventeen 
belong to the artillery, two to the 
engineers, and eight to the infantry. 
Of these infantry adjutants three belong 
to county battalions with one or more 
detachments. 


Flogging in the Army. 

Mr. LEHMANN (Leicestershire, Mar- 
ket Harborough) : To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is now pre- 
pared to make any statement as to the 
non-applicability of the limitations of the 
powers of the Secretary of State contained 
in Section 133, sub-section 2, of the Army 
Act, in the ease of the exercise of such 
powers by the Officer Commanding-in- 
Chief in the field, as provided by the 
Army (Annual) Bill, page 5, line 41, and 
page 6, lines 1 to 7. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) I 


it quite clear that the Commander-in- 


| Forces 





(Hie sf ions, 


in consequence of both divisions of the 
Court of Appeal (England) having been 
engaged during the current sitting in 
hearing appeals from the King’s Bench 
and Probate Divisions, there is now a 
serious accumulation of appeals from the 
Chancery Division; and whether it is 
proposed that, apart from the Judicature 
Bill, which appears likely to meet with 
considerable opposition, any steps shall be 
taken to reduce these arrears at an early 
date. 


(Answered hy Sir i. Camplell-Ban- 
nerman.) The Lord Chancellor informs 
me that it is not practicable to reduce 
these appeals more rapidly unless the 
Judicature Bill be passed and that is the 
principal reason for desiring that it 
should he passed. The Court of Appeal 
is obliged to arrange the cases which it 
hears with some regard te the compara- 
tive arrears from the different divisions, 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


The Volunteers and the New Army 
Scheme. 

*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) r 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State fo 
War whether Volunteers who _ have 
served for years will be required under 
the new scheme to re-enlist upon the 
new conditions, or whether Volunteers 
now serving will be permitted to fulfil 
their present engagements upon the 
terms under which they enlisted. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALpANEe, Haddington) : The 
Territorial Force will be raised and 
maintained by the county associations, 
which bodies, as they come into exist- 
ence, will exercise authority only under 
the terms of the Territorial and Reserve 
Bill. Units of the existing 


“ne.) 1 Auxiliary Forces will be transferred to 
propose to move an Amendment in Com- | 
mittee to the clause in question to make | 


Chief in the field shall have no powers to | 
authorise the infliction of flogging for any | 


offence. 


Judicial Appeals. 


Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston): To | 


ask the Prime Minister whether his 


attention has been called to the fact that, 


the Territorial Force by Order in 
Council; but the conditions of service 
of no individual now serving will be 
altered without his consent. 


Pensioners and Civil Employment. 

Mr. SEDDON (Lancashire, Newton): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can give the informa- 


‘tion received from Harrods, Limited, 
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with reference to the employment of | allowance was only to be granted to non- 


soldiers, with pensions, at a wage of 5s. 
per week. 


Mr. HALDANE: I am informed that 
Messrs, Harrods have not dismissed a 
single civilian packer ; that there are at 
present eight soldiers under instruction, 


/commissioned officers, and not to cor- 
— lance-corporals, and privates. 


Mr. HALDANE was understood to 
|say the non-commissioned officers were 
/out fora longer time and required more 
| allowance. 


and that they are quite independent of | 


and in excess of the ordinary staff of | 


civilian packers. 


Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.) : 
right hon. Gentleman aware that firms 
which employ Army Reserve men do often 


take into consideration the amount of | 


Is the | 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Ob no, 


not all. 


Mr. MYER = asked whether the 
| Territorial Army when in camp would 


their pensions when fixing their wages, | 


and will he do what he can to prevent 
that kind of thing in future ? 


receive any compensation for loss of 
wages. 
Mr. HALDANE: They receive the 


Army rates of pay; that is the only 
| compensation we can give them. 


Mr. HALDANE: I can only say [| 


have given instructions that the practice, 
if it exists, shall be discouraged in every 
possible way. 


Camp Allowances. 

Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary for War whether the 
Army rate of pay, mentioned in the 
Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill, 


Volunteer Uniforms. 

Mr. MYER: I beg to ask the Secre- 
|tary of State for War whether, in view 
of the continual necessity for renewing 
uniforms of Volunteers, and in order to 
save wasted expenditure, he can state if 
there is any intention to clothe the second 
line as a whole in any particularly 
coloured cloth for service or other dress. 


includes any extra allowances beyond | 


that now given to soldiers for messing 
and service pay ; if he can state the total 
amount to be paid per day whilst in 
camp for pay and allowances to a single 
man and a marriei man respectively ; 
and if any deductions are to be made for 
messing or other charges. 


Mr. HALDANE: The intention is 
that all ranks in the Territorial Army 
shall draw Army rates of pay without 
deduction. A sergeant of infantry will 
thus receive 2s. 4d. a day, a corporal 
ls, 8d. and a private ls.; in other arms 
the rates are higher. In addition every 
man will draw the messing allowance of 
3d. a day so long as a grocery ration is 
not issued free, and the families of non- 
commissioned o'licers will draw separation 
allowance. Proficiency pay which takes 
the place of service pay cannot be 
obtained by the regular soldier unless he 


has two years colour service and is on a} 


“long ” engagement ; the terms of service 
in the Territorial Army accordingly will 
hot qualify a man to receive this pay. 


Sin HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) asked why, the separation 


Mr. HALDANE: Service dress will 
be provided for the whole of the Terri- 
torial Force. 


Territorial Forces Bill. 

Sim HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if, having regard to the fact 
that he invited some twenty of the best 
known officers of the Auxiliary Forces 
to advise him last year as to the best 
method of forming a Territorial Army, he 
proposes to consult with them as to the 
details of the Bill he has introduced, and 
to learn their views as to the suggested 
destruction of the Militia, Yeomanry, and 
| Volunteers, before asking the House to 
| agree to a Second Reading. 


Mr. HALDANE: During the early 
stages of the present scheme of reorgani- 
sation I wished for information upon a 
number of specific points upon which [ 
}addressed questions to the Committee 
to which the hon. Member refers. The 
| discussions and advices of the Committee 
| upon those points were of great value to 
/me. Now that a Bill is before the House 
‘Ido not think that any advantage would 
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be gained by consulting the Committee 
to which the hon. Member alludes. 


(Questions. 


Engineer!Service—Civil Staff. 

Mr. ©. H. CORBETT (Sussex, East 
Grinstead): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can now 
state when the Army Council will be 
ready to give a decision in the matter of 
the pay and promotion of the civil staff 
for engineer services. 


Mr. HALDANE: The matter is still 
under consideration, and it is not yet 
possible to say when a decision will be 
arrived at. 


Press Laws in India. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that Mr. Jotindranath Sen, 
editor of the Allahabad Citizen, was cited 
to appear before the district magistrate 
of Allahabad on 4th February with 
respect to a certain article that appeared 
in the Citizen of 21st January regarding 
the alleged misarrangement of the mela 
at Tribeni, and was asked the name of 
his informant, which Mr. Jotindranath 
Sen refused to give, and was then asked 
by the district magistrate to sign a state- 
ment of the interview ; and whether he 
will inform the House as to the authority 
under which these proceedings were 
taken, and whether the purpose of the 
proceedings was to charge Mr. Jotin- 
dranath Sen with the crime of sedition. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY — or 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Hobnovse, 
Bristol, E.): I have seen in the news- 
papers reports to the effect stated. I 
have no information as to the authority 
under which the proceedings in question, 
if they ever took place, were taken, or as 
to their purpose. 


Champaran Outrage. 

*Mr. REES: I beg toask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether all or 
any of the Bengali cultivators who beat 
to death Mr. Bloomfield, an indigo 
planter of Champaran, have been brought 
to justice. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: No _ information 
has reached me as to the result of the 
inquiry into the circumstances of the 
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murder of Mr. Bloomfield, but I have no 
doubt that every effort will be made to 

' bring the murderers to justice. 


*Mr. REES: Is the hon. Gentleman 
|aware that outrages such as_ these 
,formerly so rare, are now becoming 
| more frequent, and does he not think that 
special measures are necessary for the 
protection of our fellow subjects ? 


Mr. HOBHOUSE : I do not think the 
| Secretary of State has any information 
leading him to believe that such cases 
are at all common. 


Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): Will the inquiry be 
made by cable? I put this Question a 
fortnight ago, and we have as yet got 
no satisfactory Answer. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: Yes, I think I can 
undertake to send a cable message. 


Uganda Railway. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme) : I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, with reference 
to the Uganda Railway Government 
strip, whether these lands are in the 
position of a security for the money 
advanced by the Imperial Government 
to build the railway ; and, if so, whether 
he will make arrangements that no more 
of this land be alienated without the 
sums realised or accruing being allocated 
specially to the reduction of this debt, 
instead of being used as at present for 
current expenditure of the Colony. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE For THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 
zone or strip originated in the days when 
the future status of the railway was still 
undetermined, and the principle was then 
laid down that the receipts therefrom 
should be set off against the capital cost of 
construction. Now that the railway has 
become a branch of the Protectorate 
Administration the retention of the zone 
as a separate estate is anomalous and 
administratively inconvenient ; and s0 
long as the Protectorate is not self- 
supporting the appropriation by this 
country of the profits on the zone does 
not secure any real repayment to the 
British Exchequer. In these circum- 
stances His Majesty’s Government have 
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decided that the question of repayments 
on account of the capital cost of the 
railway shall be deferred until the 
Protectorate can dispense with an Im- 
perial Grant-in-aid ; and that the railway 
zone shall cease to be treated as a 
separate estate, the revenue dorived 
therefrom being treated in the same way 
as the receipts accruing from other lands 
in the Protectorate. 


Canada and the Navigation Conference. 

Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether, in view of the 
extensive coast line of Canada, His 
Majesty's Government will consider the 
propriety of inviting Canada to be re- 
presented at the forthcoming Navigation 
Conference, when the power of the 
Colonies with reference to the regulation 
of coasting trade is to be discussed. 





Mr. CHURCHILL: I have nothing | 
toadd to the reply given on the 18th | 
instant by the right hon. the President | 
of the Board of Trade to a_ similar | 
Question. t 


Railways in Northern Nigeria. | 


Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.): I beg | 
toask the Under-Secretary of State for | 
the Colonies whether he is in a position to | 
make any further statement as to the pro- | 
posed railway development in Northern | 
Nigeria, 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. [regret | 
that IT am unable to make any further 
statement at present. 

| 

Mr. LYELL: When will the hon. | 
Gentleman be able to give the informa- | 
tion 4 

Mr. CHURCHILL: I am afraid I can- | 
not indicate any date at present. 


| 
| 


Governors and Commercial Enterprises. 
Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) : I beg | 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for | 
the Colonies whether, in view of the 
recent disclosures in Ceylon, Fiji, and 
West Africa, where the governors after 
retirement had acquired commercial 
monopolies of various kinds adverse to 
the interests of these Colonies, detrimen- 
tal to good and honest government, and 
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contrary to the principles of free trade, 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
intends to take any steps to put a stop to 
these abuses ; and, if so, will he say what 
these steps are. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Some weeks ago 
the Secretary of State addressed a com- 
munication to the governors on the 
subject of ex-governors engaging in com- 
mercial enterprises in the Colonies with 
which they have been connected. The 
Secretary of State desires that it should 
not be assumed that he accepts the 
wording of this Question as making a true 
presentment of the facts of the particular 
cases to which it refers. 


Mr. MENZIES (Lanarkshire, S.): In 
view of what was done in connection 
with the Ceylon Pearl Fisheries, would it 
not be possible in the future to make it a 
condition of the appointment of any 
governor that he should not, during his 
period of office or after, use the knowledge 
he acquired in the Colony for the 
purposes of personal gain ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Obviously it is 
quite impossible to make any regulation 
controlling the actions of governors after 
they have left His Majesty's service. The 
Secretary of State has issued a circular 
discouraging the practices complained of. 


Mr. SMEATON : But what is the use 
of the circular in view of what has 
happened in Ceylon and West Africa, 


' where the ex-governor purchased conces- 
| sions from outsiders ? 


Would it not be 
better to bring in legislation prohibiting 
the practice ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not think 


that that would be the most convenient 


course, 


New Caledonia. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he is aware that 
the peoples of Australasia have made 
frequent protests against the use of 
New Caledonia as a penal settlement 
by the French authorities in close 
proximity to their shores, and if, bearing 
those protests in mind, His Majesty's 
Government made any, and, if so, what, 
representation to the friendly considera- 
tion of our French allies in the course of 


2¥ 
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the negotiations for the enforced labour | The Hague Conference. 

of the New Hebrideans, with regard to, *Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
this out-of-date method of dealing with | tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
Europeans convicts ; and if those repre- the instructions to be given to the repre- 
sentations were received hy the French sentatives of Great Britain at the Hague 
Government in the spirit of the comity | Conference will be previously communi- 
of nations. cated to the House. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to’ Mr. RUNCIMAN: It will be desir. 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, Dews- | able to follow the precedent of the 
bury ; for Sir Edward Grey): The Aus- the previous Conference, when it was 
tralian Government have on several oc- stated that any public announcement 
casions called the attention of His Majesty’s beforehand of the instructions given to 
Government to the use of New Caledonia the British Delegates was inexpedient, 
as a penal settlement by the French 
authorities, and communications have Russian Tea Duties. 
been made to the French Government on *Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Secretary 
the subject. These representations have ot State for Foreign Affairs whether ay 
stay res in the most friendly spirit representations have been made, or can 
by the Government ol the Republic, but properly be made, to the Russian Govern. 
they have not felt themselves in a posi- jent respecting the duty levied on 
tion to give any definite pledge of policy | Tygian tea of upwards of 200 per cent 
in the matter, though they have stated al valorem, but for the excessive nature 
that there _— ee present intention Of | of which an important trade in Indian 
reviving the practice. In reply to a! tous could be done with the Russian 
representation made to them in May last | Rapire 
His Majesty’s Ambassador at Paris ~~ casi 
received a verbal assurance that there Mr. RUNCIMAN: 
was no intention of renewing the system a 
of sending convict labour to the island, 
but if any change of system were contem- 
plated, they would not fail to inform Sir 
I’. Bertie so as to enable him to warn His 
Majesty’s Government. No further 
intimation on the subject has since been 
received. There is, and will be, no ques- 
tion of enforced labour in the New 
Hebrides and no negotiations have taken 
place respecting it. 


Representations 
on this subject were made to the Russian 
(sovernment in September, 1905, but, as 
the hon. Member for Central Hull was 
informed on the 22nd March last,7 they 
led to no result. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment do not propose to pursue the 
subject any further. 


*Mr. REES: Can the hon. Gentle- 
man tell us the effect of the duty 
or the quantity of tea imported into 
eR ees Russia ? 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Are 
French convicts still being sent there ! Me. RUNCIMAN: I am efcad I 

cannot siy the precise effect, but 1 am 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: The assurance informed that the quantity of Indian tea 
given by the French Republic is that imported into Russia has gone up con- 
there is no intention of renewing the | siderably in the last twelve months. 
system. 

Mr. REES: Would not this be a 

Sin GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) ; | favourable opportunity to approach the 
May I ask the hon. Gentleman whether, Russian Government on the subject ! 
if it is the fact that convicts are sent | om : 
there for life, it would not be a great | Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) : Was 
many years before New Caledonia ceased | not the imposition of these high duties 
to bea penal settlement ? by Russia by way of retaliation for the 
| sugar bounties ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : The hon. Member | (No Answer was returned. ] 
is just as good a judge of the period of ae 
longevity as I am. + See (4) Debates, cliv., 618. 
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Russian Troops at Teheran. 

Mr. LYNCH (Yorks, W.R., Ripon): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Russian troops 
have arrived in Persia to guard the 
Russian Legation and the Consulates ; 
and whether any similar steps are being 
taken by His Majesty’s Government. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: His Majesty’s 


Ministers at ‘Teheran has reported that | 


small reinforcements have been sent 
to the guards at the Russian Legation 
at Teheran and Russian Consulates at 
Tabriz and Urmia. It is not considered 
that any similar steps on the part of His 


Majesty's Government are necessary or | 


desirable at present 


Macedonian Budget—Charges for Turkish 
Troops. 

Mr. LYNCH: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he can state the number of Turkish 
troops charged to the Macedonian Bud- 


get during 1906 ; and whether any extra | 


expenditure in connection with the 
contemplated reorganisation of the 3rd 
Army Corps at Salonica will be charge- 
able to that Bubget. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: His Majesty's | 


Government have no exact information 
as to the number of Turkish troops 
charged to the Macedonian Budget at any 
time. Any extra military expenditure, 
beyond that provided for in the Budget, 
is not chargeable to the revenue of 
Macedonia. 


Mr. LYNCH pressed for fuller infor- 
mation as to the charges. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: My Answer con- | 


tains the fullest information at the 
command of the Foreign Office. 


Mr. LYNCH was understood to suggest 
that the financial delegate might supply 
the information. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : Weare in constant 
communication with him, and my Answer 
contains the fullest information we have. 


Commercial Agent in the United States. 

Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Eeclesall) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs why £700 is 
still provided for a commercial agent in 


the United States seeing that by the new 
arrangement an allowance of £100 at 
Washington is granted for a seeretary in 
the diplomatic service for doing the work 
of the commercial attache. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The appointment 
of the commercial agent in the United 
States does not expire until 31st March, 
1908, and his services will therefore be 
retained until that date. Meanwhile, it 
| does not appear that His Majesty’s km- 
| bassy at Washington should be excluded 
| from the operation of the new scheme as 
| to commercial attachés. 





Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): Seeing 
that the salary of the British Ambassador 
to the United States has been raised from 
£3,000 to £10,000, could he not pay fora 
commercial ageut ? 


The Opium Traffic. 

Mr. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, Rush- 
cliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
Government has received a proposal from 
the United States Government for the 
appointment of a Commission or Con- 
ference respecting the opium traffic in the 
East of Asia; if so, whether he can give 
particulars of the proposal; what has 
been the response of His Majesty’s 
Government thereto ; and how the matter 
now stands. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| [No Answer was returned. | 
| 
| 
| 





Mr. RUNCIMAN: In reply to in- 
| quiries, the United States Government 
are willing to take part in a Joint Inter- 
national Commission of Investigation, if 
certain other Powers are likewise willing, 
and if the inquiry extends to the produc- 
| tion of opium in China as well as to the 
import of foreign opium The United 
States Government have also been told 
that His Majesty’s Government consider 
that procedure by way of a Commission 
would seem better adapted than a Con- 
ference for an investigation of the facts of 
the opium trade, and of the consequences 
of the opium habit in the Far East. A 
Conference, if convened now, might find 
that the materials before it were insuffi- 
cient for arriving at a definite recommen- 
dation. If, however, the other Powers 
consulted prefer procedure by way of a 
Conference, His Majesty's Government 
do not desire to press this view. 


2F 2 
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Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, | English undertakings as imposed by the 
East Toxteth): Will this preclude the | Companies Act, 1867, and the Stamp 
Government from continuing their nego- | Act of 1891. 
tiations with China ? 

Mr. ASQUITH: A stamp duty of 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: 1 should like | 1s. per £1,000 was imposed by Sections 


notice of that Question. /4 and 6 of the Finance Act, 1899, on 
| share certificates of American railways 
Commercial Attachés. (on their first transfer or negotiation in 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS: I beg to | the United Kingdom, and this was con- 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign | sidered to be as heavy a duty as the 
Affairs whether the stationing of com- | circumstances would allow. 
mercial attachés in France, Japan, 
China, and Turkey has been found to Dividends on Mine Earnings. 
be satisfactory. Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
Mr. RUNCIMAN: The Answer is in| if income tax is charged on the full 





the affirmative. dividends paid by mining companies 
; ; | which have only a few years life before 
Whisky Production. them, and where a large part of the divi- 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) : I beg to | dend must be applied by the shareholders 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer | to replace capital which is wasting ; and, 
whether he can state the quantity of pot | if so, whether there is any claim whieh 
still and patent still whisky produced in| can be made‘ by the shareholders for 
England, Ireland, and Scotland in 1906, | repayment of Income Tax so overpaid. 
and the quantity produced in 1896 and 
1886, respectively. Mr. ASQUITH: Income Tax is 
charged on the full “profits” (not divi- 

THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX-| dends) from mines, ascertained as pro- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquiru, Fifeshire, | vided by the Income Tax Act of 1842, 
E.): The desired information cannot be} in Rule IIT. (2) and Rule TV. (5) of 
given, as the Inland Revenue accounts | Schedule A., and no allowance is ad- 
do not distinguish between pot still and | missible on account of exhaustion of a 
patent still spirit. The total quantities | mine. The law on the subject was very 
of spirits produced in each part of the | fully discussed and expounded by Lord 
United Kingdom will be found in the| Blackburn in the case “Coltness Iron 
annual Reports of the Board of Inland} Company 7. Black” in the House of 
Revenue. Lords, 1881. 





Mr. LEA: Cannot the right hon. | Names of Licensed Houses. 
Gentleman arrange for these figures to} Mr. FIENNES (Oxfordshire, Ban- 
be obtained by the Excise authorities?) bury): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
They are of great importance to the} State for the Home Department if 
trade. | there are licensed houses in certain parts 

'of London known to the police by the 

Mr. ASQUITH: As far as I know | names of the cow houses and cow sheds; 
there are no means of distinguishing | and, if so, whether he can state the 
them. /reason given by the police for these 

| names. 
Stock Transfer Fees. | 

Mr. G. H. FABER (Boston): I beg) Ture SECRETARY or STATE ror 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer) tus HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
if he can see his way to impose a transfer | GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): The terms 
fee on all American railway stocks dealt | referred to are not police terms, and | 
in on the London Stock Exchange on | am afraid I cannot enter into the ques 
the same scale as now exists on british | tion of their meaning. 
railway stocks, seeing that, although | 
American railway certificates are in effect| In reply to a further Question by Mr. 
warrants to bearer, they escape the| FireNNEs, Mr. GLADSTONE said the 
duties payable on bearer warrants of! hon. Member apparently understood the 
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usual meaning of the phrase known to 


the police. 


Rate Summonses. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for the | 


Home Department whether he is aware 
that a summons issued in the parish of 
Sutton, in the county of Surrey, and 
returnable on the 14th March, 190%, 
for the recovery of 5s , part of a rate made 
by the Overseers of the Poor on the 
»9th October, 1906, the costs were 
3s. 6d., being 2s. 6d. fee to the clerk of 
the justices, and ls. to the constable for 
serving the summons ; and, seeing that 
in the borough of Wandsworth, county of 
London, the inclusive charge for summons 
and service is 6d., will he state why so 
high a fee as 2s. 6d. was allowed to the 
justices’ clerk at Sutton. 


Mr. GLADSTONE : Under a table of 
fees payable to Justices’ Clerks in Surrey, 
which was settled in 1901, 2s. 6d. is the 
proper charge for the summons and 
hearing in a rate case, and 1s. is charge- 
able by the police at Sutton for serving 
the summons. No change can be made 
in the table of Justices’ Clerks fees except 
at the instance of the Standing Joint 
Committee, to whom any representations 
on the subject should be addressed. The 
fees mentioned are not unusual in 
counties; I have no information as_ to 
fees charged in Wandsworth Borough. 


Inspection of Laundries. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department on what day before Easter 
he proposes to introduce a Bill dealing 
with the inspection of laundries in con- 
nection with religious institutions. 


Mr. GLADSTONE : This Bill will be 
introduced in another place either before 
Easter or immediately after the holidays. 


Complaints against Railway Companies. 

Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade how many complaints against 
railway companies under Section 31 of 
The Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, 
have been received by the Board of Trade 
ane each of the years 1904, 1905, and 
906. 
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THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-GeorGE, Car- 
Boroughs): The complaints 
received under the section in question in 
the years 1904, 1905, and 1906, numbered 
76, 69, and 108 respectively. These do 
not include general complaints that are 


received from trade organisations as to 


railway charges and facilities. 


Conveyance at Owner's Risk. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that the Joint Claims Committee of the 
English and Welsh railway companies 
has recently issued notices to some packed 
parcels carriers and parcels agents, 
threatening them that, if they pay claims 
upon parcels consigned for conveyance by 
passenger train at owner's risk without 
the authority of the railway companies, 
the arrangement under which the fee for 
collection of parcels is allowed will be 
cancelled ; whether he is aware that it is 
the invariable custom of railway com- 
panies to reject all claims upon goods 
carried at owner’s risk rates ; and whether 
he proposes to take any steps to suppress 
this system of hampering trade. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Tam making 
inquiry with regard to the issue of any 
such notices as are mentioned by my hon. 
friend, and will inform him of the result. 
My information does not support the 
allegation that railway companies reject 
all claims in respect of goods carried at 
owner’s risk. The matter is, however, 
dealt with by a Bill which this House has 
already read a second time. 


Bureau for Agricultural Labourers: 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth) : I beg 
to ask the hon. Member for South 
Somerset, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, whether he 
can see his way to organise an agricul- 
tural labour bureau under the Board of 
Agriculture, where labourers desirous of 
getting back to the land could be put 
into communication with employers seek- 


ing such persons, to their mutual 
advantage. 
Sim EDWARD STRACHEY 


(Somersetshire, S.): My noble friend 
is of opinion that there are consider- 
able objections to the establishment 
of a labour bureau by a Government 
Department and he cannot therefore 
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see his way to adopt the hon. Member's 
suggestion. 


{COMMONS} 


| what sums have 
Something might, however, maintenance and repair of Carnarvon 
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been allotted to the 


be done through existing agencies, and I | and Stirling Castles. 


shoald be glad to confer personally with 
the hon. Member on the subject. 


Infectious Diseases Hospitals. 

Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.) : To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has been 
called to the proposal of the town council 
of Bournemouth to erect an infectious 
diseases hospital in the parish of Kinson, 
Bournemouth being in Hampshire and 
Kinson in Dorset ; whether the inhabi- 
tants of Kinson have written to the Local 
Government Board protesting against 
the proposal on the ground that their 
water supply is drawn from a stream 
flowing close to the proposed site for the 
hospital and almost certain to be con- 
taminated from it; and what steps he 
intends to take in the matter. 


THe PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
Burns, Battersea): The Chairman of 
the Kinson Parish Meeting has communi- 


cated to me the effect of a resolution | 


passed by the parish meeting protesting 
against this proposal. I have no 


| 
Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER ovr 
/WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 


| Rossendale): The sum alloted in the 
Estimates for 1907-8 to Carnarvon 
Castle is £1,000, and to Stirling 


Castle £520. 


Welsh Education Department. 


Sir F. BANBURY: I beg to ask the 
| President of the Board of Education 
when the organisation of the Welsh 
Education Department is expected to be 
in full working order, involving an 
accompanying reduction of the English 
staff. 


THE SECRETARY to THE BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Mr. Louau, Islington, 
W.): As my right hon. friend has already 
stated, the organisation of the Welsh 
Department is at present in a transitional 
state, and it is impossible for me to say 
when any changes consequent upon its 
being in full working order can be 
effected. 


authority to interfere in the matter unless | 


the town council apply for sanction to a 
loan for the purpose of defraying the cost 
of providing the hospital. I have not at 
present received any such application, 
but in the event of my doing so I will, 
before complying with it, give full con- 
sideration to all the circumstances of the 
case. 


Mr. LYELL: Does the right hon. 
xentleman say that the Local Govern- 
Board has no power to prevent a 
municipal authority thus prejudicing the 
value of property in a given neighbour- 
hood unless a loan is applied for. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: That is so. 


Mr. LYELL: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman take any steps to secure an | 


alteration of the law to prevent that ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I will, of course, 
consider any representations made to me. 


Carnarvon and Stirling Castles. 
Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) : 
To ask the First Commissioner of Works 


Gateshead Education Committee. 


— Mr.J. W. TAYLOR (Durham Chester- 
| le-Street): I beg to ask the President of 
| the Board of Education if his attention 
has been called to a notice issued by the 
Gateshead Education Committee stating 
that, after the end of March, all children 
attending Gateshead schools but living in 
the administrative county of Durham 
would be excluded ; if this is caused by 
the Durham County Education Committee 
‘refusing to enter into a mutual arrange- 
'ment with the Gateshead Education 
| Committee ; and, if so, will he take steps 
to bring the parties together, and thus 
| prevent much inconvenience to children 
| attending Gateshead schouls. 


Mr. LOUGH: The Answer to the 
| first two paragraphs is in the affirmative. 
|The Board of Education have no power 
to compel a Local Education Authority 
| to enter into an agreement under Section 
| 52 of the Elementary Education Act 1870, 
| but they have endeavoured, so far without 
| success, to persuade the parties to come 


| 


' to terms. 
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Secondary Schools. 






Eccleshall) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Education when he expects 
to publish the new regulations connected 
with secondary schools. 


now under the President’s consideration, 
to say on what date they will be issued. 


Legal Advisers of the Welsh Education 
Department. 

Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion if the existing legal advisers of the 
Board of Education will give advice to 
the Welsh Department, or whether that 
Department will have its own legal staff. 


Mr. LOUGH: The services of the 
Board’s existing legal advisers will be at 
the disposal of the Welsh Department 
should they be required. 


Llanychan School. 

Me BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, 
Oswestry): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Education if he can now 
state what grounds the local education 
authority for Denbighshire have advanced 
for holding the school at Llanychan to be 
unnecessary ; and what action the Board 
of Education propose to take in the 
matter. 


Mr. LOUGH : The Board have not as 
vet been informed of the grounds upon 
which the Llanychan Church of England 
school is considered unnecessary, and it 
is therefore obviously impossible to say 
what action will be taken in the matter. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN: How long will 
ittake the Board of Education to read 
the letter sent it ? 

Mr. LOUGH: The matter will be 
dealt with without delay. 


Training Colleges for Teachers. 

Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire) : 
Ibeg to ask the President of the Board 
of Education whether any schemes for 
new training colleges for teachers, or 
hostels, have been sanctioned during the 
last two years, and, if so, will he name | 
them; whether any schemes are under | 
consideration and not yet sanctioned ; | 
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Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, | 


Mr. LOUGH: These Regulations are | ; : t 
particulars which he requires. 


but I regret it is impossible at present | 
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| and will he name the accommodation in 
each case. 





Questions. 


Mr. LOUGH : I do not think statistical 
information, such as the hon. Member 
asks for, can be conveniently given in 
reply to a starred Question, but I will 
send him a_ statement giving the 


Post Office Employees on Licensed 
Premises. 

Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
[ beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether there is any rule of the Postal 
Service with reference to the employment 
hy the Post Office of persons residing on 
licensed premises ; and, if so, whether he 
can state its effect to the House. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar) : Post Office servants are not allowed 
to have any part in the ownership or 
management of licensed premises, but 
they are not forbidden to reside on such 
premises, though they are as a rule ex- 
pected to obtain permission to do so. 


South African Mails. 
Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the Post- 
master - General whether he is aware 
that the mail from South Africa arrives 


und is delivered three or four hours 
after the departure of the English 


mail for the Cape, thus entailing the 
delay of a whole week in answering let- 
ters ; whether he can bring pressure to 
bear on the Union Castle Line to start 
their mail boats a couple of days earlier 
from Cape ‘Town ; and, if this is impos- 
sible, will he stipulate that this should 
be done when next concluding a contract 
with that company for the transport of 
the British mails homeward. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The mail 
service with the Cape Colony is performed 
hy the Union Castle Steamship Company 
under a contract with the Cape Govern- 
ment which extends to the year 1910. 
There is already only one day’s interval 
between the arrival of the outward mail 
at Cape Town and the despatch of the 
homeward mail ; and it would be difficult 
to interfere with the existing arrange- 
ments without inconvenience. On the 
approach of the termination of the 
present contract the question will receive 
consideration. I should add that on 
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thirty occasions during the past twelve 
months it has been possible to arrange 
for the correspondence from the Cape to 


be delivered in London on Saturday | 


morning in time for replies to be des- 
patched by the out-going mail. 


Hong-Kong Mails. 

Mr. MYER: I beg to. ask the 
Postmaster-General, under: the Liver- 
pool and Hong-Kong mail contract, 
in which it is proposed to pay to the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company the 
sum of £60,000, whether the forwarding 
of the mails by this route will be more 


expeditious and economical than by the | i, his three Questions. 


{COMMONS} 
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, by the former route as compared with 
_ the latter. 


| May I further ask the Postmaster- 
'General what is the number of mail 

services per annum from this country to 

Hong-Kong via the Suez Canal, and 

what is the number of mail services viv 
Canada ; and what is the net annual cost 
| to the British taxpayer of the two sets 
| of services respectively, after deducting 
| receipts from postage. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I am not 
| yet in a position to give the detailed 
| information asked for by the hon. Member 
The necessary 


, with | : . 
present route under the contract’ with | oo) ulations are, however, being made, 


the Peninsular and Oriental Shipping | 


Company ; or does the ‘sovernment in- 
tend renewing the contract with the | 
latter company on its expiration at the | 
end of the year and subsidise two alter- | 
native routes, | 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The! 
monthly mail service with Japan and | 
China via Vancouver, carried out by the | 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company for | 
many years paid under subsidy, has | 
always been in addition to the British | 
Packet Service by the Suez route ; and | 
no change in this respect is contemplated. | 
Voyage for voyage the route of Van- 
couver is more expeditious than that of 
Suez in the case of correspondence for 
Japan and Shanghai, but there are more 
frequent despatches via Suez. The 
question of the course to be followed on 
the termination of the existing contract 
with the Peninsular and Oriental Steam 


| and the figures shall be furnished as 


soon as possible. 


Mr. MYER: How many mail bags 
are sent by each mail on the Canadian 
Pacifie route ? 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I must 
ask for notice of that. 


Employer and Apprentice Law. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General whether his 
attention has been called to a case which 
was before the Grimsby County Court 
on Tuesday, 12th February (Marris +. 
Olsen), in which an employer was sued 
for not teaching an apprentice his 
business, and which was dismissed with- 
out a hearing, on the ground that only 
a written undertaking had been given, 
and that the proper indenture had not 
sealed the contract ; and whether, seeing 





Navigation Company is under considera- 


tion; and I am not yet in a position to | 


make a definite statement ov the subject. 


Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg also to 
ask the Postmaster-General what was the 
amount of postage collected last year 
upon the letters sent to Hong-Kong from 
this country via Canada; and what is 
the annual subsidy paid by the British 
taxpayer to the Canadian Pacifie Railway 
Company for carrying such letters. 


I beg further to ask the Postmaster- 
General what is the time taken by the 
mail from London to Hong-Kong ria 
the Suez Canal as compared with the 


time taken via Canada; and what is | 


approximately the weight of letters sent 


that there was evidence of mutual accept- 
| ance of the terms of the said agreement 
| by reason of the fact that a considerable 
portion of the agreed period of apprentice- 
ship had been worked, he will take steps 
to secure that a written undertaking in 
such cases shall be a legal contract as 
though a proper indenture form was 
used. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Joun WALTON, Leeds, S.): The Ques- 
tion refers to an extreme illustration ot 
a well-known law. I can hold out no 
hope of legislation on the subject. 


Scottish National Galleries. 
| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
| tary for Scotland, having regard to the 
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ith fact that, under the Act of last year, | Science and Art Department, while the 
the Board of Trustees to manage the | remainder, four, had experience as 
National Galleries of Scotland must be | lecturers in training colleges or in the 
er- established by Ist April, is he now in a | University. The appointments are made 
ail position to announce the names of the by the Secretary for Scotland as Vice- 
to chairman and members of the Board. President of the Department from the 
I eth: 
nd list of those who have made application 
pul THE SECRETARY For SCOTLAND | for such appointments. Generally, in- 
Ist (Mr. StncLaAtR, Forfarshire): Not yet. | spectors have been appointed from among 
ts I hope to do so shortly. |men of distinguished University career 
ng | who have had sufficient experience in 
Achintee River—Bridge for Children. teaching either in elementary or in 
- Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary a A oo Inspectors a 
ad for Scotland, in view of the fact that | 1’ rae “ — oie ae a 1 ae 
ie children residing in the neighbourhood of | st Pgs “4 fe " were Murders Pon “ore 
vm Strathcarron railway station are unable | bi iar peg of inspecting 
to attend the Camat public school on | S°COMGATY Schools as well. 
nd account of there being no footbridge over | 
‘ the Achintee River, will he consider the | Mr. SMEATON: How is it that 
expediency of allowing the school board | teachers in elementary schools who 
to apply a portion of its share of the | often have large experience are only 
gs pply & Pp : | . s I , 
a general aid grant to the erection of a | permitted to rise to the rank of sub- 
i footbridge, especially bearing in mind | inspectors ? 
that it has recently been decided that it | 
* is open to any school board to apply its| Mr. SINCLAIR: No class is debarred 
share of the general aid grant, or any | from the appointments. Candidates are 
portion of such share, to improving the | considered on their merits and with 
health conditions of its schools. regard to the duties to be performed 
he. “ag? eae 
i. wn . 3 | without prejudice to any individual. 
ig Mr. SINCLAIR: The provision and | 
1s : ; ; ‘ er 
+h ua, a of seg en 2 Irish Labourers and Untenanted Lands. 
n the province ¢ | vpsnnnineced : 
rt apa Weithongiaatinn M ¥ Pan erg | Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
or of the county council, and not of the lb ‘}: ‘ 
t. . | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
school board. I have to refer the hon. | : : : 
xd] Member to my Answer to bis Question of | Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, seeing that it 
is 4th March.t ; ; 'is the practice of the Local Government 
h- ‘ita | Board to prevent the acquisition of tracts 
ly | of untenanted land and deny to labourers 
v j | > ‘ . 
n, Inspectors of Scottish Schools. | the benefit of Section 8 of the Labourers 
ot Mr. SMEA TON: I beg to ask the ' (Ireland) Act, 1906, will he require the 
ig Secretary for Scotland: how many of the | Board to inform district councils that 
t- inspectors of schools in Scotland, who | Jabourers are not legally excluded from 
at have been appointed since 1897, had | the benefit of that section. 
le previous experience as teachers in elemen- | 
" tary schools ; upon what principle and on | “TY Qn 2 
‘ ape ee |. Tur CHIEF SECRETARY vor IRE- 
8 @ nomination these inspectors were | ND (N % Bristol. N.): I 
: lected : and. whether. cenerally. inspec. | UAND (Mr. Brrrett, Bristol, N.): I am 
in selected ; and, whether, generally, inspec- | . . ‘ 
fa eS a | informed that there is no ground whatever 
“ tors have been appointed from among | Se hin shakumeant Wak ik os tie coeianel 
" University lecturers whe have had little fe Lo nt se sala iad - worn 
or no experience of elementary teaching | ()'° wscnicecktelan I 
@ dienkere ebooks | the acquisition of tracts of untenanted 
ve ; land. No case under Section 8 of the 
Ir = : | s yet arisen. My right : 
d Mr. SINCLAIR: Of the inspectors | Act has yet arisen, | My right hon. 
of (including junior inspectors) of schools pags hsp cae pierre a sie 
10 appointed since 1897, eight had previous | Me ‘i vere Section 8 confers no ower 
experience as teachers in elementary cana ed a a rae ' pve 
schools, thirteen had previous experience | ™ oT , ees 1 aie cacenee parched 
as teachers in secondary schools, one was | aE ‘ “os f — lenis witch vies wren 0 
. transferred as a sub-inspector from tho | 0! SUPeriuous lanes pa hate 
, aN __... | for the purpose of providing labourers 
le t See (4) Debates, elxx., 486-7. with cottages and plots. 
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Questions. 


Labourers Cottage Sites. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can account for the habit 
of inspectors to sanction the acquisition of 


sites for cottages upon small farms, and | 


reject, without reasons stated, applicat‘ons 
for sites upon large untenanted tracts in 
the same neighbourhood; and will he 
have instructions issued immediately to 
inspectors that, where untenanted land is 
available, sites should be sanctioned on 
that land rather than on small farms. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed that 
it is not the habit of the inspectors to act 
in the manner suggested, 
appears to be no necessity 
instructions in the matter. 


to issue 


Soldiers and Civil Process in Ireland. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, when Irish landlords, as part 
of the negotiation for the sale of their 
estates, by suing for hanging gales, suing 
in the superior instead of the local courts, 
and by other oppressive use of legal 
methods, get decrees for money before it 
is normally due, or decrees for more than 
one vear’s rent within a year, can he see 
his way to limiting equitably the extent 
to which the forces of the Crown will 
be given for executing such decrees. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Tecan add nothing to 
the reply which my predecessor gave to 
the hon. Member's similar Question on 
28th March last, namely, that it is not 
competent to the Executive Government 
to refuse the assistance of the forces of 
the Crown for the protection of the 
sheriff when engaged in the execution 
of the King’s writ. 


Mullingar Rural District Oouncil and the 
Labourers Act 

Mn. GINNELL : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land it he has seen a recent letter from 
Mr. O'Sullivan, of the Local Government 
Board, purporting to answer an inquiry 
of the Mullingar Rural District Council 
as to whether labouers were eligible for 
temporary lettings under Section 8 of 
the Labourers (Ireland) Act, 1906, but 
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to other councils, obscuring the beneficial 
working of the Act, will he take steps 


'to have the policy professed by the 
‘Government in this matter carried out 


by the officials. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have seen the 
correspondence referred to. The hon, 
Member has been entirely misinformed 
as to the purport of the inquiries addressed 
to the Local Government Board. I will 
send him a copy of the correspondence, 


' Inspectors of the Irish Local Government 


and there | 


Board. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland how many 
temporary inspectors are to be provided 
under Sub-head A of the Irish Local 
Government Board Vote, for whose 
salaries the sum of £1,000 is to be voted ; 
and why the expenses of these temporary 
inspectors are expected to amount to a 
further sum of £1,000, which is equiva- 
lent to their total salaries. 


Mr. BIRRELL : The Local Govern- 
ment Board are not at present able to 
say how many additional temporary 
inspectors may have to be employed to 
deal with inquiries under the Labourers 
Acts. The estimate of £1,000 for 
salaries was based on the assumption 
that two inspectors for a full year or 
four for six months would be sufficient, 
but possibly a greater number will be 
required. The sub-head expenses in- 
cludes subsistence allowance and tra- 
velling expenses. It is expected that the 
latter item will be unusually heavy, 
having regard to the large number of 
sites to be inspected. 


Irish National Schools. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that no 
portion of the sum of £25,000 voted 
from the Ireland Development Grant in 
1906-7 towards the cost of rebuilding 
necessitous national schools in Ireland 


has yet been spent ; what is the cause of 
‘the delay; and whether he will take 


in reality evading that question and | 


misleading the council by answering a 
question not addressed to him ; and, seeing 
that similar letters have been addressed 


steps to see that the moneys allocated by 
Parliament for this purpose are utilised. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The sum voted from 
the Ireland Development Grant for 
national school buildings in the current 
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year is £15,000. This sum is in addition 
to the £20,000 provided in the Vote for 
Public Works and Buildings, Ireland. 
(wing to the temporary partial suspen- | 
sion of grants for building it has not been 

found necessary to draw upon the former | 
sum. The delay in making the grants | 

has been due to the discussion as to the | 

basis upon which such grants are to be 

made, and also to the question of adopt- 

ing new standard plans. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Can the 
right hon. fone say how much 
money has been actually ‘used for this 
purpose ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have not got the 
figures. I hope that very soon a satisfac- 
tory arrangement will be arrived at. 





| Tess 


Repair of Irish Elementary Schools. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he has formed any | 
estimate of the amount of money neces- | 
sary to put the elementary schools of | 
Ireland into anything like a decent state ; 
and whether he will press upon the 
Treasury the need for an enlarged grant 
for this purpose. 






Mr. BIRRELL: I beg to refer the | 
hon. Member to my Answer to his 
similar Question on Monday,7 to which I 
have nothing to add. 


| 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): | 
Does the right hon. Gentleman intend to 
take steps to get this money ? 
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informs me that in the cases referred to 
protection is necessary for various 
reasons. The Inspector-General con- 
| siders that it would be very undesirable 
to give details from which the particular 
cases might be identified, and I am there- 
fore not prepared to furnish such 
particulars. 


Questions. 


Case of Martin Hawes, 

CapTain CRAIG (Down, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can give 
the grounds upon which Martin Hawes 
has recently been discharged from Galway 
Gaol after undergoing only eight weeks 
and three days of his sentence of four 
calendar months for assault on the police, 
and five weeks additional for drunken- 
and disorder; and whether his 
attention has been called to the character 
of this man, and to the fact that he has 
been convicted for similar offences on 
forty-nine previous occasions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: It would be contrary 


| to the established practice to state the 


reasons which influence the Lord-Lieu- 


| tenant in the exercise of the prerogative 


of mercy vested in him. All the circum- 


| stances of this particular case were before 
| the Lord-Lieutenant, 


including the fact 
that the prisoner had been previously 
convicted on forty-nine occasions, as well 


| as the fact that he had now sutfered over 


two months imprisonment. 


Cloghroe Dynamite Outrage. {. 
CarTain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 


| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have already taken | 
steps to secure a larger grant to be 
expended on this most necessary work. 


Police Protection in Ireland. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland under what circumstances is it 
necessary to afford special police protec- 
tion to twelve persons in county Louth, 
forty-one in county Galway, nine in 
Mayo, thirty-nine in Clare, thirty in 


county Cork, twenty-four in Kerry, 
twelve in ‘Limerick, and ten in 
Tipperary. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Inspector- 
General of the Royal Irish Constabulary 





t See Col. 426. 


of Jreland whether the Royal Trish 
Constabulary authorities have yet ascer- 
tained if a dynamite outrage was recently 
perpetrated near Cloghroe, in the Parlia- 
mentary Division of Mid-Cork. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The police authorities 
have not yet completed their investiga- 
tion of this matter. 


Major Armstrong’s Banagher Estate. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can give the date on which negotiations 
were opened between the Estates Com- 
missioners and Major Armstrong for the 
sale of his estate at Claremont, Banagher ; 
whether an inspector visited the lands 
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last October ; and whether an arrange- 


ment has been come to as to price, and 
what are the terms. 


Questions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- | 


sioners opened negotiations with Major 
Armstrong in June, 1906, and received 
their inspector’s report on the estate in 
the following November. They have 
since had the matter under consideration, 
and are now about to make an offer for 
the estate. 


Butson Estate, Clonfert. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners have purchased or 
are in negotiation for purchase of the 
Butson estate, Clonfert, county Galway ; 
and, if so, when may the tenants upon 
the estate whose holdings are uneconomic 
expect an enlargement. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners have directed an inspection of the 


estate in question with a view to making | 


an offer for purchase to the Land Judge, 
in whose Court the matter is. If the 
Commissioners should acquire _ the 


property they will prepare a scheme for | 


the distribution of the untenanted land, 
but cannot say how soon this may be 
possible. 


Grants for New Irish Schools. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to | 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 


state approximately the date on which | 


the Commissioners of National Education 
will be in a position financially to consider 
applications for grant towards the erec- 
tion of new schools. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am not 
moment in a position to give a definite 
Answer to this Question. 
able to make a statement on the subject 
in the discussion on the Estimates 
to-morrow night. 


Gort Board of Guardians— 
Surcharge. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 


tion has been drawn to the surcharge. 


made by the Local Government Board on 
three members of the Gort Board of 
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Guardians ; whether he is aware that the 
surcharge arose out of a meat contract, 
which brought a saving to the rates; 
whether he is aware that the guardians 
surcharged had nothing to do with the 
| acceptance of the tender; and will he 
| explain how it is that, when there was no 
|loss to the guardians in the accepted 
'tender, the Local Government Board js 
| now seeking to receive £38 3s. 2d. 

| 

| 

| Mr. BIRRELL: In this case the con- 
| tract entered into by the guardians was 
| declared by the Local Government Board 
to be null and void. The guardians, 
| however, in spite of the warning of the 
| Local Government Board, persisted in 
taking meat under the void contract, and 
| the auditor was obliged by law to sur- 
| charge the payments made in the case, [ 
have already informed the hon. Member 
that the Local Government Board have 
| felt it to be their duty to sustain the sur- 
charge in order to secure the due obsery- 
ance by the guardians of the law in these 
matters. 


Minkill Evicted Tenant, Leitrim. 
Mr. THOMAS F. SMYTH (Leitrim, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if the 
| Estates Commissioners will reconsider the 
application for reinstatement which they 
received from Mrs. Bridget Moran, 
Drumnadubber, Drumsna, with reference 
to the farm in Minkill, on the Rowley 
estate, in county Leitrim, from which her 
late husband was evicted in 1884 ; and, 
in the event of her not being reinstated 

if compensation will be given to her. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that they have fully 
considered Mrs. Moran’s application. 
|The evicted farm is occupied by another 
person, and Mrs. Moran herself already 
‘holds a farm of nineteen acres. She 
declines to accept any land unless it be 
near her present holding, and in the 
circumstances the Commissioners consider 
that they cannot do anything further in 
the matter at present. 


Earl of Leitrim’s Falcarragh Property. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say 
what has been the result of the negotia- 
tions recently carried on by the Congested 
' Districts Board for the purchase of 4 
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rtion of the estate cf the Earl of | 


Leitrim, in the neighbourhood of Fal- 
earragh, county Donegal. 


Mr. BIRRELL: In February, 1906, 


the Congested Districts Board made an | 
offer for the purchase of a portion of the | 
estate referred to, but the offer was not | 


The Board again 


accepted by the owner. 
at their recent 


considered the matter 


meeting, and decided to take no further | 


steps for the present. 


Irish Teachers’ Residences. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) : I beg to. 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland, whether any new | 


plans or rules for the erection of teachers’ | 
residences have been adopted ; and, if so, | 
in view of the fact that the maximum | 
grant of £250 hitherto allowed is now | 


insutlicient, can he say whether and to | 


what extent this sum has been increased. 


M R. BIRRELL “ 
negative. ‘The amount of loan for a 
teacher’ s residence could not be increased | 
beyond £250 without legislation. 


Tubbercurry Potato Crop. 

Mr. O'’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he is aware that 


in Curry and other congested districts in | 


the union of 'Tubbercurry, county Sligo, 
an amount of distress prevails owing to 
the failure of the potato crop of last year, 
many poor people being without the neces- 
sary seed for cropping purposes ; and 
whether, under the circumstances, he will 
see that, in any free distribution of seeds 
which takes place, the claims of the people 


of these improverished districts will be | 


considered. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have inquired into the cir- 
cumstances of Tubbercurry Union, and are | 


satisfied that there is no exceptional dis- | 


tress inthe district. There is no increase | 
in outdoor relief as compared with a | 
year ago. The Board have no doubt that 
the people will be able to find means to | 
crop their land this spring. 


Irish Hall-Mark. 
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a protective tariff in Ireland against 
| Sheffield silver, and exacts a charge of Is. 
/an ounce for putting thereon the Irish 
| hall-mark, whereas in England the chirge 
is only 4d. an ounce for putting the hall- 
mark on Irish silver ; and if he proposes 
during his term of office to impose like 
restrictions on all articles of British manu- 
| facture imported into Ireland, 


Mr. BIRRELL: The hon. Gentleman 
'has been misinformed. ‘The matter in 
question does not fall within the pro- 
vince of any department of the Govern- 
ment. The duty of hall-marking silver 
in Ireland devolves upon the Corporation 
of Goldsmiths in Ireland, a body incor- 
| porated by Royal Charter in 1637. 
| Under the Charter, the Corporation 
| possess the right to fix the charges for 
_hall-marking. The hon. Secretary to the 
Corporation | informs me that in 1896 their 
charge for hall-marking articles manu- 
'factured in England was raised to one 
| shilling an ounce, in order to counteract 
| a practice, which had sprung up in certain 
quarters, of sending articles to Ireland to 
be hall-marked, and then selling them as 
| of Irish manufacture. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman say how the 
Government justify these protective 


duties in Ireland against Irish goods ! 


Mr. BIRRELL: I think not. 


Royal Irish Constabulary—Theft of 
Money at Corofin, Clare. 
| Mr. THOMAS F. SMYTH: I beg to 
(ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if his attention has 
been called to Class 3, Vote 19, in the 
| Civil Service and Revenue Departments 
Estimates for the year ending 31st 
March 1906, where a special sub-head has 
/ been introduced into the account, with 
the sanction of the Treasury, to recoup 
an officer in the Royal Irish Constabular 'y 
‘the sum of £10 5s. 10d., which was stolen 
i from his office in the harracks ; ; and if he 
can state in what part of Ireland this 
occurred, and if any investigation will be 
held, so that the perpetrator of the deed 
| may be found out and brought to justice, 
_and thus prevent such acts of theft from 


Si: HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | being committed in future. 
Central): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- | 


tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland | 
under what circumstances he has already ' 


Mr. BIRRELL: The hon. Member 
refers to the Appropriation Accounts, not 
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the Estimates, for the year ending 31st 
March 190%. The sum referred to, 
which consisted of public money, was 
stolen together with a locked cash-box 
from the office of the District Inspector 
at Corofin, county Clare, in May, 1905, 
while the officer was absent on duty. A 
strict investigation was instituted, and 
every effort made to trace the offender, 
but without success. The Irish Govern- 
ment were satisfied that there was no 
contributory negligence on the part of the 
ofticer, and upon their recommendation 
the Treasury authorised the loss to be 
made good from the Vote. The Inspector- 
(feneral informs me that losses of the 
kind are extremely rare. 


Plunketstown Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. KILBRIDE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can say what 
decision, if any, the Estates Commis- 
sioners have come to relative to the 
reinstatement of Garret Stynes, Plunkets- 
town, county Kildare. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners are considering this matter, 
and will in due course inform the hon. 
Member of the decision at which they 
may arrive. 


County Cork Evicted Tenants. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | 


tenant of Ireland, whether, in connection 
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able in the localities mentioned, so far ag 
| they have been able to identify such 
localities. If the names of the townlands 
| in which it is suggested that untenanted 
| land exists, and the names and addresses 
of the owners or their agents, should be 
furnished to the Commissioners they will 
have inquiries made. 


Longworth Estate, County Galway. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE: I beg to ask 
'the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
'tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
|the date upon which the Congested 
Districts Board agreed to purchase the 
Longworth estate, Oatfield, county Gal- 
| way ; and when may the tenants upon 
}and surrounding it, whose holdings are 
uneconomic, expect this land to be 
| divided amongst them. 





Mr. BIRRELL: The Congested 
Districts Board agreed to purchase this 
estate in November 1903. The question 
of distributing the lands has been post- 
poned, pending the Report of the Royal 
Commission on Congestion upon the 
question of enlarging the Board’s powers 
in regard to the allocation of land to 
tenants in non-congested districts, whose 
holdings do not exceed £10 in value. At 
present the Board’s powers in_ such 
| respect are limited to holdings under £5 
| valuation. 


| Irish Education Bill. 
Mr. SLOAN : I beg to ask the Chief 

















with Instruction to Inspectors, No. 50, | Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
part 4, under date 9th March, 1906, the | Ireland whether he intends to introduce 
Estates Commissioners can now state a Bill this session dealing with higher 
whether land is available for evicted | education in Ireland, in accordance with 
tenants whom it is not found possible to | the proposals recently laid down by Mr. 
reinstate in their former holdings in the | Bryce ; and, if so, can he say on what 
hereinafter named localities, county Cork, | date. 
where untenanted land is plentiful,namely, 
Castlemagner and Cecilstown. Newmarket, | 
Dromtariff and Dromagh, and Doneraile ; 
if so, what amount is available in each of 
these localities respectively ; and, if this 
information is not yet in the possession 
of the Estates Commissioners, will they, 
in view of the considerable number of 
evicted tenants seeking for equivalent 
holdings, direct their inspectors to make 
immediate inquiry in regard to the 
localities named. 


Mr. BIRRELL : I am not at present in 
a position to name a date for the intro- 
duction of legislation on this subject. 


Doohoma School Teacher's Dismissal. 

Mr. SLOAN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the fact that 
he has been unable to obtain any infor- 
mation from the National Commissioners 
of Education in reference to the dismissal 
and assault upon Mr. Cryan, principal 
teacher cf Doohoma national — school, 
county Mayo, committed by the manager, 
Father Dolphin, P.P., and his curate, he 





Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that they are not 
aware that any untenanted land is avail- 
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will ask for a report from the police, who 
are aware of all the facts. 


Mr. BIRRELL: It does not appear | 
that the police are concerned in_ this 
matter. If it is alleged that the rules of 
the Commissioners of National Education 
have been broken, the case is one for 
appeal to the Commissioners, and if there 
has been any breach of contract or an 
assault has been committed it is open to 
the person aggrieved to adopt the usual | 
legal remedy. 


Mr. SLOAN: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman any information as to the 
assault on the teacher } 


Mr. BIRRELL: [ will make inquiry 
as to that. 


Christian Brothers Schools at Carrick-on- 
Suir. 

Me. T. L. CORBETT: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary the the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the schools 
belonging to the Christian Brothers and 
the Convents in Carrick-on-Suir, have 
been omitted from the valuation lists ; if 
so, what was the amount of the former 
valuation ; and whether the Government 
intends to take any action in the matter. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I learn that the 
premises referred to have been exempted 
irom taxation since 1866 on the ground 
that they are used for charitable pur- 
poses. ‘The Urban Council of Carrick-on- 
Suir were informed last month that if 
they would enter these cases for the next 
anual revision of the valuation the 
question as to bow far the premises are 
entitled to this exemption will be fully 
investigated. 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 


874 


(uestions. 


Christian Brothers schools receive no 


public money ? 
{No Answer was returned. | 


Telephones in the South of Ireland... 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he has 
received a copy of a resolution adopted 
at the recent annual meeting of the Cork 
Incorporated Chamber of Commerce and 


| Shipping, urging the extension in the 


interests of trade and commerce in the 
South of Lreland of necessary telephonic 
communication with such centres as 
Charleville, Fermoy, Bantry and 
Youghal; and whether the postal au- 
thorities are prepared to carry out this 
much needed extension. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I have 
received a copy of the resolution referred 
to by the ton. Member. The question 
of the extension of the Post Oftice Tele- 
phone System in the South West of 
Ireland has engaged my careful attention 
for some time past. Recent inquiries, 
however, at the places named show that 
little local support would be given to 
telephone exchanges except at lermoy 
and Bandon. Even in these towns the 
probable revenue would not cover the 
estimated cost of the service, but I hope 
shortly to be able to offer to extend the 
telephone system to these two places 
under guarantees, and elsewhere if the 
guarantee is forthcoming. 


The Parliamentary Session. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : [ beg to ask the Prime Minister if he 
will consider whether an opportunity may 
be offered to hon. Members for declaring by 
a vote their opinion as to whether or no 
business should be so arranged that the 





Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Are convents 


in which business is carried on excepted ¢ | 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I ean only answer 
the Question as far as the schools are 
concerned, 


| 
Mr. T. L. CORBETT: But convents | 
are also alluded to in the Question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E): Will the hon. Gentleman in con- 
sidering this matter bear in mind the 
astonishing fact that these excellent 


parliamentary session might commence 
earlier and terminate at the end of June 
each year. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 


LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir 
H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN, Stirling 


Burghs): I do not know what oppor- 
tunity can be offered for this purpose. 
I take it as pretty certain that there is a 
general desire that the House should rise 
a month or six weeks earlier in the summer 
than its habit has been. The difficulty is 
how to adjust business for that purpose. 








875 (Juestion 
I am myself disposed to think that it | 
would not conduce to the despatch of 

business if the prorogation took place | 
in summer. A better arrangement would 

be to adjourn in summer and prorogue 

in winter after an autumn session. But 

the Government have at present no 

definite proposal to make on the subject, 

and perhaps the hon. Member will, with 

others, apply his ingenious mind to a 

solution of the intricacies involved in 

this problem. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware of the fact 
that I have already applied my “ingenious 
mind,” having handed in a notice in this 
direction to be considered by the Com- 
mittee on Procedure, whose report is to be 
discussed this afternoon? But the Com- 
mittee has never sat since. Will not 
the right hon. Gentleman set up this 
Committee again in order that this 
recommendation may be made, as I am 
quite certain it would be made ! 


[No Answer was given. | 


Passive Resisters as Magistrates. 

Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) : I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether in 
view of the fact that two gentlemen, since 
they have been appointed magistrates, 
have been summoned at Towcester for non- 
payment of a portion of the poor rate and 
been ordered to pay, he will take steps to 
prevent such magistrates from adjudicat- 
ing in cases similar to those on which 
they themselves have refused to obey 
the law. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am not aware that the facts are as 
stated by the hon. Member, and we are 
not prepared to interfere in any way with 
magistrates in the discharge of their 
duty. 


Mr. HUNT: But can persons take an 
oath to enforce the law when they them- 
selves refuse to be bound by it ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is hard to say what people may do 
when they are put to it. 


ARMY ANNUAL BILL—MEMORANDUM. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 58.) 
asked a question of the Secretary of 
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State for War of which he had, he said 
given private notice. It referred to the 
Memorandum on the Army Act. He 
wished to know why the first Memor- 
andum was withdrawn. 


Mr. HALDANE said there was only 
a semblance of mystery in the matter-— 
no real one. ‘The paper issued was 
exactly identical, word for word, as that 
sent down to the Vote Office earlier, and 
which he had given insiructions to he 
issued with the Army Annual Bill. But, 
by some mistake, instead of that being 
done the Memorandum was taken away 
from the Vote Office without his 
knowledge. Consequently the second 
paper was sent out in substitution for the 
one which actually went to the Vote 
Office. 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 
shire, Wellington): But is it the fact that 
the Memorandum was printed before it 
was ordered to be laid on the Table of 
the House, and if so, who was responsible. 


Mr. HALDANE said he rather thought 
it was printed at the War Office. There 
they printed their own papers—quite a 
right thing to do in order to have the 
papers ready in good time and sent down 
to the House promptly. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) called attention to a matter which he 
considered a gross breach of Parliamentary 
privilege. <A large section of the Mem- 
bers of the House, to which he did not 
himself belong, had been accused of 
intentional fraud and of entering into 
a criminal legislative conspiracy. The 
accusation was brought by the senior 
Member for the City of London in a 
speech he had delivered outside the 
House on the previous day. The rule 
was explicit : the imputation of dishonour- 
able and corrupt motives to Members of 
that House was not allowed, and had 
always been regarded as a gross breach 
of privilege. The passage on which he 
founded the charge was as follows— 


9 


“Was it not rather a paradoxical position: 
You have a Party come into power with au 
overwhelming numerical majority at their 
back. You have their leaders pledged to 


Home Rule, all believing in Home Rule, You 
have followers the great majority of whom 
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are also pledged to Home Rule, and all believ- 
ingin Home Rule. But this Party, with its 
enormous Parliamentary strength, has not the 
conraye of its opinions, and 1s so afraid of the 
public feeling in England and Scotland that 
itis not going to carry out the policy in which 
it says over and over again with unwearied 
iteration that it thoroughly believes. What 
is the inference to be drawn from that strange 
and paradoxical state of things? It is that 
the policy of the present Government of Ire- 
land is a deliberate and intentional fraud 
upon the British electorate. If you consider, 
in addition to and in conjunction with the 


eh 
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particular facts that I have just described to | 


you, the attitude taken with regard to the 
House of Lords, you will then, and then only, 
grasp the full nature and extent of the criminal 


legislative conspiracy of which we are now to | 


be the victims. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of Lon- 


don): Do you mind going on ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he | 


would leave the right hon. Gentle- 
man to do that. He contended that 
the use of the words “deliberate 
and intentional fraud” and “ criminal 
legislative conspiracy” was a_ breach 
of privilege, as imputing corrupt and 
dishonourable motives to Members of the 
House in relation to their Parliamentary 
duties. He cited a case in which Lord 
Selborne, when a Member of the House 
Commons, imputed corruption to the 
Irish Members. Attention was called to 
the speech in the House, and Mr. Speaker 
Peel said the words might be discourteous, 
but there was no malu fides imputed to 
Members in the discharge of their duties 
in the House. In the present case, 
however, he contended there was mula 
jides clearly imputed, not to one 
or two Members, but to a whole Party in 
relation to their Parliamentary duties, 
and he asked Mr. Speaker to rule that 
the words were a breach of privilege. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
asks me whether in my opinion there is 
any breach of privilege in the use of the 
words attributed to the senior Member 
for the City of London ; and he founded 
himself, as I understand, on two ex- 
pressions used in the course of a speech— 


the word “‘ fraud” and the words “cri- 
minal legislative conspiracy.” 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL:  Inten- 


tional fraud. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is no matter. 
Fraud must be intentional. If I believed, 
VOL. CLXXI. [FourtH SEriEs.] 
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|or if anybody who either heard or 
'read the words, believed that the 
| right hon. Gentleman was imputing to 
Ministers conduct which was capable of 
being indicted for what “fraud” or 
“criminal conspiracy ” really means, it 
would be obvious that a breach of pri- 
vilege had been committed. But I 
cannot think that anybody who heard 
the words or who had read them would 
for a moment believe that any such 
meaning could be attached to them ; and 
taking the very instance the hon. Mem- 
ber has given of the ruling of one of my 
predecessors as to whether mala fides 
/ had been imputed or not, I should say, 
taking that as a criterion, that I should 
be justified in saying that no mala fides 
_had been imputed such a; to bring the 
conduct within the scope of an indictable 
offence. We know perfectly well that, 
in the ardour of political contest, words 
are very often considerably strained ; 
but I feel convinced that in this 
instance no breach of privilege has 
been committed. 





STANDING COMMITTEE (CHAIRMAN’S 
PANEL). 

Mr. Stuart-Wortley reported from the 
Chairman's Panel; That they had 
appointed Sir David Brynmor Jones to 
act as Chairman of the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law, and Courts of Justice, 
‘and Legal Procedure, in the place of Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


TRUSTS BILL. 

“To codify the Law relating to private 
Trusts and Trustees,” presented by Mr. 
Rendall; supported by Mr. Cave, Mr. 
Micklem, Mr. Stewart-Smith, and Mr. 
Bertram ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 50th April, and to be printed. 


[Bill 133. 


(SOUTH PARADE CHAPEL) 

CHARITY BILL. 

“To confirm a scheme of the Charity 
Commissioners for the management of 
the charity consisting of the Particular or 
Calvinistie Baptist Chapel in South 


LEEDS 


Parade, in the city of Leeds,” presented 


2G 
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by Mr. Trevelyan ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 8th April, and to be 


printed. [Bill 124.] 
KINGSWOOD (WHITFIELD TABER- 
NACLE, SCHOOLROOM, ETC.) 


CHARITY BILL. 
“To confirm a scheme of the Charity 
Commissioners for the management of the 


charity consisting of the Whitfield 
Tabernacle, Schoolroom, and trust 


property in the parish of Kingswood, 
in the county of Gloucester,” presented 
by Mr. Trevelyan; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, &th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 125. | 


LONGTON (CAROLINE STREET 
:;CHAPEL) CHARITY BILL. 

“To contirm a scheme of the Charity 
Commissioners for the management of 
the charity consisting of the Congrega 
tional Chapel in Caroline Street, in the 
borough of Longton, in the county of 
Stafford,” presented by Mr. Trevelyan ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, 
8th April, and to be printed. [Bill 126.| 
DUGS (INJURIES TO PERSONS) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to 
Injuries t» Persons by Dogs,” presented 
by Mr. Dundas White; supported by 
Mr. Crombie, Dr. Shipman, Lord Robert 
Cecil, Sir John Jardine, Mr. ‘Thomas 
Frederick Richards, Mr. Arnold Herbert, 
and Mr. Molteno; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, 12th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 127.] 


AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION IN 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS BILL. 

“To promote Agricultural Education 
and nature study in Public Elementary 
Schools,” presented by Mr. Jesse 
Collings, supported by Sir John Kenna- 
way, Mr. Rothschild, Sir Francis Lowe, 
Mr. Hunt, Mr. Arkwright, and Mr. 
Carlile; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday next, and to be printed. 
| Bill 128.] 


FERRIES (IRELAND) BILL. 
“To confer on county councils in 
Ireland the power to establish and 


maintain Ferries ; and for other purposes | t OR OL © 
‘for their district. 


connected therewith,” presented by Mr. 


Gwynn ; supported by Mr. Clancy, Mr. | 


Hayden, and Mr. O'Malley ; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 10th 
April, and to be printed. {Bill 129.] 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

THe SECRETARY For SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Strvcuatr, Forfarshire), in asking 
leave to introduce a Bill to amend the 
Laws relating to Education in Scotland, 
and for other purposes connected there- 
with, said: The purpose of the Bill is to 
effect certain improvements in educa- 
tional machinery which it is thought 
can be secured without any change in 
the existing general organisation and 
without touching questions such as the 
area of educational administration. It 
proposes, in the first place, to confer 


certain additional powers upon school 
boards. Among these are power to do 


all that is necessary to provide machinery 
for the provision of meals to school chil- 
dren. The power of spending money for 
food is also conferred in certain well- 
defined cases, by a later clause of the 
Bill dealing with what may be termed 
uevlected children. In the case of neg- 
lected children it is provided that where, as 
the result of medical inspection or other- 
wise, it is brought to the knowledge 
of the school board that a child is filthy 
or verminous or insufliciently clothed 
or fed, it shall be the duty of the school 
board to make inquiry as to the reason. 
If the parent appears to be at fault, le 
should be prosecuted for cruelty to 
children, and provision is made for the 
child accordingly. If he is unable by 
reason of poverty or ill-health to do his 
duty by his child, the case is to be re- 
ferred to the parish council, but help given 
by the parish council in such cireum- 
stances shall not impose any  dis- 
ability upon the parent. The school 
board has power, pending inquiry and 
as long as may be necessary, to make 
requisite provision for the child from the 
school fund. The Bill further proposes to 
confer upon school boards power to 
inake by-laws to enforce attendance to 
a reasonable extent at continuation 
classes of pupils under seventeen years 
of age who have ceased attendance at the 
day school. Such by-laws will be made 
only when the board are able to satisiy 
the Department that there is adequate 
provision of suitable continuation classes 
It is believed that the 
time is ripe for such a step forward in 
certain districts, and that much may be 
done in this way to reduce the loss of any 
enduring result from our present large 
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expenditure upon edueation. 
section of the Bill proposes to restore 
to school boards in Scotland the power 
which thev lost by the Act of 1898 of 
giving pensions or retiring allowances to 
future teachers and to existing teachers 
who have accepted the Superannuation 
Act. The giving of a pension or a 
supplementary pension will be, as it 


always has been since 1872, voluntary | 


on the part of the school boards, and it 
is provided that grants in aid of pensions 
to teachers shall be made under certain 
defined conditions from the Scottish 
Local Taxation Account Fund. I may 
remind the House in this connection that 
the position in Scotland differs widely 


fom that in England. The circum- 
stances of Scotland are different; the 
organisation is different. There is a 


school board in every parish, and _his- 
torically the claim of teachers to a pen- 
sion or retiring allowance has always 
leen recognised. By another clause in 
the Bill, all the Local Taxation Funds 
available for education in Scotland are 
consolidated. After providing for cer- 
tain prior charges, such as the grant in 
aid of pensions to teachers already men- 
tioned, and the expenses of the Leaving 
Certificate Examination which have 
hitherto been borne by these funds, 
the balance will be distributed to county 
and burgh secondary education com- 


mittees for the purpose of enabling them | 
to make provision for a well-organised | 


system of secondary and technical edu- 
cation within their districts, in accord- 
ance with schemes approved by the 
Department, as is the case at present 
inrespect to secondary education. There 
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Another | 
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cable to elections for school boards. 
These are the main provisions of the Bill, 
which I hope will commend itself to the 
consideration of the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
|“ That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to amend the laws relating to education 
| in Scotland, and for other purposes con- 
nected therewith.”—(Mr. Sinclair.) 


*Sir HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) said that he did 
not intend to divide the House on the 
First Reading of the Bill, although he 
had some criticisms to offer. According to 
the proverb they ought to consider half 
a loaf better than no bread. But the 
gift of half a loaf was apt not to hasten 
but to delay the more valuable gift of the 
whole loaf which they desired. This 
KMdueation Bill for Scotland was more 
than due. It had been due since 1901. 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) asked, 
on a point of order, if the hon. Member 
was opposing the Bill or not ; because it 
might be gathered from his observations 
that the measure carried out his views. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that the hon. 
Gentleman had begun his speech by say- 
ing that he did not propose to divide 
the House against the Bill; but he 
gathered that the hon. Gentleman had 
some criticisms to offer upon some parts 
of the measure, and if that were so he 
| thought that the hon. Gentleman should 
| be allowed to proceed. 


are a few minor provisions which pro- | 


vide for an effective audit of the accounts | 


of both public and voluntary schools in 
receipt of grants, with power of sur- 
charge ; a section to facilitate the work- 
ing of the Day Industrial Schools Act 
in the case of truant schools by allowing | 
a shorter period of detention ; a section | 
to enable school boards, in certain cases, | 
to recover from other school boards 
expenditure upon the education of chil- 
dren without their districts ; and a section 
to facilitate the transfer of insufficiently 
endowed secondary schools under a 
ttust to school boards. Lastly, the | 


Bill abolishes the cumulative vote and 
makes the parish council franchise appli- 


*31r HENRY CRAIK said that what 
| he wanted to insist upon was that a Bill 
| dealing with education in Scotland had 
been due since 1901, and strong objections 
had been made to the delay in passing 
such a measure. That deliy had been attri- 
buted to the late Unionist Government. 
The late Government presented a Bill of 
large scope and wide policy, which v as 
received with acclamation from all sides 
of the House, although there had been 
some signs of variation of opinions 
amongst hon. and right hon. Members 
now sitting on the Treasury Bench. 
Was it possible that such variation of 
opinion was the reason why instead of 
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introducing a Bill of a wide and com- 
prehensive character, the present Govern- 
ment had introduced a Bill which proposed 
to deal with Scottish education problems 
in homeopathic doses? The adminis- 
tration of education in Scotland was at 
the present time in the hands of 984 
elected school boards, and this multi- 
plicity of petty authorities prevented 
Scotland from moving forward on the 
line adopted in England of co-ordinating 
preliminary and secondary education. 
That was a question on which the vast 
preponderance of Scottish opinion was 
entirely at one. The great problem of 
administrative areas which had occupied 
them for so long, and which had been 
discussed so fully, had been dismissed 
and passed over by the right hon. 
Gentleman. He was glad to see that 
the Bill made some provision for medical 
care in the schools, but they would never 
have a satisfactory state of things until 
that system was directed by the Central 
Department and was worked upon scien- 
tific methods. Such working was pro- 
vided for by the former Bill, but not by 
the present. As to the provision of 
pensions for teachers, he had the greatest 
sympathy with that object, and he would 


join in the promotion of a single clause | 


Bill to bring it about. He objected, 
however, to the method in which the 
Bill dealt with the vexed question of 
the provision of meals. It provided for 
an entirely different machinery from that 
proposed in the Bill lately brought before 
the House by a private Member, which 


passed its Second Reading only because | 


of the strong support of the Government. 
It was now proposed to make the money 
provided for that purpose payable by 
the Poor Law authorities, or the parish 
councils, and not by the school boards. 
That was a fundamental distinction, and 
he thought they were entitled to ask the 
Government whether they were prepared 
to continue their support of the Bill of 
hon. Members below the gangway, to 
which they had given their adhesion, 
or to pledge themselves to the alterna- 
tive machinery which was embodied in 
the present Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Sinclair and the Lord Advocate. 


Sir Henry Craik. 


{COMMONS} 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“To amend the laws relating to educa- 
tion in Scotland, and for other purposes 
connected therewith,’ presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time , to be read 


a second time to-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 130 | 


PAROCHIAL MEDICAL OFFICERS (SCOT. 
LAND). 

*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland), in askiog leave to 
introduce a Bill to amend the law 
relating to the tenure of parochial 
medical officers of Scotland, said he 
wished to bring before the House a great 
grievance which existed in the islands 
and Highlands of Scotland. Since 1896 
a number of dismissals hal taken place. 
and the parochial medical officers had 
been pressing this matter. During the 
election of 1909 the question was very 
prominently brought . forward, and 
in the following session a memorial 
was presented to Parliament signed 
by practically the whole of the medical 
profession in Scotland and _ supported 
by all the non-official Members for Scot- 
land representing both sides of the House 
on the subject. That memorial was very 
favourably received, and the then Secre- 
tary for Scotland, Lord Balfour of Bur- 
leigh, and also Lord Dunedin and the 
Mirquess of Linlithgow wee sympathetic, 
and he had no reason to believe that 
the present distinguished occupier of the 
office of Secretary for Scotland held any 
antagonistic view to the Bill. He held 


no brief for the medical profession, and 


they had in that House members who were 
quite capable of representing their views. 
This was a question which in the islands 
and Highlands of Scotland affected 
the poor to a very great extent. Owing 
to our un-Christian and immoral land 
law the position of the poor in the North 
of Scotland had become one of very 
great difficulty. They had only three 
classes of people to turn to for aid and 
assistance—the minister, the  schoodl- 
master, and the doctor—and of those the 
doctor held the most uncertain position 
and was the one who suffered most. 
The minister and schoolmaster could 
hold on to their positions, but it was a 
great and growing injustice that the 


. doctor could be thrown out of his position 
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without proper notice, and great scandal 
attached to that state of things. A case 
had recently arisen where a doctor had 
been dismissed. He had a young family 
and had to commence the world again 
with a black mark against him. By 
means of this Bill they did not ask for 
very much. All that they wanted was 
that these parochial medical officers 
should have the right to go to the Local 
Government Board and have their cases 
heard before that body. At the present 
moment the medical officers of poor- 
houses had that right, and the result of 
their having that right was that there 
had not been a single application from 
any one of them to the Secretary for 
Scotland as representing the Local 
Government Board. In England, with 
its vast population, there had been only 
six cases in which such dismissal had 
taken place during the last five years. In 
Ireland during the same period there had 
been only three cases, and it was for the 
purpose of doing this small act of justice, 
of giving these men the right to appeal, 
that he had ventured to bring forward 
the Bill in the manner he had done, and 
he hoped it would commend itself to the 
Government and to the House. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That 
leave be given to bring in a Bill to 
amend the Law relating to the tenure 
of parochial medical officers in Scotland ”’ 
--(Mr. Cathcart Wason)—put, and agreed 
to. 


Bill ordered to be brought’in by Mr. 
Cathcart Wason, Mr. Ainsworth, Mr. 
Harmsworth, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. 
Crombie, Mr. Gullard, Sir Henry Craik, 
Viscount Dalrymple, Major Anstruther- 
Gray, Mr. Younger, Mr. Cross and Mr. 
Mitchell-Thomson. 


PAROCHIAL MEDICAL OFFICERS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
tenure of office of Parochial Medical 
Officers in Scotland,” presented accord. 
ingly, and read the first time; to be read 
a second time upon Wednesday 24th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 131.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
(PROCEDURE). 
Mr, SPEAKER having called on Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN— — 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 
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Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
| (Liverpool, West Derby) seid he wished 
|to raise a point of order. He was 
‘sorry that he could not give earlier 
/notice of his intention to raise 
|this objection to the Motion of the 
| Prime Minister, but it took a very 
considerable time to go through the 
| fifty-eight or fifty-nine recorded cases of 
| alteration of the Standing Orders in order 
to see what the practice had been in 
‘all except four such matters. In the 
recorded cases of either new Standing 
Orders or amendment of Standing 
|Orders the matter had been taken 
/on the Report of a Select Committee. 
|There were, however, cases recorded 
in which the procedure had been similar 
to that now being adopted. In 190] and 
1902 the matter was dealt with on that 
footing, but in every other reported case 
the practice had been to submit to the 
House the Standing Order which it was 
proposed to amend or repeal. He sub- 
mitted that that practice ought to be 
adhered to. In the second place, in 
'every alteration or insertion of words, 
the practice seemed to have been to effect 
it by way of amendment of the existing 
Standing Order. Therefore, if the Prime 
‘Minister’s Motion was simply one to 
alter one of the existing Standing Orders, 
it should be brought before the House 
by way of Amendment and not by 
way of Resolution. The practice had 
also been that if a new Standing Order 
was proposed, or was submitted in 
substitution of an existing Standing 
Order, the first Resolution was, the exist- 
ing Standing Order having been read, that 
the House should repeal it. That diffi- 
culty seemed to have occurred to those 
_who were making the present proposals, 
because on the Notice Paper it was 
suggested that they should repeal Stand- 
ing Order 46 ; and there were also further 
Amendments to follow making a con- 
siderable number of alterations in Stand- 
ing Order 47. The House would find 
itself in a very peculiar position if the 
Motion of the Prime Minister wee 
passed and they had not repealed Stanc.- 
ing Order 46. The effect would be that 
they would have two perfectly inconsis- 
tent Standing Orders a very anomalous 
position. One suggested answer to his 
point of order was that if the two ex- 
isting Standing Orders were [ repealed 
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and the new one was not accepted by 
the House they would find themselves in 
the difficulty of having no Standing Order 
upon the point involved. But that was 
nothing like so serious a difficulty as 
would arise from having two perfectly 
inconsistent Standing Orders at one 
and the same moment. That difficulty 
arose, as would be observed by anyone 
who read the Standing Orders, when 
some years ago they repealed a portion 
of a Standing Order and put nothing 
in its place. His point of order was 
that the invariable practice should 
be followed, end that Standing Orders 
46 and 47 should be repealed. Then, if 
the House consented, they should take the 
new Standing Order proposed by the 
Prime Minister, which would take the 
place of Standing Orders 46 and 47, 
and there would be an opportunity of 
moving Amendments. Unless that prac- 
tice were followed they could not have 
a Second Reading debate on the whole 
proposition such as they ought to have. 
The Amending of the Standing Orders of 
the House was a most important proceed- 
ing, and it ought to be carried out in 
accordance with established practice. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
raises three points. The first is whether 
the Standing Order, which it is proposed 
to repeal, ought to be read as from 
the Table. The hon. Member says 
that on looking at the Journals he finds 
that this has always been the case. As 
a matter of fact what he has found are 
entries of the Standing Orders having 
been read. For a great number of years 
the Standing Orders have always been 
taken as read; ever since Members 
have been able to read, or ever since they 
were printed and available, it has been 
unnecessary formally to read from the 
Table the words of the Standing Order. 
If the hon. Member looks to-morrow, or 
later, he will find in to-day’s proceedings 
that the Standing Order will have been 
entered as having been read. The 
hon. Member’s second point is that the 
Prime Minister ought to have moved 
the repeal of the Standing Order to which 
he objects, and then asked the House 
to enact a new one. That is not the 
procedure followed in the Committee 
Stage of a Bill. There an Amendment 
is made, and subsequently anything 


Mr. William Rutherford, 


{COMMONS} 
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which stands in the Bill and which is 
inconsistent with the Amendment which 
is made at an earlier stage of the Bill, is 
struck out. The inconsistent parts are 
not struck out first before the new 
parts are inserted; and it seems to me 
that the procedure which the Prime 
Minister proposes would really be much 
the more convenient to the House than 
that of which the hon. Member gives an 
example—the inconvenience of first. re- 
pealing before you enact afresh. It 
seems to me that the better course js 
first of all, for the House to agree 
upon that which it wants inserted 
in the Standing Orders, and_ then 
subsequently that part of the Standing 
Orders which is inconsistent with what 
the House has agreed upon, can be struck 
out; because if first of all you struck 
out that which you do not like, there 
might be difficulty in agreeing upon that 
which you wish to insert, and, therefore, 
a blank would be made. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: Of 
course, if we were considering this in 
Committee there would be no_ possible 
answer, Sir, to what you are laying down. 
But it is not being considered in Com- 
mittee; it is in the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think that 
really alters the desirability of the pro- 
cedure which I have indicated, which 
seems to me to be simpler and better. 
The third point raised by the hon. Member 
is what opportunity is there for the House 
having anything in the nature of a 
Second Reading debate. Following the 
precedent which has obtained of late 
years, I do not propose to object to a 
Second Reading debate taking place on 
the statement of the Prime Minister. 
The Prime Minister will make his pro- 
posals, and those proposals as a whole will 
then be open to the observations of hon. 
Members of the House, and after the 
debate has continued for some little 
time, or when it has exhausted itself, 
then the House will approach the 
Amendments. 


Miz. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: Will 
there be an opportunity of dividing 
on the main principle ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There will be no 


question on which a division can be 
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taken, but the hon. Member will have an 
opportunity of dividing when the ques- 
tion arises of the new Standing Order, 
as amended, being made a Standing 
Order of the House. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY 
CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : 
There is one point, and I think one 
point only, on which I agree with the hon. 
Member opposite—that this is a very 
important business which we are under- 
taking to-day. 


be the effect of the changes which I am 
going to propose to the House. I believe 
these changes to be salutary and capable 
of giving new life and vigour to the House 
to a degree that we may not be able yet 
to realise. At the same time, I quite 
admit that, like all changes of this kind 
in our procedure, they are necessarily of 
an experimental kind; and I hope that 
they will be treated without any partisan 
feeling, and that we shall all endeavour 
to regard the terms of these proposals 
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ticular Committees of the details of 
measures which have received the assent 
of the whole Parliament. And as our 
system at present works it really operates 
as an absolute hindrance and limit to 
the amount of work that this House can 
get through. I think it does more. To 
. large extent it takes the heart out of 
Members of this House, because“ they 
waste their energies, day after day, having 
really comparatively little to do except 


to listen: and they would have greater 


We have no desire to | 
underrate at all what may be expected to | 


interest in the high duties they have to 
perform here, and they would be stimt- 
lated altogether in their capacity as 


| Members of the legislative Assembly, if 
|they were, to a much greater extent, 


with a view to the interest of the House | 


of Commons, of Parliament and_ of 
legislation, and not on the ground of any 
prejudices or preconceived opinions of 
ourown. I propose to ask the House that 
the number of the Standing Committees 
shall be increased. I ask the House to 
add to the work of the Standing Com- 
inittees, to free their hands, and to give 
greater regularity to their procedure. 
By all these means, I believe, we 
shall increase their efficiency and their 
authority. These proposals will take 
from the House. in the main, the duty 
of detailed examination of measures of 
legislation. At present a Bill is con- 
sidered by what we know as a Committee 
of the Whole House. If one looks back 
into history, I think it will be proved that 
in earlier days Bills were often committed 
to very small numbers of Members 
indeed. The House lapsed only in 
comparatively recent times into this habit 
of referring Bills to Committees of the 
Whole House. It isa practice contrary, 


I believe, to that adopted in the legis- | 


lative Assemblies of almost all other 
countries. Certainly in France, and 
in the United States, the work of 
the great body of the Chamber is 
telieved by the delegation to par- 


brought face to face in their individual 
capacity with the details of measures 
in Committees upstairs. That is the 
theory on which, at all events, we pro- 
ceed. The fact that something of that 
sort is required was, of course, acknow- 
ledged when the Standing Committees 
were erected some years ago. They 
were regarded with considerable jealousy 
and alarm by certain Members of the 
House ; but, as I have said, although that 
was a new departure at the time, it was 
only a revival of the old traditional 
practice of the House. In asking the 
House to increase the number of Stand- 
ing Committees and to facilitate the 
remission of Hills for their considera- 
tion, we are only seeking to enlarge the 
-elief which has been given to the House 
and to make more effective and more 
authoritative the action of the House 
with regard to the details of legislation. 
No one will dispute the fact that the 
Standing Committees have worked ex- 
ceedingly well. We believe that they 
will work better when, as we propose, 
their proceedings are assimilated to 
those which are familiar of the House 
itself. At present the Chairman of 2 
“tanding Committee has really very little 
power. I speak with personal knov- 
ledge, because I was the first Chairman 


of a Standing Committee, now more 
than ten years ago, IL think, who 
ventured to apply the closure <A cei- 


tain half-dozen Members, or not so many, 
were by Amendments skilfully drawn, 
and by speeches eloquently delivered, 
prolonging the proceedings, and this 
went on hour after hour, ard day after 
day to the despair of almost everyone. I 
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consulted Mr. Speaker Peel, and—I do 
not know who has the credit of origi- 
nating it—we invented a theory which 
answered our purpose, that there was an | 
inherent right in any Chairman to secure 
the order and reasonable proceedings of 
the body over which he presided. I | 
applied this inherent right, and the first | 
men to congratulate me were the three 
or four Members who had been obstruct- 
ing, and who said, I think, that they | 
were at an absolute loss to know what | 
would have become of them if I had 
not interfered for their relief. That 
fact impressed upon my memory the | 
absolute necessity not only of a real | 
power of applying the closure, but of 
giving to the Chairman something like 
the same powers as reside in the Speaker 
and the Chairman in this House. Now, 
Sir, we propose to alter the Rules of 
Procedure in a case like this. We propose 
that instead of a Bill being referred 
to a Standing Committee by a Resolution 
of the House, it shall go, as a matter of 
course, to a Standing Committee, unless 
the House shall otherwise direct. That 
will be, as I believe, a great reform of the 
proceedings of Parliament. There may 
be Bills, I do not believe there will be many 
in a session, which the House will desire 
to retain in its own hands from first to 
last. The other Bills will go to the 
Standing Committees and, having been 
dealt with there will, on their return, 
he considered on the Report Stage by 
the House sitting in its full capacity. 
In one respect, at all events, I think 
we are assured of the support of the 
Leader of the Opposition, because in 
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his evidence before the Select Committee 
on Procedure, he said— 


“It seems to me that a great blot, or the 








greatest of al] blots, upon our procedure at this 
moment, is the fact that session after session 
goes by and Bills to which nobody, or very few, 
really object on their merits, are handed on from 
session to session, and perhaps from Govern- 
ment to Government, without becoming law. 
No political credit is to be got out of them, no 
Government loses by not opposing them; the 
people who lose are the public or the Civil 
Servants. If we were to earmark those Bills for 
Committee, I should think that one of the 
greatest reforms ever carried out, if it could be 
effected.” 


I hope that this change will have the effect 
of accomplishing what the right hon. 
Gentleman desires. I do not know that 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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in every case he will be satisfied about 
the earmarking; but, at any rate, if we 
pass these new rules which I am pro- 
posing, Bills will pass much more freely 
than they have hitherto passed through 
the House. Criticism directed against 
the scheme appears to me to fall chiefly 
under three heads. The source to which 
I turn for those objections is in the 
evidence of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, who defines what they are, 
The first is that the difficulty in the way 
of such a scheme is that the Gover- 
ment possess insufficient control over the 


| proceedings of the Committees ; secondly, 


that the resources of the House, in point 
of numbers and of time, are unequal to 
the demand that will be made upon them, 
and that our proceedings will tend to 
suffer, if not in authority, at all events 
in efficiency; and, thirdly, that econo- 
mies of time effected in Committee 
would be lost on Report. I believe 
that these difficulties are not so serious 
as at first sight they may appear. Take 
first the control of the Government. It 
is said that aserious demand will be made 
upon members of the Government. 
According to the scheme which I submit 
to the House, one of the Committees 
would be a Scottish Committee. Jam not 
speaking now of the advantage or dis- 
advantage of that proposal, but one of 
the Committees will be a Scottish Com- 
mittee. We have the Secretary for 
Scotland, the Lord Advocate, and the 
Solicitor-General for Scotland, who are 
an ample staff for the conduct of the 
Scottish Committee. There will be two 
Committees to which Government Bills 
will be referred, and one for private 
Members’ Bills. Private Members’ Bills 
do not require such assiduous attention 
on the part of the Government, and they 
could always have an opportunity of 


considering them at a later stage. But 
for the other two Committees, Minis- 


terial heads of departments and their 
under-secretaries, and the two law officers 
might, I think, very well face, without 
much difficulty, that part of their duty. 
Then there is the difficulty which, it 1s 
alleged, we shall find adequately to man 
the new Committees. That, after all, 
is the most formidable criticism that has 
been offered. The right hon. Gentleman 
gave some very alarming figures to the 
Select Committee about the demand 
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made upon the House. I have his cal- 
culations here. He took four Grand 
(Committees with eighty Members each, 
making a total of 320; then he took 
the twenty-nine Select Committees which 
he found to be sitting at the time. and he 
multiplied the twenty-nine Committees 
by fifteen —which was the ordinary 
maximum number of Members of each 
Select Committee—and that gave a total 
of 435. Adding the 320 and the 435, he 
got the alarming total of 755. Now, 
as this House consists of only 670 Mem- 
bers there was a deficiency which might 
well stagger one. But if the right hon. 
Gentleman’s figures were correct, and if 
it were to be the case, as he implies, that 
every single Member sitting on the Com- 
mittees was available for nothing else, 
and Members, so to speak, were absorbed 
and drained dry by the Committees, 
there would be nothing more to be said. 
But it is not so. Let me give the House 
the actual figures for last session. To 
begin with, instead of twenty-nine Select 
Committees there were only twenty, 
and the average number of Members 
was twelve, and not fifteen. Twelve 
twenties are 240, as against 435 which 
the right hon. Gentleman calculated. 
But these Committees did not sit the 
whole session, or anything like it. I 
have looked into the Returns on the 
subject, and I find that, taking the 
Standing Committees and the Select 
Committees, they sat, on an average, only 
seventeen days each—seventeen days 
out of a session which began in February 
and ended with December. So that 
there is a pretty fair margin of time, 
so far as the new Standing Committees 
are concerned. I have a few more 
figures. Last year was a year of almost 
unexampled pressure, but notwithstand- 
ing that fact I find that there were 207 
Members who served on no Committee 
whatever. There were 244 who served 
on one; 104 on two; thirty-eight on 
three; thirteen on four; and one, the 
champion of all, who attended five. 
He was the hon.Member for East Clare. 
Ido not know whether it was due to his 
natural desire for work, or to the much 
more natural desire of the Committee to 
have him among them. I have looked 
up the facts, and I find that he attended 
on no more than fifty-nine days during 
the session, after all, with all his five 





Committees. I think that goes to show 
that the resources of the House of Com- 
mons are by no means exhausted, and 
that there are plenty of hon. Members 
ready and willing to man the Committees 
which we propose to establish. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (Wor- 
cestershire, E.) : May I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he has included 
Private Bill Committees ? 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Yes. I have the figures for the Private 
Bill Committees. About 100 Members 
sat on Private Bill Committees. Take 
the right hon. Gentleman’s estimate, 
which I am not quite disposed to do, of 
the Members serving on Grand Com- 
mittees at 320, and take the Select Com- 
mittees at twelve each. The Members 
serving on the Select Committees are 
therefore 240. Then take those serving 
on Private Bill Committees, they are 100. 
Those altogether make 660, which still 
leaves a narrow margin. But appear- 
ances are deceptive, because the time 
occupied by Standing Committees and 
Select Committees last session was 
seventeen days, and that occupied by 
Private Bill Committees eight days 
Undoubtedly, therefore, it can be done, 
and done easily, and the effect will be that 
a larger period of time of Members will 
be spent in Committees. There may 
be many days when there is compara- 
tively little legislative work to be done 
in the House of Commons itself. Is that 
undesirable if the work is being better 
done and more closely examined in a 
Standing Committee? I do not know 
that a little leisure during the sittings 
of this House is an undesirable thing to 
contemplate. It was suggested by one 
right hon. Gentleman whom hon. Members 
opposite regard with great respect, Sir 
Michael Hicks Beach, that it would be a 
good plan for the House of Commons to 
omit one day’s sitting a week. I do not 
know whether that would be considered 
an advantage or a disadvantage; but 
how much more like the procedure of 
similar Assemblies in other countries 
would it be. But I believe the sense of 
active participation in the business of 
legislation, and the sense of being fully 
occupied in public work, instead of, shall 
I say, purely idling, or at all events not 








895 Business of the 


{COMMONS} 


House (Procedure), 896 


being occupied in public work, in the | an Irish Committee, and although Welsh 
library or the newspaper room, would have | Members may desire to have their views 


a considerable effect in satisfying hon. 
Members that they were really of service to 
the public, and in provoking, in time, that 
desire to be useful in the public service, 
which I know exists, and which, I know, at 
the present time, finds little means of 
employment. That is the general scheme 
we have in view. I have endeavoured to 
speak of it as plainly and as effectively 
as I can. 1 think the present system is 
intolerable to everybody. I admit that 
this is an experiment, and I admit it is a 
very considerable change; but I believe 


it to be a thoroughly good change, a | 


change in the right direction, and one cal- 


culated to redound to the advantage of | 


the country and the credit of the House 
of Commons. I do not know whether 


now, as I have not moved anything and | 


am only making a general statement, I 
should say a few words with reference to 
the Scottish Committee, which is a little 
outside this scheme. It stands on 
another footing. We have had _ ex- 
perience of it before. 
Committee many vears ago 
years, and it did admirable work. 
not think any fault was found with the 
manner in which it conducted the 
business entrusted to it. It gave great 
satisfaction in Scotland, where we have 


for two 


different laws and different religious 
orgenisations and different hopes and 
aspirations. We differ in many ways 


from England, and what my countrymen 
have complained of every session that I 
have been in Parliament is that the 
opinion of Scottish Members is over- 
ridden in the lobbies by the opinions and 


votes of Englishmen, and that this is | 


I do} 


We had a Scottish | 


expressed and every weight given to their 
|strong opinions in Committee, there js 
| very seldom a purely Welsh Bill brought 
| before the House, and, therefore, they 
‘are not in the same position as Scotland, 
As I say, I have put as plainly as possible 
before the House our views and inten- 
tions and the reason why we propose 
this change, which I admit is an enor. 
mous change in our procedure, and | 
now leave it to the judgment of the 
House. I beg to move. 





Motion made, and Question proposed— 


(1) When a Bill has been read a second 
time it shall stand committed to one of the 
Standing Committees, unless the House, 
on Motion to be decided without Amend- 
ment or debate, otherwise order. But 
this Order shall not apply to— 


(a) Bills for imppsing taxes, or 
Consolidation Fund or Appropria- 
tion Bills; or 


(6) Bills for confirming Provisional 
Orders. 


| (2) The House may, on Motion made 
by the Member in charge of a Bill, com 
mit the Bill to a Standing Committee in 
respect of some of its provisions, and to 
a Committee of the whole House in re- 
spect to other provisions. If such a 
Motion is opposed the Speaker, after 
permitting, if he thinks fit, a brief ex- 
planatory statement from the Member 
who makes, and from the Member who 
opposes, the Motion, shall, without further 
debate, put the Question thereon.—(Si 
Henry Campbell-Bannerman.) 


unfair, and vitiates, from the Scottish | 


5 : = pie 
point of view, the progress of Scottish | 


I think great contentment 
great advantages will be 


legislation. 
as well as 


given to Scotland, and considerable relief | 


will be afforded to this House, if we revive 
the old Committee of Scottish Members, 


and say that all Scottish Bills shall be | 
For that | 


referred to that Committee. 
proposal much can be said, and some 


things that can be said against it will come | 


out. It is a plain proposal which I shall 

take an opportunity of laying before the 

House. I will not complicate the matter 

by bringing in the question of Ireland. 

I do not know that there is any desire for 
Sir H. Camplell-Bannerman. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The right hon. Gentleman has made 
a very wide proposal in a_ very 
conciliatory speech couched in_ very 
moderate language, but he has not at- 
‘tempted to minimise the greatness or 
wide bearing of the change he proposes. 
I do not defend our existing procedure 
‘or contend that it is in all respects 
| satisfactory. I think there is great room 
| for improvement, and I hope we may 
enter into and carry through this dis- 
/cussion in its details, as well as in its 
| principles, in the non-Party spirit for 
‘which the right hon. Gentleman has 
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expressed the hope. By that I mean 
that I hope when we come to deal with 
this matter in detail we shall find that 
elasticity and willingness on the part of 
the Government to meet reasonable 
objections that may be urged which is 
always associated with a non-Party 
debate. I wish I could welcome the 
proposals which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has made. They are in the main 
three. The first is to increase the 
number of Grand Committees from two 
to four. The second is that, with certain 
narrow exceptions, all Bills should be 
referred to these Committees unless other- 
wise ordered. The third is that a Scottish 
Committee shall be established, to which 
Scottish Bills shall be referred. There 
are minor proposals to which the right 
hon. Gentleman only referred in passing, 
dealing with the enlargement of the 
powers and the widening of the pro- 
cedure of Committees upstairs. I do not 
propose to deal with those, as only 
once, I thin:, during the fifteen or six- 
teen years of my Membership of 
this House have I, owing to various 
circumstances, sat ona Grand Committee, 
and, therefore, I have a very limited 
experience of Grand Committees. I do 
not, therefore, propose to discuss this 
question, in the main, from the point of 
view of the Committees upstairs, but 
from the point of view of the House itself. 
What is the difficulty that meets us in our 
proceedings? It is worth while to ask 
that question before considering the 
remedy. The remedy which the Govern- 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 


ment suggests is based on the assump- | 


tion that the House has insufficient time 
to do its work. I submit that it is not 
so; that it has sufficient time, but that 
it is badly allocated to the various 
matters which the House has to discuss. 
Much of it is wasted. Trifling details 
often occupy a vast amount of time, and 
Bills, in themselves non-contentious, often 


become contentious not because of what | 
they contain, but because of the place | 


they occupy in the programme of busi- 
ness. If we could sift the non-contentious 
business from the contentious, and allo- 
cate the time of the House between the 
two classes of business, I venture to 
say that the time of the House, in a 


reasonable session, would be quite suffi- | 


cient for all the House has to do. 
Jn my view, therefore, it is not that the 
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House of Commons has not sufficient time 
to deal with its business, but that its time 
is ill distributed. That is at the root of 
our difficulty. The proposals which the 
Prime Minister makes do not affect the 
distribution of our time for the better. 
I think the Government are proceeding 
on wrong lines. I do not say that it is 
easy to devise practical measures which 
would carry out such a scheme as my 
observations have pointed to. I do not 
at all minimise the difficulty, but I think 
something could be done. The first 
effort made to putsome limit to the time 
which might be spent on a single question 
was through the closure. We all know 
that for a complicated and contentious 
Bill—a Bill which any large section 
means to fight line by line and word 
by word—the closure is an inefficient 
instrument, unless you are prepared, as 
sometimes you ought to be, to give 
practically the whole of a session to the 
passage of one Bill, as was done by Sir 
William Harcourt and the Government of 
which the Prime Minister was a member 
at the time of the famous Budget Bill 
which brought about a revision of the 
death duties. The closure was never 
moved, and practically the whole time 
of the House during that session was 
given to that one great measure. ‘There 
are occasions on which that ought to 
be done, and when no less time is sufficient 
in which to discuss the important ques- 
tions raised by a great measure. But 
trusting to the closure alone has, in the 
case of a great and complicated measure 
arousing fierce opposition, broken down, 
and has been proved to be insufficient 
for the conduct of our debates with 
due expedition; and accordingly from 
the simple closure we moved to closure 
by compartments. It may be said that 
as the time to be spent on the whole 
Bill, and on certain sections, is allocated 
in that way, closure by compartments 
does carry out the idea which I have in 
my mind. But it has always been my 


opinion that that procedure is vitiated 


by the fact that the decision as to what 
the time shall be allotted tois in each case 
the arbitrary decision of the Govern- 
ment, of course subject to the acceptance 
of their proposals by the majority of the 
House of Commons of the day. But that 
is practically no check. The Government 


‘have to make up their mind what time 
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they think it reasonable that the dis- 
cussion of a ceitain Bill skculd teke, and 
then the House practically accepts the 
limit so arbitrarily fixed by them. What 
I think the Government ought to have 
done, instead of taking Bills away from 
the purview of the House in their Com- 
mittee stage, was to try to develop some 
machinery for allocating the time of the 
House, not arbitrarily, and at the mere 
fiat of the Government, as is done under 
the closure by compartments, but by an 
impartial Committee of the House chosen 
somewhat on the lines of the Committee 
of Selection, or the Public Accounts 
Committee. I say the Public Accounts 
Committee, because I think there is a pre- 
cedent there which ought to be followed 
in a case of this kind—the precedent that 
the Chairman shall always be a Member 
of the Opposition, not acting as a Party 
man. The House ought to be so jealous 
of its privileges and liberties that it 
should contain a majority in Committee 
rather of Members of the Opposition 
than of those who have a majority, for the 
moment, in the House itself. I do not 
say that such a scheme is easy to make, 
but I dosay that I would infinitely sooner 
travel along these lines, and make some 
sacrifice in order to obtain that object, 
than along lines or make sacrifices 
to attain the object which is embodied 
in the Motion proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman. He proposes to double 
the number of Grand Committees. I think 
there are many objections to that. I 
venture, with all respect, to say that he 
has made far too light of the burden 
and strain which will be imposed on 
Members of the House. I do not know 
what the views of the House generally 
are on the subject. I have once or twice 
said in the House that Iam, in one sense, 
a professional politician. I have given 
up practically the whole of my life to 
politics. This House is my first care and 
my first business, and I can practically 
devote to the service of the House the 
whole of the time that is required for 
that purpose. I think I may say that, 
with the exception of last year, when 
special circumstances caused me to be 
absent, I have devoted very steady 
attention to the business of the House. 
I think that for the first ten years I sat 
in Parliament I did not dine out of the 
House five times in a year, when the 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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House was sitting at dinner-time. There- 
fore, I do not appeal to the House as a 
lazy man, or one who is not zealous for 
the service of the House. I think it 
is of great importance for the House, 
perhaps of greater importance than ever 
before, having regard to the increasing 
interference of Government and_ of 
Parliament by legislation in the business 
affairs of the country, that we should not 
make the service of the House so onerous 
that men who cannot give their whole 
time to it cannot afford to be members 
of it at all. Let me take some illustra- 
tions. We are often inclined to chaff legal 
Members on their intervention in debate, 
but who can say that in this House, and 
in the discussion of legislation in Com- 
mittees upstairs, we can afford to be 
without constant advice from the legal 
Members of the House on the many 
complicated questions of law which arise 
We have had a discussion where no law 
officer has been in charge of a Bill 
in Committee upstairs, snd where the 
law officers have been absent during the 
debate here, and time has been wasted 
| by the hour for the want of the legal 
| direction which only experts can give. 
| But there are a large number of Members 
of this House who have been at one 
time or another, and a_ considerable 
number who still are, active in the local 
life in the part of the country in which 
they live,as members of county councils 
or borough councils, or serving in one of 
the many capacities in which men of 
leisure, and light and leading, are called 
upon to serve in their various districts. 
That is a class most valuable to us in 
this House. We are constantly imposing 
new duties on local authorities and 
new charges on the local ratepayers, 
and the guidance of men who have 
personal experience of the practical 
working of our schemes and theories is 
invaluable. Then there is the class of 
| business men who have a certain amount 
| of leisure, and who are now glad and 
| proud to devote a portion of that leisure 
| to the service of their country in Parlia- 
ment; but they can only do that if 
at the same time they can maintain 
control over the businesses with which 
their whole position is bound up, and for 
the credit of which they are responsible. 
I have said nothing of the Labour 
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Members, but not because I do not thinkit 
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is very desirable that we should have { themselves if they can. 


House (Procedure). 902 
Many a Bill is 


what I call direct labour representatives | left to be considered in Committee by 
in this House. I think it is very de-/|a little knot—I do not want to use 


sirable that we should. I do not know | 
how this question affects them, or how | 
far they have other occupations which | 
demand their attention during a portion | 
of the day. I can quite understand that | 
what I say may apply equally to them. | 
I think I carry with me the feeling of | 
the House when I say that the country | 
would be worse governed if you excluded, | 
in any considerable number, the classes | 
of people of whom I have spoken from 
the possibility of giving service as 
Members of this House. But you pro- 
pose to double the number of Grand | 
(ommittees. You are to have four) 
(rand Committees sitting in addition 
to all the Select Committees and private | 
Bill Committees. In addition there are 
such calls as may be made upon 
Members for sitting on Royal Commissions | 
and Departmental Committees. All 
those duties are to be discharged by 
Members in addition to their duties in 
attending this House. What will happen ? | 
What does happen even now? The 
Prime Minister talks as if every Member | 
of the House were available for service on 
the Grand Committees; but they are 
not. By the custom of the House 
no lawyers are available for service on the 
Grand Committees, and in the case of 
all Committees upstairs lawyers are 
habitually excused, because to enforce 
on them regular attendance on those 
Committees, as everyone knows, would 
drive them out of the House, unless they 
could afford to abandon the practice of 
their profession. [An Hon. MEMBER: | 
A good job too.] There are many 
others who might be able to give a certain 
amount of attendance, but who cannot | 
sit regularly on these Grand Committees. 
It is within the knowledge of Members of 
the House that when there are only 
two Committees sitting it is not an 
infrequent thing to be unable to proceed 


| are on one side of the House. 


| this 


with business for want of a quorum. If | 


you multiply the demands you will 


naturally be still more constantly un- | 


able to find a sufficient number of 
Members. What happens under these 
circumstances ? When Members of a 
Grand Committee have other calls upon 


their time, and when they have no par- 


ticular interest in a Bill, they absent 


offensive terms, and yet I hardly know 
how to describe the position—of men 
strongly prejudiced in favour of some 
particular course on some narrow issue. 
If you have a Bill which is ordinarily 
described as a “ fad Bill,” every one who 
is interested in the fad will be there. I 
am not suggesting that all the faddists 
I have my 
own fads. But all the faddists would 
be there,and would be represented out 
of all proportion to the Members who 
stand for the general common sense 
of the House. I am opposed to legisla- 
tion by experts, but 1 am equally 
opposed to legislation by faddists. I 
think that the best legislation is 


‘that which is decided by the common 


sense of the House after hearing the 
opinions of the experts and the faddists. 
Sometimes these make a valuable con- 
tribution to our discussions, but it will 
be a bad day when we are guided in 
our legislation by them alone. By 
scheme you will put too great 
a strain on the ordinary Members 
of the House, deteriorate the com- 
position of the Grand Committees, 
and the work of legislation will 
be less satisfactory than at present. 
The Prime Minister intends to make 
these Grand Committees take a far more 
important part in legislation than hitherto. 
I have in my mind the experience of 
last session when a private Member’s 
Bill was sent up to a Grand Committee 
and the only representative of the 
Government was a member of His 
Majesty’s household and he refused to 
take charge of the Bill. The Grand 
Committee suffered very much, I fear, 
from the lack of suitable advice and 
guidance from a responsible Minister 


who would have had access to all 
the information which might have 
been given by the heads of the 


Department and the law officers of 
the Crown. We know that when the 
Bill came back to the House the Prime 
Minister adopted it, and then it had 
to be entirely recast, because when it 
had to stand the fire of criticism of 
the whole House the Government 
did not attempt to defend its salient 
features. There is a concentration 
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of the attention of the country on 
the proceedings of the Whole House 
which you can never have on proceed- 
ings before committees. 


FOWLER (Wolver- 
You have the Report 


Simm HENRY 
hampton, E.): 
stage. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
but do vou think that that is a satis- 
factory way of legislating? Even the 
vight hon. Gentleman’s own Party does 
not think so. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman not remember that on the 
Ministerial side of the House the pro- 
cedure was considered highly unsatis- 
factory of allowing a Bill to go through 
Committee upstairs, and bringing it 
down here at the last moment to be 
transformed at a stage when the right 
of Members to speak is © strictly 
limited as well as the opportunity of 
getting any explanation from the Min- 
ister incharge? I differ profoundly from 
the views of the right hon. Gentleman. 
There are to be four Grand Committees, 
one of them to deal with private Mem- 
bers’ Bills. But how is the question to 
be decided as to which private Members’ 
Bills shall have precedence? That 
point was not explained by the Prime 
Minister. One of the new Grand Com- 
mittees is to devote itself exclusively 
to Bills dealing with Scottish business ; 
but private Members’ Bills can never 
have precedence over Government Bills 
on that Grand Committee, because 
al! Scottish Bills—Government and pri- 
vate alike—must go to that Grand Com- 
mittee unless specially retained in the 
House. On the other hand, if an English 
private Member on the first private 
Members’ day in the session, carries his 
Bill to a Second Reading, it will at once 
have precedence in the Grand Com- 
mittee appointed to deal with private 
Members’ Bills ; but if a Scottish private 
Member has the fortune of the ballot 
over an Irish or Welsh Member, and his 
Bill is referred to the Scottish Grand 
Committee, that Bill will have no pre- 
cedence until after the Government 
business has been dealt with. That is a 
point which the right hon. Gentleman 


will have to deal with. He may 
say that the new Rules as drafted 
will not impose a new disability 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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on private Members for Scotland 
who have been fortunate enough to 
carry their private Bills to the Scottish 
Grand Committee. But the Scottish 
Grand Committee was no part of the 
original scheme ; it has been grafted on 
it. It is an excrescence which I hope, 
at a subsequent stage, the right hon. 
Gentleman will be persuaded by the 
House to remove. Now, I come to 
the crucial point, viz., the proposal to refer 
all Bills to these Grand Committees, 
unless otherwise ordered. How does the 
House exercise its functions in legis- 
lation? It has been made a matter of 
complaint that the power of the Ex- 
ecutive has been growing at the expense 
of the House of Commons. I think 
that is true and that probably it 
is advantageous on the whole. But 
it has been made a subject of com 
plaint by private Members that the 











House of Commons is becoming more 
and more a mere agency for registering 
the will of the Government of the day, 
and that the only real power left to the 
House of Commons is to turn out the 
Government. Though it is true that 
that tendency is at work and that changes 
have occurred, at any rate there still 
remains one check which the House of 
Commons can apply, and that is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Government 
Bills. Ifthe House objects to the Second 
Reading it means that the House is 
willing to turn out the Government. On 
the Report stage you have a very limited 
opportunity. Any real chance of in- 
fluencing legislation is reserved for 
the Committee stage of Bills. Any 
one who has been in the House for a 
considerable number of years can recall 
instance after instance where a minority, 
by force of argument and sound reason- 
ing, and by bringing up facts not within 








the knowledge of Ministers, have com- 
pelled the Government to admit changes 
in their proposed legislation—amendments 
and alterations sometimes even of a far- 
reaching character. I maintain that the 
one opportunity that the House has of 
making its mind felt in legislation is 
the Committee stage, and that is what 
the right hon. Gentleman proposes should 
exist no longer. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Duchy of 
Lancaster appears to attach great im- 


portance to the Report stage. I attach 





905 


muc! 
stag 
Am? 
is Ve 
view 
not 
thee 
as S¢ 
expe 
as 
take. 
speal 
give 
that 
insta 
a gi 
matt 
Mini 
ques 
agall 
the 1 
been 
whic 
entir 
you ‘ 
acter 
can | 
mitte 
deal 
be te 
to tl 
there 
Minis 
his 
he 
and fi 
satisf 
raise 
right 
the | 
regar 
there 
be pt 
could 
is so 
say 
the 1 
atan 
to de 
have 
ready 
reforr 
ment 
in Co: 
restric 
If vo 
of di 
fairly 


nd 
to 
sh 


he 





905 Business of the 


much less importance to the Report | 
stage than to the Committee stage. An 
Amendment is sometimes moved which | 
is very inadequate for the purpose in | 
view, or it may happen that a Member does 
not appreciate the force and extent of 
thechang2 which he has suggested, but 
as soon as he has moved the House 
expects an answer from the Government 
as to the line which they — will 
take. ‘The Minister in charge of the Bill 
speaks early; but a new aspect may be 
given to the discussion, sho ving 
that what has been treated in the first 
instance as a mere technicality involves 
a great principle or some important 
matter of fact. On the Report stage the 
Minister moves his clauses dealing with 
questions of this kind, and again and 


again further discussion has shown that | 


the most important points at issue have 
been entirely missed in the discussion 
which has taken place or have been 
entirely misunderstood. In Committee 
you can deal with matters of that char- 
acter, but on Report stage the Minister 
can only speak once, whereas in Com- 
mittee he can speak many times and 
deal with points as they arise. I may 
be told that another Minister can come 
to the assistance of his colleague, but 
there is always behind a _ Bill one 
Minister who has all the experience of 


his Department and the knowledge 
he has gained from  deputations 


and from correspondence, and he alone can 
satisfactorily deal with the questions 
raised. I know that on one occasion the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Duchy expressed the opinion with 
regard to one important Bill that 
there was only one Minister who could 
be put in charge of it, and that nobody 
could take his place. If that 
is so, and there is no doubt it is, I 
say that the discussion on Report is 
the most ineffective way, and comes 
at a most inopportune time, for a Minister 
to deal with questions of the kind I 
have indicated. But much as I am 
ready and anxious to see our procedure 
reformed, I would invite the Govern- 
ment not to restrict our opportunities 
in Committee, but, if is is necessary to 
restrict them at all, to do so on Report. 
If vou give full and fair opportunities 
of discussion in Committee you may 
fairly say all the old points of con- 
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troversy shall not be reopened on 
Report. It may be a great change 
in our procedure, but you might say that 
the questions raised in Committee shall 
not be re-opened, and that the dis- 
cussion shall be lim'ted to points 
arising out of the changes made in the 
Bill in Committee. That would further 
the progress of the Bill; it would lessen 
the amount of time which our dis- 
cussions occupy, but it would increase the 
control of this House—the only control 
which is operative in great measures— 
atorded by the opportunity of examina- 
tioh in Committee. The Government 
admit that some measures must not be 
treated in the way th:,; propose shall 
be the rule, but I wonder oa 
| what principle they have made their 
selection. The resolution says that the 
‘Order shall not apply to (a) Bills for 
imposing taxes, or Consolidated Fund or 
Appropriation Bills ; or (+) Bills for con- 
firming Provisional Orders. First of all 
[ wonder why some of those Bills are 
included, and then I wonder why others 
are excluded. Take the Consolidated 
Fund Bill. It is notorious that 
there is nothing which can be discussed 
on the Committee stage of that Bill, 
except certain technical questions, and I 
should have thought that it was emi- 
nently fitted to be entrusted to a Commit- 
tee upstairs. I can understand the 
Finance Bill’s not being sent to a Grand 
Committee, but there are other Bills 
just as important in their constitutional 
bearing which the House might equally 
well reserve to itself as the Finance Bill. 
We live underan unwritten Constitution, 
and although the right hon. Gentleman 
the Prime Minister referred us to foreign 
example, he did not refer us to Colonial 
example, but I think in the great Coionies, 
among those of our own blood, the prac- 
tice is more assimilated to the practice of 
this House than to that of foreign nations. 
The powers of this House are inconcetv- 
ably greater than the powers of any 
foreign Parliament, greater than those 
of the Congress of the United States, 
greater than those of the French Chamber 
of Deputies and of the Senate. The 
powers of this House and of this Parlia- 





ment are without parallel among the 
Parliamentary powers in the world. 


Parliament can deal with any and every 
constitutional question in exactly the 
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same way as and without any further 
formalities than those with which it 
deals with a railway Bill or a sewage 
measure. Is it right that the great power 
which the House of Commons has in this 
respect should be transferred from the 
House as a whole to a Committee of eighty 
Members upstairs? If there is to be a 
rule of this kind the Government must 
consent to exclude not merely Finance 
Bills, but Bills dealing with the Constitu- 
tion and all Bills dealing with the Army 
and Navy, linked as they so intimately 
are with our Constitution. There are 
other Bills also which ought to be ex- 
cluded. But meantime I ask the Govern- 
ment this question, On what ground do 
they exclude Finance Bills, and Finance 
Bills only, from going upstairs?. I 
come to the last of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s proposals, on which he said very 
little but the importance of which he did 
not seem to realise. It is the proposal 
that all Scottish Bills should stand re- 
ferred to a Scottish Committee, com- 
posed of all the Scottish Members 
with a few English Members. There 
is a precedent for that, I think, of 
right hon. Gentleman’s own creation, 
or the creation of a Government of 
which he was amember. I think I voted 
against him at that time, and I think 
he will not be surprised that I have not 
changed my mind since. After all, we 
do not sit here to legislate as Englishmen 
for England, as Irishmen for Ireland, 
as Scotsmen for Scotland, or Welshmen 
for Wales; we sit as the Legislature of 
the United Kingdom. It is true that 
when a reasonable spirit prevails we 
attach importance to the views of hon. 
Members coming from the particular part 
of the United Kingdom with which the 
Bills are concerned. But it is a constitu- 
tional innovation, and I think a bad 
constitutional innovation, to attempt to 
split up this House into national sections 
to deal with legislation instead of making 
the legislation the result of the common 
sense of the House as a whole. The 
Prime Minister or one of his colleagues 
will perhaps give us some little further 
explanation as to what he considers 
purely Scottish Bills. I presume what 
he has in his mind is a Bill that affects 
Scotland only, but it may also affect other 
interests in the United Kingdom. We 
had a purely Scottish Bill introduced by 
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the Secretary for Scotland yesterday, 
and the Government admit that jf 
that Bill is accepted the principles 
embodied in it cannot be confined ty 
Scotland, but must be extended to 
England. It is very easy to say that the 
House can decide on the Second or Third 
Reading as to whether they will accept 
the principle or not, because the question 
of how you put the principle into 
practice is decided in Committee. But 
now it is suggested that matters shall 
be settled in a Committee upstairs on 
which hon. Members interested may 
have no representation. ; 


Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) inquired 
what the right hon. Gentleman meant 
by saying that there was any sort of 
intention to apply the Scottish Edu- 
cation Bill to England ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
do not think the hon. Member can have 
followed the course of the debate yester- 
day, or he would have been aware that 
it was admitted by the Government 
themselves that the principles of the 
Bill before the House were such as 
should be applied to this country. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I do not think anyone could have said 
that. What we said was that the main 
principles which we apply to Scotland 
we were prepared to apply to England 
also, but we committed nobody but 
ourselves. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
accept the right hon. Gentleman’s cor- 
rection. The right hon. Gentleman says 
he did not commit the House to such 
a declaration; but if the House 
accepts the Bill there is no dis- 
tinction between the circumstances of 
England and Scotland upon which you 
can in the opinion of the Government 
advocate exceptional legislation for 
Scotland and refuse it to England. 
I accept the right hon. Gentleman’s 
explanation. He says he does not 
compromise the House but only the 
Government and himself by the declar- 
ation he makes. If the House accepts the 
Bill there is no distinction between the 
circumstances of England and Scotland 
upon which you can set up exceptional 
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legislation for Scotland and refuse it to 
England. It will be admitted that we 
may have a Bill confined to Scotland 
laying down certain principles and giving 
them particular application. But having 
once laid down those principles you 
could find no logical ground for refusing 
to England any demand for similar 


legislation. That being so, ought not 
English Members to be present in 


their proper proportion when this 
legislation is considered? They are to 
be put in a miserable minority on the 
Committee, where they will be always out- 
voted when discussing principles which 
may be applied to them and which 


may be put into a different form by | 


somebody else. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said Scotland had laws of its own. 
True. The marriage law of Scotland 
is different from that of England. I think 
it is a great misfortune to both England 
and Scotland as well as to individuals. 
But would an amendment of the Scottish 
marriage law be of no consequence 
to England? It might not be if there 
was no intermarriage between the Scottish 
and English people, but happily that 
is not the case. There is intermarriage. 


Supposing there was legislation with 
regard to the Moray Firth. That, | 


suppose, would be a Scottish measure 
to be decided by this Scottish Committee 
but if it was a penal measure the penalties 
would be directed largely against people 
coming from other countries. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Second Reading would be passed 
by this House, and it would come back 
to this House in its other stages. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 


would come back, but we should not. 


have the chance on Report of raising any 
particular point. If the Minister gave 
an unsatisfactory answer we should not 
be able to follow it up with adequate 
discussion. On Report it is not possible 
really to press points home without the co- 
operation of a considerable number of 
speakers. Then why is this proposal | 
confined to Scotland? I dislike it; I 
think it is wrong and vicious ab initio, but | 
the Government think it is good. But if | 
itis good why is it not extended? The | 
Prime Minister said he would have no | 
objection to extend it to Wales, but the | 
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Welsh had not enough business to keep a 
Committee going. I think if the right 
hon. Gentleman cultivates these different 
interests in different districts instead of 
cultivating the progressive work that now 
goes on, he will find that if the Welsh have 
not enough business to keep a Welsh 
Committee now they will have in a very 
short time. But what about English 
business? There is a good deal of 
English business. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman says that Scottish Members-com- 
plain that Scottish opinion is over- 
ridden by English opinion and English 
votes. Will the right hon. Gentleman 
consider the case of England? Why are 
Englishmen to be told that if the Welsh 
have fny business they shall have a Com- 
mittee of their own, that the Scottish 
shall have a Committee of their own, that 
if the Irish desire it they shall have a 
Committee, but that England is to be 
governed by the united voices of Irish, 
Welsh, Scotiish, and English Members, 
and that English questions may be 
decided by a majority of non-English 
opinion? I do not want to treat this 
matter in a Party spirit, but I cannot help 
reflecting that there have been times 
during which a Liberal Government was in 
power when it would have been ex- 
tremely inconvenient to have had their 
English business referred to an English 
Committee, because such a procedure 
would have resulted in their being 
unable to carry any legislation at all. I 
dislike this proposal, and I say further 
that it would be a gross injustice to 
carry it through in the limited form pro- 
posed and to allow a minority of English 
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‘men to be out-voted on ordinary English 


affairs. Can anyone conceive that this 
House is not to consider legislation as a 
whole, but to bring its mind to bear only 
on local legislation? The right hon. Gen- 
tleman says he is not aware that the Irish 
Members want a Committee of this kind. 


' No, they want something different, and on 


another occasion we understand the Gov- 
ernment is going to giveittothem. There- 
fore we are to have one measure applied 
to Scotland and the same to Wales, if 
Wales can find work for it, a different 
measure applied to Ireland, and a third 
to England. It seems to me that we in 
the House of Commons ought to try to 
unite our interests as much as possible, 
to consider all questions in common, to 


2H 
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submit our questions to the decision of the 
House asa whole, and bow to the decision 
of the House asa whole. [hope I have not 
in any sense made a Party speech. I 
recognise the greatness of the issue in- 
volved, and how important it is that 
some improvement should be made in our 
procedure. I have even indicated the 
line which I think the House ought to 
take to seek a solution. I wish I could 
cordially support the proposals the 
Prime Minister has made, but unless the 
right hon. Gentleman is prepared so to 
modify them as absolutely to change their 
character I cannot support him. 


*Mr. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, Rush- 
cliffe) said the right hon. Gentleman 
had admitted that their procedure 
needed great reform, but he thought 
the method proposed was not the 
way to do it. He feared the mght 
hon. Gentleman must have forgotten 


the declaration of a very distinguished 
Member of the House, the right hon. 
fentleman the Member for West  Bir- 
mingham, on this subject. There 
were three aspects from which the 
consideration of the procedure of the 
House could be approached: the aspect 
of the supporters of the Government who 
were anxious to legislation carried 
through; that of hon. Gentlemen who 
sat in opposition who were not so anxious 
to see it go through ; and, thirdly, the point 
of view of those who, when the House was 
in Committee, eccupied the Chair. That 
had been his position for many hours, years 
ago, and he should never forget the 
different point of view that gave to any- 
one who enjoyed it even temporary. He 
approached the question from a purely 
non-partisan point of view. To him the 
House of Commons was more than a 
place in which to advocate even Liberal 
views. It was part of our great Constitu- 


see 


tion, and whichever Party was in power | 


the House of Commons should be the 
fitting instrument to carry out the will 
of the electors as expressed at general elec- 
tions. Theright hon. Gentleman who had 
just spoken and the House were perhaps 
not aware of the extraordinary weight of 
authority behind the proposal of the | 
Prime Minister. He made bold to say ' 
that the proposal came with a greater | 
weight of Parliamentary authority than | 
almost any other proposal that had been | 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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made during the last twenty years, 
Sir Erskine “May formulated this very 
scheme in 1854 and developed it in an 
interesting article in the Edinburgh 
Review of that year. Two of Mr. 
Speaker’s predecessors in the Chair, Mr, 
Shaw-Lefevre—who made more reforms 
off his own bat, so to speak, than any 
Speaker who preceded or succeeded him— 
and Mr. Denison, both expressed their 
approval of it. Nothing was done until 
1882 when Mr. Gladstone rather ten- 
tatively set up two Standing Com- 
mittees. Seven Bills only were referred 
to those Committees, of which four 
received the Royal Assent, and then 
the system slept for a number of vears, 
Anyone who read the biography of Lord 
Randolph Churchill would see, in an inter. 
esting letter to Lord Salisbury written in 
the autumn of 1885, Lord Randolph 
Churchill propounded very much. this 
scheme, setting up Committees and giy- 
ing them powers far beyond what was 
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now proposed, because he suggested 
that the Report stage should also 
lie with Grand Committee, Nothing 


was done. In 1886 a Committee was set 
up by the Conservative Government when 
Sir Michael Hicks-Beach was Leader of 
the House. In a few weeks afterwards 
when the Liberal Government came into 
William Harcourt was 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and he 
brought the same proposals before the 
same Committee. The proposal now 
before them was practically identical with 
that adopted by the Committee set up by 
Sir Michael Hicks-Beach and Sir William 
Harcourt. The Hartington Committee 
in 1886 recommended— 

“That every Public Bill after the Second 
Reading, except a Bill originating in Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, or a Bill for the 
confirmation of any Provisional Order, unless 
the House shall otherwise order, shal] be re- 
ferred to a Standing Committee of the Whole 
House.” 


And who constituted that Committee? 
It included Sir Michael Hicks-Beach, Mr. 
Bright, Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. Courtney, 
Mr. Harcourt, Mr. Healy, Mr. Justin 
McCarthy, Sir John Mowbray, Mr. Sexton, 
Mr. W. H. Smith, and others. Those 
names were a perfect galaxy of Parlia- 
' mentary t talent. He doubted very much 
whether they could find fifteen or sIX- 
teen other men of such great Parlia- 
mentary experience and calibre. There- 
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fore the scheme came before the House | What I did say was that if you multiply 
with the authority of that great Com-| Grand Committees you increase the strain 
mittee. There was a division taken on the | on hon. Members. _ If you do that I fear 
word “every,” Mr. Sexton moving that | you will not have the general sense. of 
it should only be when the House | the House represented on those Com- 
ordered. Inthe division the Amendment ! mittees, and there will be a tendency 
was negatived by twenty-one against five. | for only those hon. Members who have a 
Therefore the proposal now under dis- | particular interest in the particular 
cussion came before the House with all} measure before the Grand Committee 
that exceptional authority behind it. | to attend its sittings. 
It was made no less than twenty-one | 
years ago, and why was it not carried| *Mr. ELLIS said he gathered that 
out at that time? Because and only be- | the fears of the right hon. Gentleman 
cause the House was engulfed in the Home | were based on the fear that they would 
Rule maelstrom. In the year 1888 Mr. increase the strain upon hon. Members. 
W. H. Smith, who was Leader of the If that were so he would not be in favour 
House, set up two Grand Committees and | of the proposals now before them. He was 
altered Standing Orders Nos. 45 to 50 perfectly satisfied that the adoption of 
to the form in which they stood at the scheme would not have that effect. 
the present time. They had had some The figures quoted by the Prime Minister 
experience of those Grand Committees, for disposed of the chimera of Members 
they had been sitting from the year 1888 being overburdened with work. He 
to the year 1905. There were two inter- | thought all the Committees necessary and 
esting Returns of their work, one on the all the necessary work could be manned 
Motion of Lord Hugh Cecil and the other | by 670 Members. Perhaps he would 
on his own Motion. He found that | be pardoned for saying that he spoke 
between 1888 and 1905 162 Bills were | with more years of experience than the 
referred to Grand Committees, of which right hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
157 got through Committee and 120 | Worcestershire, and he was perfectly satis- 
received Royal Assent. Those 120 Bills | fied that the fear of this proposal causing 
were a most valuable addition to the | a greater strain upon hon. Members was 
Statute-book. He thought the right hon. | entirely unfounded. He was_ inclined 
Gentleman the Member for South Dublin, to think that the right hon. Gentleman 
who had had considerable experience of | had spoken too highly of the features 
Grand Committees, would admit that of the Committee work of the House. 
the work of those Committees when After all, it must be borne in mind 
properly done was highly satisfactory. that a Committee of the Whole House 
He had listened with considerable sur- to which every one of the 670 Mem- 
prise to the description given by the bers could attend as he pleased was 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for!a comparatively modern __ institution. 
East Worcestershire as to what went on | Grand Committees were the old form of 
upon those Committees, This account | doing the business of Parliament. He did 
was rather discounted by the right! not think that any system could be worse 
hon. Gentleman’s frank admission that | than a Committee of the Whole House 
his personal knowledge was of the | where Members came in and went out not 
very slightest. He agreed that legis-' knowing what was the question before 
lation should not emanate from either | the Committee; altogether the work 
experts on the one side or faddists | of the House of Commons was never seen 
on the other, but it should be the out-/ to Je:s advantage than during the great 
come of the practical sober common sense |straggling Committee stages. The real 
of the Members of the House of Commons. | question was, did they wish the House 
That was what they got from these |to be made an efficient instrument for 
Committees, and they had done their | transacting public business? Did they 
work in the past in a most efficient way. | admit that it was perfectly impossible 
for the Members to deal individually 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I do! with every Bill that came beforeit? The 
not think I made any charge against | great difficulty in the House of Commons 
Grand Committees as they now exist. | had always been to know what it could 
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not deal with. The question was whether 
they could increase the power of the 
House by setting up these Committees. 
He would like to quote some weighty 
words by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham who had 
always desired that the House should get 
through its business. Speaking in 1904 
the right hon. Gentleman said— 

“I wish to go back to those early days when 
Mr. Gladstone proposed his great scheme of 
Grand Committees. It appears to me that pro- 
gress cannot be satisfactorily attained in legis- 
lation, in social reform, in all the work with 
which the House has to deal unless we secure 
some measure of delegation. I am in favour, 
therefore, putting aside for a moment the 
merits of this particular Bill, of a more general 
application to Committees of this House. We 
can have two or three or even more sitting at 
the same time, and we can, therefore, double 
or treble the work which the House may per- 
form. If itis alleged, as it has been alleged, that 
in these Committees there is not sufficient 
arrangement for dealing with obstruction, then 
I for one will be perfectly prepared to vote for 
such an alteration of the rules as will give the 
Chairman of these Committees greater power.” 
From what he had said it would be seen 
that the proposal of the Government had 
the highest authority behind it. All 
experience was in favour of it. He was 
perfectly satisfied that it would not in- 
crease but lighten the burden of the 
House. It would be the best method of 
advancing business and of enabling them 
to transact the work which the nation 
expected of them. Therefore he most 
cordially supported the proposal which 
the Government had made. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he did not desire to say more than a 
few words with reference to the criticisms 
made by the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer on the question of the proposal to 
create a Scottish Committee. If Scottish 
Members asked for a Scottish Committee 
he would support them in their claim, and 
if, as he rather anticipated, their claim 
would go to the extent of having it com- 
posed exclusively of Scottish Members, 
that was a claim which he would also 
support. So far as Ireland was con- 
cerned, the question had been raised 
whether they would ask for an Irish 
Committee. He might say they would not. 
What they would ask for was something 
entirely different, and for his own part, 
under existing circumstances, he would 
make no claim whatever for an Irish 


Mr. Ellis. 
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Committee under this scheme. Having 
said so much with reference to the Scottish 
Committee, and expressed his want of 
sympathy with the criticisms of the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on that 
point, he would like to say that in regard 
to much that was contained in the earlier 
portion of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech he found himself entirely in 
sympathy. He thought many of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s arguments were 
strong and cogent, and he had heard no 
answer to them in the speech which had 
just been delivered. The right hon. 
Gentleman had made a somewhat start- 
ling statement when he said that they 
had plenty of time in which to do their 
business. He supposed that the right 
hon. Gentleman meant that the House of 
Commons had adequate time for the 
transaction of such business as he and his 
Party thought they should perform. 
The right hon. Gentleman spoke as the 
representative of a Party which was 
notoriously not in favour of very con- 
siderable legislation. He remembered 
that on one occasion Mr. Disraeli said that 
in his opinion Parliament was only useful 
during the recess. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Worcestershire 
probably thought there was adequate 
time for such business as he desired to see 
transacted. He would like, however, to 
ask hon. Members who constituted the 
overwhelming majority of the House 
whether it was not their experience that 
there was a block of business in the 
House, and that there was an insufficient 
amount of time to deal with all those 
great social and other questions which 
they believed lay at the foundation of the 
future prosperity of the country. The 
Prime Minister had very clearly told the 
House that his proposal was only an 
experimental one, made with the object of 
giving new life and vigour to Parliament. 
It was the latest device for the purpose 
of enabling the House to perform an im- 
possible task. He had for many years 
taken a keen interest in all matters con- 
nected with Parliamentary procedure. 
He had been present at many debates on 
the question and had taken part m 
most of them. He did not think there 
was anything more pathetic than the 
spectacle which the House had presented 
consistently for the last twenty-six years 
of endeavouring year after year to amend 
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its procedure so as to enable it to perform 
an absolutely impossible task. Since he 
came into the House he had seen the 
procedure revolutionised, and each pro- 
posal to change it had been sustained by 
the arguments they had heard that 
evening. It was simply an experiment 
to see whether new life and vigour could 
not be given to this Assembly, and the 
machinery made to work more efficiently. 
Everyone of the Amendments which had 
been carried by the House in the hope 
that they would achieve that object 
had failed, and the accumulation of 
business had increased year by year, 
and admittedly in the whole of the last 
quarter of a century there had never been 
such a block of business waiting to be 
transacted as there was at the present 
moment. What changes had he wit- 
nessed in the House? First of all, the 
closure was introduced in order to prevent 
individual Members from speaking too 
long. Then, as the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had reminded them, closure 
by compartments was introduced, where- 
by the discussion of great measures 
could be put an end to, and some- 


times scores of clauses passed  with- 
out any discussion at all. Then a 
proposal was made for curtailing the 
discussion in Committee of Supply. 
The old cherished tradition that it 


was the right of the House of Commons 
to discuss grievances when Supply 
was under consideration was practically 
put an end to by the Supply Resolution, 
which allocated a certain number of days 
to the discussion of Supply and _pro- 
vided that all Supply not discussed at a 
given date, sometimes amounting to 
millionsjand tens of millions, should be 
voted under the guillotine without any 
discussion at all. Then came the in- 
stitution of Grand Committees. He 
well remembered how it was said that 
Grand Committees would lead to such a 
decentralisation of work that the Parlia- 
mentary machine would work smoothly. 
They knew that so far as effecting that 
object was concerned, the institution 
of those Committees had been an absolute 
failure. He did not say that they had 
not done good work, but from the point 
of view of relieving the pressure of work 
in the’ House they had failed, because 
that pressure was greater to-day than 
ever. Then they had had constant 
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Autumn sessions. In his opinion six 
months’ hard work in the House was 
about as much as human nature could 
stand. He was speaking as one who 
always attended the sittings of the 
House, and for a man who practically 
lived in the House when it was sitting 
he held that six months was quite as 
much as human nature could stand. 
As they were all aware, they had again 
and again exceeded that limit, and the 
House had sat for eight or ten months, 
and still the pressure of work continued 
to be as great as ever. Every one of 
the changes which had been made had 
been supported by the same old argu- 
ments. They were told there was a glut 
of business, that the Parliamentary 
machine could no work, andthat the par- 
ticular proposal under discussion would 
give new life and vigour, and enable the 
machine to get through its task. At the 
end of it all, they were now being asked 
to discuss the latest device for making 
the machine to work. He had risen 
to say that in his judgment the present 
proposal, if carried, would have pre- 
cisely the same fate as every one of 
those which he had enumerated. It 
would not make the Parliamentary 
machine work, and it would not put 
new life and vigour into that Assembly, 
because it was a reform going upon 
entirely wrong lines. He was afraid 
that if he attempted to go into the merits 
of the proposal he would have to agree 
with many of the criticisms made by 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
The proposed Committees were to have 
great and serious legislative proposals 
put before them. It should not be 
forgotten that former Grand Committees 
were only instituted to deal with non- 
controversial measures, and he thought 
everybody would agree that wherever 
that principle had been departed from, 
and a controversial measure had been 
sent to one of those Committees, the 
result had not been satisfactory. Now 
there was to be a change, and four 
Committees were to be appointed in- 
stead of two, and great and necessarily 
controversial proposals were to be sent 
to them. If those Committees were 
adequately to perform their work they 
must have upon them the leading Mem- 
bers of the House. The late Chancellor 
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of the Exchequer had spoken of the 
necessity of the Government being repre- 
sented. He ventured to say that no great 
legislative proposal could be seriously 
considered by one of those Committees 
unless the Government was represented 
by some of its most important members, 
who could sit upon the Committees 
from hour to hour and moment to 
moment in the name of the whole Govern- 
ment. Similarly the Opposition would 
have to be represented, and, in fact, all the 
more efficient and active Members of the 
House would have to be present. It was 
all very well for the right hon. Gentleman 
who spoke last to say that the strain 
would not be too great, but he held that 
if Members representing the Government, 
the Leaders of the Opposition, and the 
leading men in other quarters of the 
House had to come down at eleven 
o’clock every day, work on until four in 
these Committees, and afterwards come 
to the House and take part in public 
business until eleven o’clock at night, 
the strain would be intolerable and the 
system would break down. They would 
not and could not attend. Any measure 
passed in Grand Committee in the absence 
of such Members would, of course, on 
Report be discussed at just as great 
length as if it had been in Committee of 
the Whole House. The only saving of 
time would arise from the fact that 
Members could speak only once. He 
did not think that would make for 
the saving of time under the conditions 
which he had indicated. If a great 
controversial measure came down from 
Grand Committee for discussion on Report 
the fact that each Member could speak 
only once would not save time. He 
did not believe that the scheme would 


take away from the ken of the House the . 


details of great legislative proposals. 
These details must be discussed in the 
House. He did not believe if the pro- 
posal was carried into effect it would 
seriously shorten the discussion on Bills 
or seriously lighten the load of business 
which rested on the House. That 
business was growing by leaps and 
bounds. His firm conviction was that 
the only remedy for the admitted 
block of business and the failure of 
the machine to work was to be found 
in a real system of decentralisation. 
The House was trying to do impossible 
Mr. John Redmond. 
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things. It was trying in one Chamber 
in a limited number of months every year 
to perform the work of at least five legisla- 
tive assemblies. From day to day the most 
extraordinary variety of work was thrown 
onthat Assembly. One day they would be 
discussing a great matter affecting 
hundreds of millions of people in one 
of the great dependencies ; the next day, 
or perhaps the same day, they would 
be called upon to discuss the making 
of a sewer in Rathmines. On the follow- 
ing day they would be called upon to 
discuss some great educational problem 
affecting the people of England, and on 
the same day they would perhaps be 
asked to discuss some small trivial 
question affecting the local government 
of Scotland or Wales. That was the 
absurdity of the present system, and no 
rules which they could devise would 
really free the House. What was wanted 
was a_ system of decentralisation. 
If Grand Committees were to be 
given the management of the local 
affairs of England, Wales, Scotland and 
Ireland, he would say that they were 
on the right path, but so long as in that 
Assembly they attempted at one and the 
same time to discuss great English, Welsh, 
Scottish, and Irish problems they could 
not by any new rules prevent the 


confusion and chaos which existed. 
In the programme of the present 


session there were the Army Bill, the 
Budget Bill, the Small Holdings Bill, the 
Licensing Bill, Bills dealing with the 
Government of Ireland and with the ques- 
tion of higher education in Ireland. He 
would ask any sensible man in the House 
whether he could honestly say that it was 
possible, no matter how they changed 
the rules, in six months for the same 
Chamber to transact all that legislative. 
business in addition to the necessary 
financial business of the year. It could 
not be done. From the experience 
of many vears past they knew that 
not more than one really great Bill had 
any chance of being passed into law in one 
session, and even that could not be done 
except by closure by compartments, 
the use of which was a standing invita- 
tion to noble Lords in another place to 
exercise their nefarious powers. He did 
not think that the debate should pass 
without his entering a protest. He 
remembered that when a great man in 
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that House was accused of always 
making the same protest he replied, 
“Yes, it is the same, but it is crue.” 
And so on every occasion of this kind he 
raised his voice in protest. He had 
been pointing out for years that these 
petty changes of procedure would not 
effect the object of the Government. 
As years went on the business of the 
House would become greater and greater, 
and the machine would work more and 
more slowly, and the only hope was in such 
adecentralisation of purely local business 
as would leave the Imperial Parliament 
with its hands free to deal with those 
Imperial questions which alone ought to 
occupy its attention. That was the only 
direction from which relief could come. If 
a division were taken he would not vote 
against the Government, but he would 
not vote for it. Hedid not believe there 
was the remotest chance of the change 
effecting its object. If it came to a 
square issue, for or against, he would 
mark his utter want of belief in the 
efficiency of the proposals of the Govern- 
ment by abstaining from voting. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said he wanted as Chairman of the 
Committee of Selection to explode the idea 
that there was any difficulty in getting 
Members to act on the Committees. 
There were in the House a large number 
of young, eager, and able Members who 
were all anxious for work. He had great 


confidence that they would always 
have a sufficient number of Members 
to sit on these Committees. Hon. 


Members should realise that the House 
was not merely a pleasant club, but the 
workshop of the nation. He cculd 
assure the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
that he was mistaken in supposing that 
there would be any difficulty in getting 
Members to act. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
seemed to have the impression that Gov- 
ernment measures would have precedence 
in the Grand Committees. That was not 
his view. He imagined that the Bills would 
come on for consideration in the order in 
which they were sent upstairs. On be- 
half of the Committee of Selection he 
Welcomed the proposal to have four 
Grand Committees. In the House, in 
the smoking-room, and in the dining- 
room, he was often approached by Mem- 
bers clamouring for work. Sometimes 
they said they were new Members and 
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had not been put on a Committee yet 
There were 270 Members in the Hou-e 
to whom the Committee of Selection had 
not been able to give any work at all. 


*Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent, 
Ashford) said he spoke on this question 
entirely irrespective of Party politics, 
for on whichever side of the House he 
had sat he had always taken exactly the 
same attitude as to the kind of work 
which should be referred to Grand Com- 
mittees. While he was anxious to 
support any scheme which would ex- 
pedite and improve the legislative work 
of the House, he believed the proposals 
now made by the Government would not 
have that effect. He would, therefore, 
oppose them as he did when they 
were before the Procedure Committee. 
The Prime Minister had said that the 
proposal was an experimental measure. 
If the right hon. Gentleman insisted on 
carrying his Resolution, he hoped it 
would only be as a Sessional Order. 
They had had from the right hon. 
Member for the Rushcliffe Division a 
very interesting history of the manner in 
which these proposals had arisen; and he 
was somewhat surprised at the conclusion 
at which that right hon. Gentleman had 
arrived. Quoting the Report of the 
Committee which sat on procedure in 
1886, the right hon. Gentleman had used 
extremely eulogistic language as to the 
great and important authority which 
lay behind that Report; but he 
should have added that there were 
vital differences between what was 
now suggested and that which was pre- 
sented in the Report of 1886. In that 
Report four Committees were to be set 
up, not mere microcosms of the House 
of Commons, but the whole House 
was to be divided into four Committees, 
which naturally carried with it the corol- 
lary that those Committees were not to 
sit during the ordinary time at which the 
House itself sat, and that the hon. 
Members who constituted those Com- 
mittees should be relieved of sitting on 
Private Bill Committees. It must be 
remembered, however, that within two 
vears of presenting that Report the right 
hon. Gentleman came forward withja 
proposition, which was accepted by the 
House, reverting to the original pre- 
cedent of 1882, on which they had 
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been acting ever since. But they had 
had a later pronouncement on the ques- 
tion of Grand Committees. In 1905 the 
Chairmen’s Panels, including the late Sir 
James Fergusson, whose loss they all de- 
plored, formally considered the position 
of the House with regard to Bills sent to 
Grand Committees, and they unanimously 
found that it was not desirable to refer 
to them Bills which aroused strong Party 
feeling or dealt with matters of high 
controversy. And who was the Gentle- 
man who presented that Report? It 
was the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Nottinghamshire. 


Mr. ELLIS thought that the hon. 
Gentleman should go on to refer to the 
next paragraph in the Report of that 
Committee. 


*Mr. LAURENCE HARDY said he was 
bound to admit that in the next para- 
graph the Report went on to say that if 
the Standing Committees had to deal 
with Bills of the nature described, then 
the power of closure should be given 
to the Chairmen. At the time he 
himself accepted the power of closure 


somewhat reluctantly, although in a 
better form than that described by 


the Prime Minister. He had had a cer- 
tain amount of experience during the 
nine ‘sessions in which he had acted 
on the Chairmen’s Panel, and in the 
whole of that time he had never used, 
nor desired to use, the power of the 
closure. Therefore, he could not say 
that it would enable them to get very 
much further with their business. He 
thought that the right hon. Member 
for the Rushclifie Division did not 
rely on the power of the closure very 
much, because in 1902 he stated that 
he was an anti-closure man and that the 
use of the closure marked the incapacity 
of those who advocated its employment. 
He thought that the extremely good work 
which had been done by Grand Com- 
mittees was often forgotten, but if the 
list of that work was looked at it would 
be found that it was a particular class of 


work. During the discussion of last year 
it was always assumed that great 


measures on which the life of a Govern- 
ment depended should be reserved for 
the consideration of the Whole House, 
and he thought that the House ought to 


Mr. Laurence Hardy. 
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have a clear and distinct statement on 
that point. If large measures of that 
kind were to be reserved for the con- 
sideration of the whole House, he did not 


think there would be anv saving of 
time. On the other hand, while 
Grand Committees were unsuitable 


for dealing with large measures, be- 
cause they did not represent the true 
feeling of the House, they were too 
large for dealing with Departmental Bills 
or small Bills relating to a single point. 
They often had on the Order Paper 
of the House, l:ter in the session, 
a large number of Departmental Bills, 
usually small measures in themselves, 
but for which time could not be found 
owing to the attention of the House being 
centred on one great subject. If those 
Bills were sent to Grand Committees, 
asin the case of the Isle of Man Customs 
Bill, the Committee of Selection would 
have to appoint fifteen members, and the 
Chairman would have to sit in the 
Grand Committee room upstairs in 
the hope that a quorum would attend. 
If they did come’ the matter 
would be settled in two minutes, 
but if a quorum did not turn up, the 
time of those who did put in an appear- 
ance would be wasted. He feared the 
same kind of thing might happen in 
regard to every class of Bill, whether 
large or small, controversial or uncon- 
troversial. To send all classes of Bills 
to the same Committee showed that the 
Government had not considered the 
matter deeply, and the proposal which 
he intended to bring forward later, that 
the Bills should be sifted out by 4 
representative Committee, would, he 
thought, be better than the proposal 
which the Government brought forward. 
They should have some better assurance 
that this scheme did represent the final 
consideration of how the Government 
meant to proceed with measures of 
legislation. They were told that at 
present they had the opportunity of 
discussing matters on the Report stage, 
but they could not forget that last year 
the guillotine was applied to the Report 
stage of a Government Bill before the 
measure had ever been considered by 
the House. If that was so, how could 
they be sure that they would have that 
opportunity of free discussion on Report 
which would give every Member an 
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opportunity of expressing his opinion ! 
There was one class of Bill left out from 
the operation of the Resolution. Finance 


Bills were excluded; but there were | 
other Bills which were practically money | 


Bills, which were not to be considered 


by the House in Committee. What did | 


that mean? We had two Houses of 
Parliament, and it meant that certain 


Bills, if they were not considered in that | 


House, could also not be considered in 
another place. Many Bills would go 
to the Grand Committees which could not 
be considered in the other House, because 
they were money Bills, and the only 
opportunity for their consideration would 
be in the Grand Committee. These 
considerations ought to be taken 
into account before they proceeded 
to deal with the proposal before 
the House. It was said that it 
would facilitate legislation and stimu- 
late Members to increased exertions. 
The suggestion that hon. Members 
wanted stimulating at that early stage of 
the new Parliament was a peculiar one, 
and he believed that the attendance in the 
House showed that there was not great 
keenness on the part of hon. Members 
in regard to the work of the House, 
especially in matters which concerned 
the Army and Navy. In fact, in 
Committee of the 
an important measure, far greater 
interest was shown than at other times. 
The Prime Minister had suggested that 


they would get rid of the discussion | 
of the details of measures of legislation | 


in the House, and make the time of 


the sitting of the House a comparatively | 


easy matter—that they would not 


have so much to do, and would go to bed | 


earlier than they did at present. That 
was a rather remarkable proposition when 
they remembered that legislation was to 
be conducted during hours which were, 


to a large extent, outside the hours in| 


which the House sat, namely, between 
eleven and four; and yet that plea was 
put forward by a Government which said 
only last year that it was impossible 
for that House to deal with its legisla- 
tive work at two o’clock, and it was 
necessary to meet later at a quarter 
to three, because it was not able to get 
Members to attend at the earlier hour. 
What were the proposals of the Govern- 
ment with regard to unofficial private 
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‘Members’ Bills. There were only four- 
teen or fifteen Fridays on which private 
Members could pass the Second Reading 
of Bills ; then under this Rule there was a 
special Grand Committee to consider 
them, and at the end there were only 
two Fridays with ten hours of Parliamen- 
tary time to take the later stages. Was 
not that a waste of time and an unfair 
burden? Those Bills were very often 
drafted by private draughtsmen, and, 
not having had the assistance of a Minister 
in the Grand Committee, they must con- 
sider in minute detail those Bills on the 
| Report stage. He confessed that he did 
not think such a course was fair to private 
| Members, or that they would gain very 
much by the process. As to the proposed 
Scottish Committee, he wished to know 
whether it was intended that while 
Scottish Members were to sit on that 
Grand Committee they were also to 
'sit on other Committees. They ought 
to know the full intentions of the Gov- 
'ernment on this matter, because, as it 
at present appeared, the Scottish Members 
would be able to produce a large amount 
of definite expert opinion in reference to 
each Bill,while the fifteen English Members 
would practically be a permanent body, 
who would sit for the whole session, 
| before whom the Scottish Members 
would plead their case, on either side, 
and upon whom the people interested in 
the measure would be dependent. Such 
/a system was an absolute reversal of the 
intentions of Parliament in establishing 
the Grand Committee system, and as the 
| House gradually resolved itself more and 
more into groups, and it became increas- 
ingly difficult to make any Grand Com- 
mittee of sixty-nine Members or upwards 
truly representative to consider particular 
legislation, so would it be much more diffi- 
cult to select fifteen Menbers of a 
| thoroughly representative character. It 
would be very difficult to make a 
‘Grand Committee, as at present 
constituted, really representative of the 


| House, and therefore their opinion would 


lose its effect, and would not have the 
amount of influence necessary to ensure 
that the legislation concerned should 
be carried out without further debate 
in the House. For himself he could 
not accept most of the suggestions put 
forward; he thought the Government 








had taken the wrong direction. He 
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did not think the Committee stage 
should be left to the sole discretion 
of the Government of the day. It was 
not desir able to send Bills of a 
large character to Grand Committees, and 
he did not believe that the Govern- 
ment would increase the efficiency of 
the House by introducing the com- 
plications of closure which they proposed. 
He did not think the scheme would 
have the effect they desired, and he 
was sorry the Government had thought 
fit to bring it forward. 


*Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) said 
he wished to thank the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, on behalf of all Scottish Members, 
for including the Scottish Committee 
in his scheme. The reasons given for the 
opposition to the scheme were entirely 
mistaken reasons. Objection was taken 
on the ground that it was part of 
a national scheme. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite described it as _ separation, 
and apparently looked upon it as 
an instalment of Home Rule, and ob- 
jected to it on that principle. He pro- 
tested against any such view being 
taken. It was perfectly true that some 
Scotsmen held certain national views, 
and many believed that Scottish business 
would be better done if it was managed 
by some local body instead of by the Im- 
perial Parliament. But that was not 
the question. The majority of Scottish 
Members were willing to accept the 
fifteen Englishmen on the Committee. 
He approached the proposal! as a part of a 
general scheme to ease the present con- 
gestion of Parliament. It was not a 
national question. But if Grand Commit- 
tees were to be set up there must be 
some classification of the business. There 
was already the classification of Bills on 
law and on trade, but there was one body 
of work that came before the House 
which was entirely distinct and 
that was Scottish work. Not only was 
it a distinct class, but it was more ne- 
glected than any other work in the House. 
Because each question in Scotland had 
to be dealt with by a separate Bill, and 
Scotland being a small nationality with 
a small population, she had no chance 
with English Bills treating with the 
same subjects. Those were dealt with, 
but the Scottish Bills set aside. When a 
Scottish Bill came before the House who 
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sat and listened to it? Scotsmen 
exclusively. He was particularly sorry 
for the little body of fifteen English 
martyrs who were to sit on this Scottish 
Committee. The right hon. Gentleman 
said there would be no English Commit- 
tee, but that was not so. There were 
to be four Committees altogether, and as- 
suming that two were sitting at the same 
time, all the Scottish Members would be 
on the Scottish Committee, and would 
not in any way contaminate the other 
Committee, which would consist solely 
of English and Irish Members, and the 
latter would not be more than fifteen, 
which would only correspond with 
the number of Englishmen on _ the 
Scottish Committee. The scheme was 
part of a scheme of devolution of the 
business of the House, and _ practical 
Scotsmen regarded it with favour because 
it would help both England and Scot- 
land. 


*Mr. JOWETT (Bradford, W.) sup- 
ported the proposal of the Prime 
Minister. The idea of the details 
of a Bill being considered by a Com- 
mittee of 670 Members was too ridiculous 
for words. That was not only his view, 
but also the view of a distinguished 
official of the House. Sir Courtenay 
Ilbert said before the Committee on Pro- 
cedure he did not think that any one de- 
fended the existing system under which 
Bills were passed through Committee 
of the Whole House; that no reason- 
able person would sit down and 
deliberately suggest such a method of 
procedure. No words could be a stronger 
condemnation of the present system, and 
many Members of the House would 
approve of the opinion of Sir Courtenay 
Ilbert. The hon. and learned! Member 
for Waterford had rather thrown 
cold water on the proposals of the 
Government, and he could quite under- 
stand his taking every opportunity to 
show the absolute impossibility of govern- 
ing the whole of the three Kingdoms from 
that House. But that was no reason why 
the best should not be done to make the 
House of Commons a working institution. 
No man could pretend that as at present 
constituted it was a working Assembly, so 
far as private Members were concerned. 
He submitted that the House had a some- 
what demoralising effect on private 
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Members, who were not allowed to do 
the business for which they were sent 
there. Month after month Members willing 
and anxious to take part in public 
business, and sit on Committees, were 
reduced to sitting in the House listening 
to discussions conducted largely by 
right hon. Gentlemen on the two front 
benches, and those who sat in the part 
from which he was speaking were often not 
ableeven tohear. He did not think it was 
fair not to allow private Members to do 
what they were sent to Parliament to do. 
He certainly welcomed the prospect of 
being able to take some part in the busi- 
ness of that House. It seemed to him that 
the Rules of Procedure under which they 
suffered would not have been toleraied 
so long if they had not suited the 
convenience of the legal fraternity. If 
one took up the Amendment Paper in 
regard to any Bill one saw that the 
procedure of the House was on lines that 
favoured the methods of legal Members. 
For instance, the Order Paper of that 
day containing Amendments to the 
Prime Minister’s proposal, included the 
following— 


“Line 1, after the first ‘a’ insert ‘ Govern- 


ment ;’”” 


“Leave out ‘the’ to ‘commit,’ in line 9, and 
insert ‘ Business Committee may;’ ” 


and soon. It was like a Chinese puzzle. 
There was neither sense nor reason in 
it. It was not necessary, and he did 
not think any other public body would 
tolerate it. Things should be put plainly 
so that a plain man could understand 
them, instead of his having to spend his 
whole time in solving such word puzzles. 
He remembered that on one clause of 
the Education Bill, in order to effect a 
change in it, thirteen separate Amend- 
ments were put down on the Paper. 
On other occasions private Members 
were expected to follow intelligently 
Amendments that were not in print. 
They were read from the Table, 
and most Members had no oppor- 
tunity of knowing what their terms 
meant. That might be called business, 
but he did not think it was, nor did 
other Members who were responsible for 
it. Lawyers were present to represent 
their constituencies in the ordinary way, 
and these matters of dra!ting should be 
dealt with by experts who were appointed 
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for the purpose and could offer their 
advice without prejudice and with the 
confidence of everybody. He not only 
agreed with the Prime Minister in his 
making four instead of two Standing 
Committees, but he would go a step 
further and suggest that in connection 
with every one of those Committees 
there should be an expert draughtsman 
in order to render Members independent 
of the lawyers. He would go even 
further than that —as would other 
Members, in increasing numbers— 
and submit that they should take 
part not only in the legislative, but also 
in the executive, part of the work of the 
House. It was surely a scandal that 
private Members should have no share 
in executive business. At present they 
had simply power to ask a Question, 
which might or might not be answered, 
or to make a speech, if by chance they 
caught the Speaker’s or the Chairman’s 
eye. It seemed to him that the various 
Government Departments had grown 
so big that Members representing all 
branches and sections of the House 
should be associated with them. That 
was a view which would grow as 
time went on, and as they got an in- 
creased number of adherents to the Com- 
mittee system they would find the 
system extended to the executive part 
of the work. They welcomed the 
proposals of the Government, because 
in all probability they would give 
Members a better opportunity for taking 
part in the business they were sent to 
do. For his part he thanked the right 
hon. Gentleman for the step he was 
taking, which, in his opinion, was much 
needed in the interestsof public business, 
as well as in the interest of private 
Members. 


*Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.) said that he would be sorry to stand 
for a moment in the way of any well- 
considered plan to make the Parlia- 
mentary wheels run more smoothly, but 
he thought it was a little unfortunate 
that they could not consider the procedure 
on Bills as a whole, and not merely the 
procedure after they had passed the 
Second Reading. There were two methods 
of saving time—either to revise the 
whole procedure, or to revise a small part 
of it, as they were doing now. If they 
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adopted the former and more desirable | 
| seeking to be represented upon them. If 


method, a great deal of time could be 
saved without the necessity of enlarging 
the system of Grand Committees. He 
suggested that the first reading stage 
of a Bill should be purely formal, both for 
private and Government Bills. When 
the Bill was ordered to be printed an ex- 
position of its nature and of its principles 


should be furnished with it, as was done 


in many foreign legislatures. That would 
save the whole of the proceedings on the 
First Reading. The proposition before 
them now was that after the Second Read- 
ing the Bill should go to Grand Committee, 
but that would not necessarily save time, 
because Members would turn the Report 
stage into the former Committee stage 
when the Bill came downstairs. He would 
remind the House that when the Educa- 
tion (Provision of Meals) Bill came 
from the Standing Committee, page after 
page of Amendments were put down 
on the Report stage. 


Lorp ROBERT CECIL (Marylebone, 
KE.) reminded the hon. Member that 
that Bill was sent to a Select Com- 
mittee and then came to the House. It 
did not go to Grand Committee at all. 


*Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY said that if the 


reference had been toa Grand Committee | L : . 
| on less important matters in the House ! 


| It seemed to him that the private Member 


they might still have had a discussion on 
the Report stage similar to the discussion 
in Committee. He was very much inter- 
ested in the Census of Production Bill, 
which dealt with a subject that he had 
studied for many years, and he had a 
Motion on the Paper with regard to it, 
which he was unfortunately _ pre- 
vented from moving. The Bill was 
sent to a Committee upstairs, on 
which he did not serve, not having 
been invited to do so. The result was 
that the Report stage was the first time 
he encountered the Bill in the House, 


{COMMONS} 


‘the morning or in the 


House (Procedure). 932 


there was great danger of special interests 


it was found that on. some Committee a 
certain interest would be attacked 
Members would be found endeavouring 
to get themselves placed on that Com- 
mittee in order to make their con- 
tentions heard in a way that could not be 
achieved in the House itself; because 
the value of a Member’s vote was only 
one in 670 in the House, whereas it was 
one in eighty in Committee. Therefore, 
they would get interests over-repre- 
sented upon the Committees. His 
hon. friend who had just sat down 
had pleaded for more work for private 
Members, and he joined hands with him 
in making that plea, but what did the 
new proposals do for the useful men of 
the House who had to earn their 
livings? The House met at a quarter 
to three and sat till eleven, and often 
later. Supposing a Committee sat from 
eleven o’clock in the morning until prayer 
time, and then the Members who com- 
posed it went on in the House until 
eleven o'clock at night, and frequently 
until the next morning: was it possible 
to give proper time and attention to 
business carried on in that way? Was 


it proposed to do important work in 


Committee, and to occupy the time 
between three o’clock and eleven o'clock 


would find himself in the dilemma of 
having either to give his time in 
afternoon. 
Many Members were most earnestly 
desirous of doing useful work, but they 
would find themselves utterly unable 
to contend with Parliamentary duties 
lasting twelve or fifteen hours a day. 
He had protested against twelve or 
fifteen hours a day for ’busmen, and he 
was therefore entitled to protest against 
these hours. Then there was the semi 


and then he and many other Members | secret character of the Committees to 
around him were afraid to make speeches | consider. Members in Committees were 
lest they endangered the passage of a not reported officially as in the House, 


measure in which they were deeply | 


and if these proposals were adopted, he 


interested. If that was called reform, | submitted that there should be an official 
he could not agree with the application of | record of the proceedings upstairs; 
the word. Then there was danger in con- | otherwise, those proceedings would tend 
nection with the class of Member seeking | to become secret, and that would not 
to serve on the Committees. The word! be at all in the public interest. He 
“ faddists ” had been used, butinregardto submitted that it would be better if the 


these Committees he would suggest that | 


Mr. Chiozza Money. 


Government came forward with 4 
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proposal relating to the whole of the | 
procedure of the House on the various | 


stages. He earnestly asked the House to 
consider whether, after the First and 
Second Reading stages, some business 


Committee with Mr. Speaker as Chair- | 


man, could not aliot time, as 
suggested by the ex-Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, for the remaining stages of 
Bills according to their importance. 
He asked them to consider whether 
they would not gain more time, with a 
larger measure of efficiency, in that way 
than by the proposals of the Prime 
Minister, and at the same time enable 
every Member to take a proper interest 
in the affairs of the House and of Com- 
mittees of the House. 


Lord ROBERT CECIL said he did 
not admire in every respect the procedure 
of the House. He quite admitted that 
there were defects ; but he could not agree 
with the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford that the House wholly failed 
to discharge its duties. It seemed to 
him that many of those duties were dis- 
charged well enough. But in considering 
the subject in a general way it was neces- 
sary to remember that the House had 
very divergent classes of duties to per- 
form. It was a great mistake to suppose 
that the House was solely a legislative 
machine. That seemed to him to be a 
fundamental error. The House, in the 
first place, had administrative and even 
judicial duties, and it discharged them 
extremely badly. If the Government 
had come forward with proposals for 
improving the machinery of Private Bill 
procedure, he agreed that much might 
have been said for very drastic changes 
in that respect. The mode in which the 
House dealt with Private Bills was 
little better than a scandal. The 
procedure was constantly used by hon. 
Members who desired to put forward 
some political proposal, or some section- 
al or even personal desire ; it was used 
as a means of putting undue and 
illegitimate pressure on the promoters 
of such Bills; and if any means could 
be devised for turning the business con- 
nected with Private Bills into a really 
judicial proceeding, it would be a 
great improvement. But that was 
not the proposal before the House. 


The hon. Member below the gangway 
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seemed to think there should be some- 
thing like the Committees, he presumed, 
appointed by the National Convention 
at the time of the French Revolution, 
which had the supervision of the ad 
ministration of the country. He could 
not conceive any proposal with less to 
recommend it. It certainly would 
not conduce to the rapid adminis- 
tration of anything. His own experience 
of a Committee was that it was always 
a great deal worse than its best 
member and very often worse than 
its worst member, for administrative 
purposes. He would rather trust to a 
single man for administrative purposes. 
subject to impeachment or dismissal 
from his office if he made a mistake, 
than he would trust the most able 
committee ever constituted. But when 
they passed from the administrative 
duties of the House and came to its 
legislative duties, a great distinction 
must be made. There were the de- 
liberative duties of the House and 
there were the actual legislative duties. 
He admired mainly, if he might 
respectfully say so, the deliberative 
faculties of the House. He thought it 
was by far the best place in the country 
for discussing and examining any pro- 
posa!, whether in the form of a Bill or 
any other form—he was inclined to 
say the best in the world. But let 
them be careful to remember that 
there was not that sharp distinction 
between the principles and details of a 
measure which might be thought. They 
could not discuss the principle of a 
measure without also discussing the way 
in which that principle was to be carried 
out, and yet it was the way in which 
a measure was to be carried out that 
really mattered. Let them take almost 
all the great proposals that were before 
the House last session. On the broad 


{ . . 
principles of a great number of them 


all Members of the House were more 
or less agreed. If they were to write 
down the theses of what was desired 
in reference to the Land Tenure Bill 
or the Education Bill of last year, 
they would find a very general agree- 
ment. But when it came to details, 
how general principles should be carried 
out, they would find that a_ real 
difference of opinion commonly existed. 
It was, therefore, quite a delusion to 
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suppose that they could divide sharply | really controversial measure could be dealt 
the discussion that took place on the with adequately and properly by a 
Second Reading of a Bill and the) system of Grand Committees, and jt 
discussion in Committee. It was quite certainly discouraged the House from 
true that they might have discussions | thinking that, even with respect to two 
on unimportant matters in Committee, | Grand Committees, the Government were 
but many of the most important | at present able to give sufficient attention 
and most valuable discussions were | and guidance to their work to ensure that 
those which took place on particular] it should be satisfactory to the House 
aspects of a question in Committee, | when it came downstairs. 
or when a particular set of words were 
put sr Heth os - accepted! And, it being a quarter past Eight of 
a. a a ° ” _ | the clock, further proceeding was _post- 
That was the time when in his/ noned without Question put, pursuant to 
judgment the House had real power | Standing Order No. 4 
. . . . oD — . . 
of dealing with a subject, and when the 
deliberations of the House were most 
valuable. When they came to the actual | coymiTMENTS TO PRISON FOR DEBT 
legislative work of the country, he agreed Se is: 
ee | *Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
that it was very bad. He meant by] ow : 
* lat; s . ~ |S.W.) rose to call attention to the large 
legislation the actual construction of Acts : 2 5° 
5 ' ; and constantly increasing number of 
of Parliament, which he agreed must as Ane 
is Bien Cetin tat, tt commitments to prison for debt by orders 
€ « y large /( +e ) ‘ ‘ - ah 
i ‘ eta AP 1 si fey our | of County Courts ; and to move, “That 
was bad not tt cen of a — the present powers of committing to 
of the House, but much more because o prison for non-payment of a debt ought 
the controversial character of the measures | t) be restricted.” He said that. the 
: i j ih ve "98 © z ei Bi ‘ 
submitted to it. The real truth was that | number of persons committed to prison 
when they had a controversial measure, | for non-payment of debt, by order of 
even if they had only eighty Members the County Courts, had steadily increased 
discussing it, they would have a vast} within recent years. The figures were 
number of different opinions, many ill-} jn 1899. 7.867: in 1900. 7.899: in 190] 
5 ° ‘ ‘ 9!» ’ e 9 $£,000,5 t ’ 
digested, and it would be impossible to | g 494; jn 1902, 9,530; in 1903, 10,544; 
get the necessary real and concentrated | and jn 1904. 11.096. There had thus 
; » 11,096. » he 
attention on matters’of drafting and so on. | } anal 1 eg NERC K 
5 een a S y ogressive ‘rease 
That difficulty would be just the same nee: a tgp tse piggies 
Grand °C ; f . during those years, the increase in 1904 
in_a Grand Committee of seventy OF| being 50 per cent. on the number in 
eighty members as it was in Committee | 1g99 Apparently the law was put in 
of the Whole House. They would not operation in a very different way in 
find substantial difference in the actual | gifferent parts of the country, or, in 
. ° mr = 7 F J? ’ 
legislative work of the House. Therefore, other words, a very different’ standard 
ss his judgment, = proposal of the] of the conditions which justified im- 
Government would destroy the best part prisonment seemed to be adopted by 
of the work of the House, namely, the different Judges. At Leicester the num- 
deliberative part when the attention of | per of plaints in 1904 was 15,000 and 
the House was concentrated on definite | seventy-seven persons were imprisoned 
proposals. A good deal had been said |and at Brighton there were 9,000 
about the difficulty of manning the | plaints and thirty-nine commitments. 
various Committees. He shared to the! Qn the other hand, at Rotherham there 
full the apprehensions which had been | were 13,000 plaints and 408 com- 
expressed on_ that point. He did not | mitments, and at Hull there were 14,000 
think it agp yi he en least possible | plaints and 322 commitments. There 
for mem “4 oO : the , 7overnment to | was a similar disparity between one 
attend the Committees in such a way as | circuit and another. For instance, in 
. | . . 
really to supervise the work; and |the Monmouth Circuit there were 
their experience of the Report stage of | 25,000 plaints and only twenty-one com- 
the Land Tenure Bill, one of the worst | mitments, whereas in the Suffolk Circuit 
drafted measures that ever passed the|there were 16,000 plaints and 224 
House, did not encourage the belief that a! commitments. In some districts one 


Lord Robert Cecil. 
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defendant in every 1,200 was im- 
prisoned, while in other districts the 
proportion was one in sixty. Who 
mainly benefited by the present system 
of imprisonment for debt? His answer 
was tallymen, money-lenders, and that 
class of sharks to whom certain tradesmen | 
sold their debts at about a shilling in | 
the £. He had heard of a case in which 
abookhawker gave credit for two guineas 
for a family Bible toaservant girl sixteen 
years of age. He did not wish the 
House to understand that the servant 
girl was sent to prison. When a working 
man’s wife was induced to buy jewellery 
or trinkets on credit she concealed from 
her husband what she had done, and 
when the county court notice was de- 
livered she was able to conceal it also. 
In some instances it might actually 
happen that the first knowledge the 
husband had that there was any debt 
was when he was. arrested. Who 
were the victims of the system? In 
the main this was a system of collect- 
ing debts from the wage-earning classes, 
although tradesmen were affected to a 
certain extent. No doubt he would be 
told that before an order of commitment | 
was made the Judge gave the debtor a| 
chance of paying by instalments. That | 
was perfectly true, but what a county 
court Judge did was to ask what a man’s 
wages were, and then to estimate what 
amount he could spare out of his wages. 
It was perfectly obvious that that was a 
very unsatisfactory system, and that 
much oppression might unwittingly be 
committed under it. The treatment in 
prison of civil debtors under the 
present rules did not substantially differ | 
from the treatment of criminals. He 
had heard a story of two prisoners 
who were exchanging confidences. One 
said to the other, “They gave me 
fourteen days for stealing a duck,” 
and the other replied, “Oh! I got 
forty days for not paying for one.” 
The present system was grossly unequal 
as between the man who owed a large 
sum and the man who owed a small sum. 
The former could make himself bank- 
rupt and so rid himself of all his liabilities, 
but the man who owed a small sum 
could not do that. He believed he 
was right in saying that there were few 
civilised countries, if any, in which such 
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a system prevailed. He was told that it 
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did not prevail in Scotland, and he 
believed he was correct in stating that it 
did not prevail in the United States, 
France, or Germany. The present law 
and practice in this country encouraged 
the pernicious system of credit and the 
growth of firms whose main business it 
was to tempt poor people to borrow 
money at ruinous rates of interest, or to 
buy articles which they did not want, 
and which they certainly could not a ford 
to purchase. His own inclination was to 
advocate the abolition of imprisonment 
for debt altogether, but it might be that 
public opinion in this country was not 
yet ripe for that drastic reform. He was 
therefore anxious that the gravest evils 
should be got rid of, and, as he desired 
to carry along with him those who were 
not willing to go the whole way, his 
Resolution suggested that there were 
cases in which the present powers might 
be continued. They might be retained 
for debts incurred by fraud and dishonesty 
and for wilful and malicious injuries to 
property. The Attorney-General had 
stated in reply to a question that the 
Lord Chancellor had given the sub- 
ject most sympathetic consideration. 
In answer to a supplementary question 
which he had put, the Attorney-General 
said he quite agreed that the evil was 
great and that some change was neces- 
sary. That was in November last, but 
when the Lord Chancellor introduced 
a Bill dealing with County Courts he 
very much regretted to find that that Bill 
did not include any provision with regard 
to the question with which he was con- 
cerned that night. It was, however, 
evident that the Lord Chancellor was 
strongly in favour of dealing with 
the question, and Lord Ashbourne, 
Viscount Cross, and Lord James of Here- 
ford also strongly advocated that the 
Bill should include some provision deal- 
ing with imprisonment for debt. He 
hoped it was not too late to induce 
the Government to deal with the 
question in the present Bill, and so bring 
about a valuable social reform which 
would be approved of by everyone except 
that class of firms who encouraged 
people to incur debts and buy goods 
which they really did not want, knowing 
that they had the screw of imprisonment 
by the power of the County Court Judge 


behind them. He begged to move. 
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Mr. MACLEAN (Bath), in seconding| County Courts were largely used by 
the Motion, expressed the hope that he; money lenders and the class of traders 
would carry with him the hon. and| who imposed on stupid people by sales to 
learned Solicitor-General when he stated | them of sham jewellery. 
the principle that no man should be de- | 
prived of his liberty except for an offence 
against the State. He knew that a 
man in England was not imprisoned for mitting to Prison for non-payment of a 
non-payment of a debt, but for contempt Debt ought to be restricted.”’—(Mr, 
of Court. Still the fact remained that | Pickersgill.) 
the system existed of collecting debts 
by means of the threat of imprisonment. | 
Imprisonment for non-payment of a | admitted that the 
debt no longer obtained in any other! extremely difficult one, but he could not 
civilised country in the world. Allusion | help thinking that the hon. and learned 
had been made to the practice in Scotland. | Member had not had that experience of 
About twenty-five years ago imprison- | County Courts recently which he used to 
ment for debt in that country was abso-}| have. The effect of the suggestion of the 
lutely abolished, with the result that a| hon. and learned Member would be 
far sounder system of credit had grown | practically to do away with the pre- 
up. ‘That was what they desired} sent system of credit altogether. He 
to effect in England. It had been; would like to trace a not altogether 
suggested that some difficulties might | imaginary case brought before a County 
arise when a_ strike occurred, and/} Court. Mr. Jones bcrrowed from 
credit was given by small traders to| Mr. Smith a sum of £10 in October, 
the men on strike; but he thought | 1905, for, as he said, the purpose 
that the Labour Members would be | of enabling him to finish a job he had in 
found to be more or less in favour of the} hand, promising to repay at Christmas 
Resolution proposed by his hon. and} time when the job was _ completed. 
learned friend. The present system set up| Months passed and Smith was_ not 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the present powers of com- 


Sir WILLIAM BULL (Hammersmith) 


question was an 





a very harmful factor in social life, there | paid, and at last, on January Ist, he 
| decided to put in operation the pro- 
cess of the County Court. It took 


having gradually grown up a system 
5 > . 
of business frankly based on the power of 





a creditor to send a debtor to prison.| about a month after issuing process 
That system enabled a certain class of| for the case to come on; more often 
traders to make huge profits out of poor} in the London Courts it was six weeks 
people. Last session it was stated in| before it could be heard, but the aver- 
answer to a Question put in the House! age time was a month. He therefore 
that a communication had been made to! went and issued an ordinary summons for 
Judge Rentoul by a firm of traders stating | the recovery of the £10. It was return- 
that they did not wish that he should! able on February Ist, and when that 
imprison more than sixty of their;/date came he found that he was, 
debtors in the course of a year. Hej say, 200 cases down the list. He was at 
believed that if imprisonment for} the Court at ten o’clock, but the case did 
debt were absolutely abolished that | not come on before twelve. It was heard 
spurious and injurious system of doing | before the Registrar, and, the defendant 
business would die out. No one desired! announcing that it was defended it 
to prevent in any way honest tradesmen | was put back till the afternoon. There 
from getting payment of their due and| were two or three heavy running-down 
proper debts. No doubt occasional hard- |} cases, and the hearing of the case was 
ships might occur if a Bill prohibiting | adjourned till March Ist. Thus the 
imprisonment for debt were passed, but | defendant got another month by merely 
he thought that the balance of advantage | jumping up and saying that the case was 
would lie with the abolition of the exist- | defended. On March Ist, if plaintiff was 
ingsystem. There was not the least doubt | lucky, he got his case heard, and he issued 
that certain County Courts rules were ex- | execution against the goods of the de- 
tremely difficult to work out, as he could | fendant. No return was made for 4 
testify from his own experience, and the | month—the bailifis did not make a 
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return under that period—and then at 
the end of that month he found that the 
landlord was in for rent or that the goods 
did not belong to the defendant, so that 
the proceedings were abortive. The 
creditor issued a judgment summons in 
order to obtain the money by instal- 
ments, and that was returnable on 
May Ist. Summonses were very rarely 
served by the officer of the Court, and 
when the creditor was told in June that 
it had not been served he asked for leave 
to serve it himself, and did so. The 
summons was returnable in July, and 
then he applied for an order for payment 
by instalments. The Judge heard what 
the debtor’s means were, and with a 
matter of £10 the creditor would get an 
order of 5s. a month. In the meantime 
the Long Vacation came on and nothing 
happened until October. The defendant 
did not pay the 5s. a month, and the 
creditor applied for another judgment 


summons which he got on November 
Ist, but was told that it could not 
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be served. He then applied for another 
judgment summons which he served and 
which was returnable on January 
Ist. Up to this time he had _ not 
got a penny from his debtor and had 
spent many in Court fees. The judg- 
ment summons came on, and the defend- 
ant, if he was wily, turned up and said 
he could not pay 5s. a month as he 
was out of work or had illness in his 
family and so on. The result was that 
the judge reduced the order to 2s. a 
month, and no committal order could 
be issued as long as the 2s. a month 
was paid. When one sum of 2s. was 
due the Clerk of the County Court 
advised the creditor not to go to the 
expense of a warrant for 2s., but to wait 
until two or three instalments were 
overdue. In the following May as the 
instalments had not been paid, he 
obtained a warrant for the payment 
of the 6s., and if the man paid the 6s. | 
he even then did not go to prison for 
seven days. If, however, the man did 
not pay, he could be sent to gaol not 
for not paying, but for contempt of 
court. From the speeches of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite it would appear that 
the County Court was a great engine of 
oppression upon the debtor, but as he had 
shown, it took at least sixteen or seven- 
teen months before a man could get 2s. 
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or 3s. out of his debtor if the latter 
knew how to get out of it. Sometimes 
he pleaded poverty ; sometimes he was 
wise enough to stop away. That was 
the state of the case as it stood at the 
present time. He was not quite clear 
whether the hon. Member for Bethnal 
Green stated the number of committal 
orders or the actual number of persons 
who went to prison. [Mr. PicKERSGILL : 
The actual number who went to 
prison.]| He quite admitted that in 
different County Courts the procedure 
entirely differed, and it was amusing 
to see when a Judge first came, if he was 
at all severe, how old plaints were raked 
up for the purpose of putting this law 
in force. Nobody knew better than the 
Registrar and the Judge of the County 
Court exactly the kind of debt which 
it was sought to recover, and the tallymen 
and credit drapers, simply to save their 
own time, put all their cases together 
and had twenty or thirty at a 
time. That class of trader knew very 
well that the very worst character they 


could get was a character for being 
severe and pressing for orders for com- 


mittal. The Judge knew all the tallymen 
in his Court, and they were treated more 
severely than the ordinary tradesmen. 
But he would not like the House to get 
the idea that the County Court was 
entirely used by the tallyman and credit 
draper and by nobody else. He could 
assure the House that it was the ordinary 
trader who used the County Court, 
although he did not like to do so, 
as the intricacy of the forms and practice 
required skilled advice and it was not a 
profitable business for solicitors. Some 
very large firms had County Court clerks 
for the purpose of dealing with their 
County Court work. The County Courts 
were of very great use to persons engaged 
in trade and commerce, and he hoped the 
House would pause before it passed a 
Resolution to the effect proposed. 
A very great deal more evidence 
ought to be adduced before a system 
was abolished which had worked very 
well in the hands of the Judges who ad- 
ministered it. By long practice they 
could see whether a man was telling 
stories or was able to pay or not, and he 
thought there were few cases of hard- 
ship, and no great number of miscar- 
riages of justice. He believed in 80 per 
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cent. of the committal orders the sums 


Rating 


were paid before they were actually | 


enforced. 


Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir W. | 


Rosson, South Shields) said the hon. 
Member had given them some idea of the 
hardships of the existing system upon the 
creditor, who had all sorts of trouble and 
inconvenience for sixteen months to 
get 2s. a month out of a debtor. He 
would have thought that that was a 
condemnation of the existing system. 
In 1869 Parliament intended to abolish 
imprisonment for debt, but it left one 
door open. Debtors were no longer im- 
prisoned for debt, but for failing to com- 
ply with the order of the Court. Such an 
order was not made unless there was some 
proof that the debtor either had, or had 
had since the judgment was made, means 
of satisfying the judgment. In form that 
rule was applicable to all classes. In 


effect it operated against the poorer | 
In the case of a | 


industrial class alone. 
middle-class debtor, the creditor pro- 
ceeded against the goods of the debtor, 
and if an execution did not satisfy the 
claim no further proceedings were taken 
as a rule. But in the case of a working 
man debtor, the creditor did not look to 
the goods. The only substantial asset 
of such a debtor was his wages. 
were brought under the law by an order 
for instalments, and if the instalments 
were not paid the debtor was sent to 


prison. Every one would agree that that 
was a heavy penalty to pay, seeing 
that it fell almost exclusively on 
those who possessed the smallest 
means. But the matter did not lie 


absolutely between a creditor and a debtor, 
or between a body of creditors and 
a large number of debtors. It was a 
matter which touched in many aspects 
the interests of the community at 
large. The existence of this remedy 
had created competition among tradesmen 
for credit business. That credit business 
resulted in large losses or in that kind of 
tedious, costly, and unsatisfactory litiga- 
tion of which they had heard. Those losses 
must be met by putting them on to the 
price of the goods generally, so that the 
community as a whole as well as the 
individual debtor paid more for their 
goods owing to the existence of this 
costly and mischievous habit. There was 


Sir William Bull. 
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also a habit among certain tradesmen of 
keeping a sort of “hanging gale” over 
customers ; they kept their custom under 
control by allowing an unpaid sum for 
goods supplied to stand over. That was 
‘a vicious system of trading, but how 
could it be best dealt with? It had been 
said that if they removed imprisonment 
for debt they would destroy credit. To 
some extent that would be true, but what 
|other remedies were available? One 
remedy was the seizure of the debtor's 
goods, and another remedy worthy 
of consideration was the system which 
prevailed in Scotland, where there 
was no imprisonment for debt. It 
was the remedy of the attachment of 
wages. The system was tried in Eng- 
land, but it had been abolished. To 
what extent the arrestment of wages 
, prevailed in Scotland he was not prepared 
to say until further information was 
| available, and further information was cer- 
tainly desirable before they attempted to 
frame legislation dealing with the matter. 
One point had been touched on very 
lightly, and that was that there were many 
kinds of debts, debts in which no volun- 
| tary credit had been given by the creditor, 
as in the cases of alimony and bastardy. 
It would be very hard in such cases to 
‘deprive the creditor of any remedy, 
and therefore, cases of that kind they 
were obliged to consider very care- 
fully in framing any legislation. All 
the considerations pointed to a little 
further inquiry before an attempt was 
made to frame any Bill upon the subject, 
'and he suggested that possibly a Select 
|Committee would be the best way of 
carrying out an inquiry. The Govern- 
ment regarded the object in view sympa- 
thetically. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, “ That the present powers of 
committing to prison for non-payment of 
'a debt ought to be restricted.”—(J/r. 
| Pickersgill.) 


RATING (LONDON). 

Mr. CROCKS (Woolwich) rose to 
call attention to the incidence of rating in 
_London, and to move, “That, in the 
opinion of this House, the present in- 
equality of the rates raised in the 
| different parishes in London requires the 
| early consideration of Parliament.” He 
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said he realised at the outset that in pro- 

sing this Resolution he would be an 
excellent target for a good many 
Members. He would, however, try to 
avoid the temptation to refer to the 
allegations which had been made against 
himself in regard to what had taken place 
at Poplar. He might say, however, in 
regard to the allegation that at Poplar 
they had fed the poor at other people’s 
expense, that the Poplar Guardians could 
not feed them at the expense of the poor 
because they had not the money. But 
there was a vast difference between the 
charges made against his Board and those 
levelled at others outside the boundaries 
of London. Whatever expense Poplar 
incurred was incurred for the poor and 
not for the aggrandisement of the Board. 
In the Report to the President of the 
Local Government Board on the Poplar 
Union there was a paragraph which 
said — 

“The general policy of the guardians also 
includes a strong view as to the equalisation 
of rates in the Metropolis. Mr. Crooks and 
Mr. Lansbury claim, as a matter of justice, 
that the whole rates of London should pay for 
the whole of London pauperism, and they 
frankly accepted Mr. Arthur Balfour’s dictam 
that any further extension of the principle of 
equalisation of the rates must be accompanied 
by what he termed ‘a curtailment of local 
autonomy.’ In fact the evidence suggests that 
in later years the guardians deliberately in- 
creased their expenditure with a view of 
making it evident that additional contribu- 
tions from the rates of the whole Metropohs 
were an absolute necessity for the Poplar 
District.” 

The inquiry by the Local Government 
Board lasted over twenty days and there 
was a protracted audit lasting over four 
months, and notwithstanding that, no 
single instance was proved that the guard- 
ians had broken a law or helped any poor 
people in the Poplar Union that they had 
no right to help. The Report wound up 
with the following remarkable sentence— 

“The whole Metropolis now practically pays 
for the maintenance of the indoor poor of 
London, and it would appear to be only 
equitable that the indvor administration of 
the Metropolitan Unions should be uniform.” 


He thought that showed a want of 
knowledge of the facts on the part of the 
man who made that Report. It was 
perfectly true that under the Local 
Government Act of 1888, which created 
the London County Counci, arrange- 
ments were made for certain indoor 
grants to the various unions of London. 


At Poplar they had about 360 odd 
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persons above the certified number, all of 
whom had to be paid out of the local 
rates. He agreed that there should be a 
reduction where children were kept in 
the house, but the facts remained that 
they had that number over their certified 
number and had to lose in proportion. 
Poplar was not the only union which 
suffered in that way, as the following 
quotation would show— 


“The Stepney Union affords a good example 
of the injustice that is being wrought by the 
grant not being brought up to date. The 
average daily number of indoor poor main- 
tained at the cost of this union for tive years 
to March, 1888, as certified by the Local 
Government Board, was 1,021. The approxi- 
mate daily number for the five years ending 
1906 was 1,671, a daily increase of 650 persons 
since 1888. Taking 1,671 as representing the 
present daily numbers, the grant of £6,211, 
payable to this union in respect of indoor 
poor, fixed in 1888 at dd. per day, now 
amounts to 244d. per day. If the grant were 
now 4d, per day, as in 1888, the total amount 
to be raised in London would probably be 
£442,065, out of which amount the Stepney 
Union would be called upon to contribute, 
according to its rateable value, £3,368, and 
would be entitled to receive in respect of its 
daily number of indoor poor poten pe at 
1,671) a sum of £10,165, a net annual gain of 
£6,7.7, instead of £3,721 gained on the basis 
arrived at in 1888.” 


That disposed of the argument that 
London bore the whole cost. The 
figures for London had been proved over 
and over again. The creation of the 
borough councils had only accentuated 
the position, and had created even to a 
greater extent than existed before cities 
of the rich and cities of the poor. 
Although they had been given mayors 
and corporations they still remained 
poor. Upon this subject he would quote 
to the House the Return he put in before 
the inquiry— 


“In considering the burden of local rates 
it is undesirable to take the figures for a single 
year. My Return, which has been prepared by 
the statistical officer of the London County 
Council, showing the comparative position of 
the metropolitan boroughs and poor law areas 
in respect of rates for the county and local 
purposes, based on the average for the four 
years ended 3lst March, 1905, sets out very 
clearly the inequalities of local burdens. This 
Return shows that the total rates range from 
9s. 8d. in Poplar to 6s. 4d. in the City of 
London, the average being 7s. 0’5d., and the 
Guardians’ rates range from 2s. 6-4d. in Poplar 
to 2 8d. in Westminster, the average being 91d. 
The produce of the ld. rate ranges from £819 
in St. George’s-in-the-East to £19,928 in the 
City of London, Poplar being £3,033. The 
ratio of indoor and outdoor pauperism to 
population based on the mean number of 
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paupers on Ist January and Ist July ranges 
as follows :— 

“Indoor from 52 per 10,000 in Hampstead 
to 704 per 10,000 in the Strand Union, average 
155, Poplar, 200. 

“Outdoor from nine in Whitechapel to 295 
in Bermondsey per 10,000, average 95, Poplar, 
233. 

“Tt is pointed out that if the ratio of 
pauperism were the same in each area and 
the expenditure were the same in proportion, 
the Guardi:ns’ rate must still necessarily 
differ inversely as the assessable value per 
head. 

“‘The Return further shows that if the 
assessable value of Poplar instead of being 
£4°8 were the same as the averayve for the 
whole county the local rates would have been 
2s. 6d. in the £ instead of 4s. 7d. If the 
assessable value per head was the same as the 
Strand Union the rate would be 4d., Maryle- 
bone, Is. 8d., and Kensington, 1s. 9d.” 


Rating 


The most remarkable thing about all 
this was that when the nation was in 
trouble or danger, of course they were 
all one; there was no_ distinction, 
and they talked about “ Duke’s son and 


cook’s son;” but in time of peace the | 


nation said to them “ Keep yourselves 
and don’t worry; if you are poor, God 
help you, for we cannot.” But, after all, 
totals counted for something, and he 
asserted that notwithstanding — their 
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|might be convenient, but it was not 
right that London should shirk its 
| responsibilities in this matter. One of 
| the objections raised was that they could 
‘not claim equalisation of rates until 
they had equalisation in the cost of 
}administration. In the Poplar Union 
| the cost of administration for officers was 
|2s. 10d. per pound of Poor Law 
expenditure as against 3s. 8d. elsewhere, 
|A penny rate in Poplar realised £3,033, 
| whilst in Kensington it produced nearly 
| £9,000. If Poplar had the assessment of 
Marylebone, the rate would be 5s. 4d. in 
the pound, and if Marylebone had to raise 
| the money it required on the Poplar 
assessment its rates would be 15s. in 
|thepound. It was not right to allow the 
| poor to keep the poor who really belonged 
| to the whole of London. He begged to 
| move. : 





*Mr. DICKINSON (St. Pancras, N,) 
seconded the Resolution, although he 
regretted that it had not been moved in its 
original form. It was advisable that the 
House should devote a little attention 
| to the question of the rates of London. 
‘The London rating problem had often 
'been brought up, but it had never been 





poverty, it was clean, honest poverty | dealt with in a scientific manner, and he 
which they had tried to deal with in| hoped that before long the Government 
Poplar. Endeavouring to deal with | would deal with it from a comprehensive 
their own poor when they could not} point of view. Parliament had always 
afford it was one of the things for which | been imbued with the idea that London, 
he had been denounced. He _ would | like other towns, should beso administered 
like to quote some figures from the | that the poor and the rich should contri- 
Westminster Gazette showing the expendi- | bute equally, and that was the reason 
ture per head of population in four|why the Metropolitan Common Poor 





Metropolitan Boroughs. In Holborn it 
was £6 4s.; Westminster, £10 18s; 
Marylebone, £4 12s. ; and Poplar, £2 18s. 


He admitted that a 12s. rate was appalling, | to 
but he did not agree with the argument | 


that they had driven any trade away 
from the Poplar district. According to 
some of the statements which had been 
made Poplar must be a howling wilder- 
ness. Of course it might be convenient 
for London to congregate its poor workers 
in certain parts, but it was inevitable 
that in those districts breakdown in 
health and accidents to life and limb 
should be more frequent. People did not 
like to live in Poplar, because it had an 
evil reputation; it was smoky and dirty, 
and there were many poor people who 


came and knocked at their doors. It! 
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| Fund was established. It 

lattempt made in 1869 to 
ithe total rateable value of 
the assistance of the 
parts of the Metropolis. From that 
(fund about £1,600,000 a year was 
| distributed amongst the various boards 
‘of guardians. The fund was ad- 
ministered by the Local Government 
Board which was supposed to exercise 
control over it. A further step in 
this direction was taken in the Local 
Government Act of 1888 under which 
| special provision was made for extending 
the common charge for Poor Law pur- 
poses by empowering the London 
County Council to collect a sum 
of money as part of the county 
rate and distribute it to the various 
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boards of guardians. In 1894 the 
Equalisation of Rates Bill was passed 
at the instance of the London County 
Council, and it proceeded on a system 
which had nothing to commend it but its 
simplicity. A rate of sixpence in the 
pound was to be raised over the whole 
of London, and the proceeds, amounting 
to about £1,000,000, were to be distri- 
buted to the various boroughs and 
parishes in proportion to the population. 
The most populous parts were generally 
the poorest, and by distributing the 
money in that way they did to a certain 
extent relieve the poor parts at the 
expense of the richer; but it had no 
logical basis, and its effect was in many 
ways unsatisfactory. Notwithstanding 
all these attempts by Parliament to 
equalise the rates of London they were 
no more equal to-day than before the 
attempts were made, and the inequality 
instead of diminishing had gradually 


become greater. Six years ago the 
lowest rate in London was 5s. 9d. 


in the pound whilst the highest was 
9s, 2d., or a difference of 3s. 5d. Last 
year the lowest rate was 6s. and the 


highest lls. 10d., or a difference of 
js. 10d. Although they had trans- 


ferred a great deal of the expendi- 
ture upon Poor Law and local government 
administration in London from the 
local to the central rates, at the same 
time they had not done away with the 
great disparity between the rates in differ- 
ent parts of London. The total expendi- 
ture raised by the rates of London was 
£15,000,000. Of this sum £8,000,000 
was spent by bodies which had juris- 
diction over the whole of London, the 
remaining £7,000,000 being spent by 
authorities having jurisdiction over only 
certain localities. But, of this £7,000,000 
only £4,000,000 was raised locally, the 
other £3,000,000 being provided for 
out of rates collected over the whole of 
London. Thus nearly half of the money 
expended locally was raised centrally. 
This state of affairs was still more re- 
markable when examined in detail. The 
proportions, of course, varied in every 
district, and varied considerably when 
looked at from the point of view of 
whether they were devoted to Poor Law 
or to local government administration. 
Of the aggregate expenditure of the boards 
of guardians in London two-thirds was 
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raised by a central rate, and of the ex- 
penditure of the borough councils one 
quarter was raised bya central rate. But 
in individual localities the proportions 
were even more striking. In the White- 
chapel Union, of the amount of money 
spent by the guardians only one-fourth 
was raised by them, or in other words 
three-fourths of the money they expended 
was supplied by the metropolitan rate- 
payers. In the borough of Deptford one 
half of the money expended for the 
purposes of local administration was 
provided for the borough council 
by the central fund. Such a system was 
open to grave objections. In the 
first place it was a direct incentive to 
extravagance. Perhaps he would be 
allowed to support that argument by one 
or two more figures. If hon. Members 
compared the six years which he had 
already given as an illustration, 1901-2 
to 1906-7, they would find that in many in- 
stances the expenditureof the local author- 
ities had been increasing very rapidly. 
At the same time by reason of the fact 
that they could draw largely on central 
funds the obligation to raise the money 
from their own ratepayers was being 
reduced. In Bermondsey the increase 
of local expenditure on Poor Law was 
such that it would have necessitated an 
increase in the local rate of 5d. 
in the pound, but central assistance 
came to their aid to so great an extent 
that the local poor rate was hardly in- 
creased at all. The same thing could 
be said of Deptford, where the increase of 
expenditure would have meant more 
on the rates, but as a matter of fact the 
rate was reduced. He could give 
other instances, but they would only show 
the same result, namely, that at the 
present moment the tendency of the 
equalisation fund was to enable the local 
authorities to increase their expenditure 
without feeling that they had got to go 
to the ratepavers for an equivalent in- 
crease in the rates; and therefore he 
submitted that to that extent the system 
now in vogue was one which brought 
about a direct incentive to local extrava- 
gance. The chief fund which was placed 
at the disposal of the local authorities was 
the Metropolitan Common Poor Fund, 
and that fund, although it was under the 
control of the Local Government Board, 
had shown a tendency to increase to an 
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undue extent. In 1886 the amount 
received by the fund was £929,000, 
in 1905 it was £1,619,000, showing an 
increase of £690,000, or 74 per 
cent. in nineteen years. The number 
of paupers in London in that period 
had increased by only 36 per cent. It 
might be useful to glance at one or two 
items of expenditure which this central 
fund had had to meet. The money 
devoted out of that fund to the purpose 
of indoor paupers had increased by 
£92,000. The maintenance of pauper 
children had increased £63,000. The 
amount granted for insane paupers 
showed an increase of £177,000. The 
greatest increase of all was for salaries 
paid to officers. In that case the increase 
was £279,709, or 112 per cent. There- 
fore the powers of supervision exercised 
by the Local Government Board required 
further consideration. He had no doubt 
that the President of the Board was fully 
alive to the defects of the fund, and that 
he would give attention to the subject. 
He did not think the Board really super- 
vised the expenditure of the fund. 
He believed every step was taken 
to see that the payments made were pro- 
perly vouched and audited, but the 
discretion as to the expenditure was 
practically left to the boards of guardians. 
The supervision by the Loca! Govern- 
ment Board was bv no means satisfactory, 
and any further enlargement of that 
fund or improvement of the system of 
equalisation would require a very much 
better system to check the expenditure 
of the local authorities. He believed the 
only solution for London rating was that 
there should be one rate over the whole of 
London, but that would necessitate a 
general system of check over the expendi- 
ture. It was not beyond the power of 
Parliament to devie some satisfactory 
method of controlling local expenditure ; 
but it would involve a revision of the 
relationship between the central govern- 
ment of London and the local government 
of Lendon, and therefore any question of 
the further equalisation of rates must be 
taken up by the House of Commons as 
part of a general system of London 
government. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That, in the opinion of this House, the 
present inequality of the rates raised in 


Mr. Dickinson. 
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the different parishes in London requires 
the early consideration of Parliament.” — 
(Mr. Crooks.) 


Sm F. BANBURY (Ci'y of London) 
said that the speech of the hon. Gentle- 
man who introduced the Resolution had 
reference to Poplar alone, whereas the 
Resolution, if it had any meaning at all, 
extended to the whole of London. The 
hon. Member for North St. Pancras had 
admitted that if they once established 
a single rate for the whole of London 
they must establish at the same time 
a proper and serious check over the 
expenditure of the whole of London, 
and that, of course, was the crux of 
the whole question. When once that 
was admitted there was really very little 
difference between the two sides of the 
House. It seemed to him that it would 
be almost impossible to establish that 
proper control. The hon. Gentleman had 
referred to the Common Poor Fund with 
the object of showing that it had worked 
well, and that, therefore, there was no 
reason why something of a similar nature 
should not be established. He gathered 
that the hon. Gentleman wished the con- 
trol of the Local Government Board over 
that fund increased, and he agreed 
that that was a step which ought to 
be taken. In 1894 when the Equalisa- 
tion of Rates Bill was before the House, 
Sir George Bartley and himself were the 
only Members on that side who opposed 
it, although their constituencies would 
have benefited most under the Bill. 
Their action caused considerable astonish- 
ment in their constituencies. At present 
he represented a constituency which 
would lose most by such a Bill, but 
he would still maintain the attitude 
which he took up in 1894. Inequality 


of rating must exist unless London 
were made into one area and the 


control given to one central body. He 
thought that was impossible, and that 
therefore any attempt to make the 
rating equal would be of no_ use. 
When he represented Peckham he dis- 
cussed the subject with his constituents, 
and he told them that if they were 
to get money from other parts of 
London and have no control over 
expenditure they would not gain. The 
only result would be that instead of 
the expenditure being reduced it would 
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be increased, because the local authority 
would say that a3 they had 2s. 6d. 
coming to them as a subvention they 
would spend 3s. In Camberwell from 
1894 to 1904 the rates had increased in 
that manner, and his belief was that if 
they attempted to arrange for a 
single rate for the whole metropolitan 
area it would lead to fatal extrava- 
gance on the part of the municipal bodies, 
not only in London but in all parts of the 
country. They had been toid that the 
rate in Poplar was 12s. and that in St. 
George’s, Hanover Square, it was only 
5s. But the rate levied in St. 
George's, Hanover Square, was three or 
four times more than the rate raised in 
Poplar. It must not be thought that 
merely because someone was living in a 
borough where the rent was very low he 
waspaying a much larger ratethananother 
man living in another borough where 
the rents were very high. The ques- 
tion was of very great importance; 
it went to the root of the municipal 
government in London, and he did not 
think it could be discussed on a Wednes- 
day evening in an abstract manner, 
especially as there was no 
in the Resolution as it stood. All 
that it said was that Parliament should 
recognise the fact that the present in- 
equality of the rates raised in the different 
parishes in London required the early 
consideration of Parliament with a view 
to the establishment of one rate for the 
whole of the administrative county. He 
was certain that if Parliament was really 
going to do anything at all in the matter, 
the only business-like way of doing it 
was to establish one single central autho- 
rity. He really rose to point out that 
the inequalities which, on the face of it, 
seemed to exist in London, did not exist, 
taking the rating all round as it now 
stood. He did not see why a Bill should 
not be introduced to alter the whole 
system of rating in London, but that 
should not be done by a Resolution 
proposed by a private Member. Such 
abstract Resolutions were useless and 
encouraged people to think that they 
— going to gain something for them- 
selves. 


*THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe LOCAL GOVERN- 
MENT BOARD (Dr. Macnamara, 
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| Camberwell, N.) said that the House 
would have already gathered that the 
‘problem of London rating was a very 
complicated one. He ould doubt 
whether there was anything like it 
in the rating systems of the civilised 
world; and to a provincial Member it 
must be amazing in the last degree. In 
the first place there were five central 
authorities which levied rates over the 
whole area: (1) the London County 
Council, which levied (a) a general rate ; 
(b) an education rate; (c) an equalisa- 
tion rate under the Act of 1894; (2) the 
Metropolitan Police Receiver; (3) the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board; (4) the 
Local Government Board, on account of 
the Metropolitan Poor Fund; and (5) the 
Central Unemployed Body under the 
Unemployed Act of 1905. In addition 
to that, there were two sets of local 
authorities which levied rates locally— 
the boards of guardians and the borough 
Dealing first of all with the 
rates levied over the whole area by the 
five central bodies referred to, and 
taking the figures for 1906-7, these 
central bodies called on the ratepayers 
to pay a total of 5s. 1:478d. in the pound. 
That was what was raised for general 
purposes, and was made up by the 
three rates levied by the London County 
Council, viz., 1s. 5d. for county rate, 
ls. 7d. for education, and 6d. for equalisa- 
tion; a police rate of 5d.; a rate for 
the Metropolitan Asylums Board of 
5°375d.; a rate for the Metropolitan 
Common Poor Fund of 8-864d. levied 
| by the Local Government Board; and 
a rate of *239d., or less than a farthing, 
levied by the Central Committee on 
the Unemployed under the Act of 1905. 
‘In the second place there were two sets of 
local authorities who levied rates locally 
-—the guardians and the borough councils. 
The local rates levied by these two 
bodies varied in a remarkable degree. 
That, of course, must be so when the 
rateable value of the City of London per 
head of its night population was £187 3s., 
and the rateable value per head in 
St. George’s-in-the-East was £4 3s. 
Therefore, obviously when they came to 
consider the rates made locally, they 
were face to face with a very remarkable 
differentiation. Let them take, first of 
‘all, the rate laid by the guardians. They 
‘enjoyed first of all, their shares—paid on 


| 
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expenditure and population—out of the|in proportion to the burden on the 
Common Poor Fund which was raised by | locality for local rating purposes. All local- 
a general equalised rate levied all over | ities paid in sixpence, and richer districts 
London of 8°864d. in the pound in mitiga-| in Westminster and the West End got 
tion of local burdens. That was dispensed | out shares ranging from a farthing 
on an equalisation scale. For instance, to threepence in the pound on rateable 
Hampstead got value equal to a rate of | value, whereas the poorer parts got 
264d. in the pound and St James’, West- | out, not a farthing or threepence, but 
minster, 3°5d., while on the other hand |—Bethnal Green a subvention or rebate 
Bow got 25°16d.; Bromley, 25-4d.; Poplar equal to 14-43d. ; Camberwell, 11-s8d. ; 
24-67d. ; Limehouse, 27°45d.; Bethnal Bow, 12°9d.; Bromley, 13°99d.; Mile 
Green, 28°49d.; and St. George’s-in-the-| End New Town, 14°32; and Mile End 
East, 37°-28d. Before he came to the} Old Town, 137d. That included in 
actual Poor Law rate levied locally he} each case the contribution to the 
would point out that there was another | Equalisation Fund. Then there was 
smallish Equalisation Fund payable to | another very small rebate made by the 
the guardians by the London County | County Council to borough councils, 
Council in mitigation of the burden|as they paid half the — salaries of 
which ultimately fell on the locality.| medical ofticers of health and sanitary 
The County Council paid over to them | inspectors, and there was a payment 
4d. per head for indoor poor; half the | to the City Corporation in respect of 
cost of medical officers’ salaries and of | City lunatics. He had etideavoured to 
drugs and medical appliances; made trace the origin of that curious bene- 
grants in aid of Poor Law teachers’ | faction and had got back to 43rd Eliza- 
salaries ; paid towards the registration of | beth. But the County Council had to 
births and deaths ; and allowed 4s. per | make that rebate. Notwithstanding these 
head per week for pauper lunatics. Under rebates, municipal rates varied very 
that arrangement the richer parts of the | considerably—from 6d. to Is. 6d. in the 
metropolis benefited to the extent of 2d. | richer parts, and, running to the other 
or 3d. in the pound, while in the poorer | end of the gamut in the poorer, the 
parts the amount was 6d. or 9d. In operatives’ parts of London, Woolwich 
Bethnal Green indeed the rebatement | had 2s. 4° 18d. laid on for borough council 
came to 103d. and in St. George’s-| purposes in addition to the subventions; 
in-the-East it was 15-45d. Notwith-| Bow, 2s. 5d.; Bromley, 2s. 7:89d.; and 
standing these two rebatements, the | Poplar, 2s. 8-6d. Such was the succinct 
incidence of local rating in respect | history of London rates, and going over 
of Poor Law work varied enormously. the whole field and taking the whole of 
Of course it would vary much more but) the rates laid on London, five general and 
for the equalisations ; but notwithstanding | two local, with rebates and subventions, 
ee “a excluding them from the | the mean rate, not the average rate as it 
gang hat fll upon te Toate fo was sometines erroneously called, 
=e Jao : “"*..> | the mean rate was 7s. 5°4d.inthe£. But 
received those benefactions got off with ick eke’ ik Aly iethan ccaiiadl deal Basak 
2°36d., Kensington with 3-74d., St. lai ins niente Meee or: pri: 
Nets Wanver Baunre with 530d. | aid on the various localities with the 
a ai aia NG . 4 igati ‘aused by rebates and 
and St. James’, Westminster, with 1-834. | mitigation cause P. sepa 
These were at the one pole, and, on the subventions came out in Kensington 
other hand, were Bermondsey which | #24 Paddington at 6s. 8d. in the 
raissd_ locally 2s. 2-15d.; Bow, gs,| Pound. That was at the one end. 
2-52d.; Bromley, 3s. 2°88d.; and. At the other end they had Shoreditch, 
Poplar, 3s. 1-76d. | 8s. Id. ; Bethnal Green, 8s. 2d. ; Batter- 
Then they came to the municipal local | *°*’ vapes Sweenewel, Gs. Hia.; Coop 
7 - “| ney, 8s. 11°95d.; Bermondsey, 9s. 3°99d. ; 


rate laid by the borough councils. That . 
was, in the first place, mitigated by | ani Poplar, 11s. 8°02d. He thought it 
equalisation under the Act of 1894. The | must be obvious to anybody that equalisa- 
County Council collected sixpence over | tion to a greater extent than they had at 
the whole metropolitan area ; that was put | present was urgently necessary. One 
into a common purse, and when the total | thing they might do would be com- 
rate was made up sums were taken out! pletely to equalise the poor rate, which 








Dr. Macnamarua. 
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would be a considerable advantage to the 


poorer parts. Then they would have to 
ask themselves whether they would rely 
on Local Government Board control to 


deal equitably between those who paid | 


in and those who took out. The hon. 
Member for North St. Pancras did 
not think so, and the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the City of London 
thought a central authority rather than 
a Government Board was required to deal 
fairly between those who paid in and 
those who took out. They might, he said, 
proceed by equalising the poor rate. If 
they did not do that they might proceed 


by an extension of the principle of the | 


Equalisation of Rates Act, 1894. That 


took 6d. in the pound, which was put | direction. 
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outside which they wanted to take very 
carefully into consideration. He ac- 
| cepted the Motion ex animo and as 
| leading up to some action on the part 
of the Government in the direction of 
| further equalisation, even if it were 
|} not the general and universal equal- 
isation referred to that night. The 
| equalisation of rates was put into the 
King’s Speech in 1906, so that the 
Government were pledged to the prin- 
| ciple, though it had become much more 
| difficult of application on closer considera- 
tion than might have been at first 
imagined. They desired to deal with 
the question wisely, and he hoped 
| that what he had said tended in that 
Possibly the best course 








into a common purse, and paid out in| might be, especially if the subject was 
reduction of the rates in each locality. | raised in its larger form, as he hoped it 
It might be suggested that the 6d. should | might be, through the medium of a com- 


be made Is. 
considered; but it would have some | 
curious and unexpected results. Or they | 
might determine to have one general | 
inclusive rate, for all purposes, for all | 
London. That would be his 7s. 54d. at | 
the present time. He agreed with the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the City of 
London that if they did that they would | 
have very seriously to consider the whole | 
question of London local government. 
He did not know of any other city in the | 
United Kingdom, or indeed in the civi- | 
lised world, where if a person lived at one 
end of the city he paid one rate and if he 
lived at the other end he paid another. 
In this case they could apply the 
Apostolic injunction and help to bear one 
another’s burdens. But if that was done, 
and it certainly was desirable to have one 
common rate, they would have to go very 
carefully into the whole question of the | 
government of London. They could not | 
possibly have, and no serious Parliament | 
could justify, a procedure under which all | 
parts of the city paid the same and in- | 
dependent local authorities came and | 
took out what they liked. A number of | 
inter-dependent questions would arise | 
at once. When they came to consider 


| 


one common rate they would have to 
consider the relations between the various | 
local governing bodies, the question of 
various assessments, and, to mention one 
subject which had not been referred to 
in the debate, the question of the metro- 
They had 


politan area. large areas 


That had been closely | plete inquiry into the incidence of the rate 


in connection with the inter-dependent 
questions of London local government. 
Or it might be that the Government 
would be able to deal with it with- 
out such an inquiry. But, however 
that might be, they did intend to deal 
with the question as promptly and as 
thoroughly as the circumstances of the 
case, and they were very serious, seemed 
to the Government to justify. 


*\Mr. STRAUS (Tower Hamlets, Mile 
End) said that from his knowledge, which 
was extensive, there was no town in the 
world where the rating system was more 
anomalous than it was in London. If 
Manchester were under the same peculiar 
and ridiculous system as existed in the 
Metropolis, it would mean that there 
would be districts in Manchester which 
would pay at least 15s., and other districts 
which would pay 5s. or less, in the pound. 
There was hardly a Member in the 
House but would say that that would 
be palpably unjust. What was right 
for Manchester and other towns of 
the United Kingdom must be right 
and just for the Metropolis. The 
Metropolis had grown up. out of 
numerous villages which had retained 
their antiquated and ridiculous rating 
authorities. Even ifeach London borough 
had one rate for the whole borough, 
it would not be as absurd as the present 
system. When the Unionist Government 
established the borough councils, they 
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included the whole of this ridiculous |The maintenance of the public health 
system. Inthe great city of Westminster | in the poorer areas was necessary in the 
there were eleven different rates, and interests of the richer areas, because 
they varied from 6s. to 7s. 8d. in the infectious diseases spread, and made no 
pound. In Stepney there were twelve distinction between rich and poor. He 
different rates varying from 8s. to hoped and believed that something would 
9s. 7d. and so on throughout London. be done by the Government after the 
What was wanted was a_ system statement of the Parliamentary Secretary 
which was absolutely fair; the present to the Local Government Board, which 
system was absolutely unfair. A great he welcomed, and they had not forgotten 
number of the people in Mile End and | the promise in the King’s speech of last 
Poplar worked during the bulk of year. There was no question of greater 
the hours of the day in Westminster moment to the people of London than 
or Marylebone. They had to live in| that of the equalisation of the rates, 
Mile End or some other place where | Perhaps the majority of Members did not 
they could get cheaper house accommoda- | like the complexion of the County Council 
tion, and it struck him as being hard | as now constituted, but his argument 
that they should be mulcted in heavy | was the same now as it was years ago, 
rates, whereas the richer areas, more | that the central authority should be the 
able to pay, got off almost scotfree. | rating authority of London. There was 
Then there was the question of in-| no reason why they should not know 
debtedness. In Westminster the in-  Jocal needsand requirements. It was all 
debtedness was £72 10s. per head of the | yery well to talk of the difficulties in the 
population. In Bethnal Green it was| way, but they already possessed the 
£11 6s., in Stepney, £13 2s., in Mile | machinery for dealing with the evil, and 
End, about £12. Taking the indebted- jt could be and should be used. The day 
ness of London as a whole, they | would come when the difficulty of raising 
would say that the mean rate between | gy adequate rate in the poorer districts 
£72 10s. in Westminster, and £11 6s. | would be so great that the interests of the 
in Bethnal Green was the indebted- | public health would have to be neglected. 
ness of London. But that would be | fe hoped the Government would 
a wrong view of the case. The fact | recognise the necessity of dealing ade- 
was that the districts with the more quately and properly with this important 
valuable property, and where they paid | question which had been dealt with in 
a smaller rate in the pound, had adopted | gyery other city in the world under one 
a financial basis which was less sound | pate. Until that had been done the 
than the basis adopted in the poorer; Government would not have done their 
districts. In the latter they paid for | duty to the greatest city in the world. 
what they wanted out of the rates, where- | fo "thanked the House for the kind 
as the richer districts followed the | attention they had given him, and he 
bad financial system of borrowing | desired to congratulate the Parliamentary 
very heavily, because their rateable | gooretary upon the very able and 
value was high. _ Then as to local adequate way in which he had dealt 
expenditure ; in Westminster it was | with the question. Asa London Member 
£10 16s. per head of the population; | he hoped the Government would re- 
in Stepney, £2 4s.; in Bethnal Green| »oember that there was no other 
only £1 14s. It was absolutely absurd | London question of such vital importance 
that one part of London should | as the one before the House. 

not take its fair share of responsi- 

bility for another part of London. | Mr. W. PEARCE (Tower Hamlets, 
The day would come, and perhaps was | Limehouse) said that in his constituency 
not so far distant as some hon. Members | the rates were 9s. 3d. in the pound, and 
imagined, when those poorer districts} be ventured to think that it would not 
would find it more difficult to get a/| be a matter of great difficulty to equalise 
sufficient rate to carry on their work| the poor rate. If that one thing were 
properly, and they might experience | done he was sure it would go a long way 
what had been seen on the Continent, | towards remedying the inequalities which. 
namely, neglect of the public health. | existed at the present time. 


Mr. Straus. 
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*Srp W. J. COLLINS (St. Pancras, W.) 


said those localities which were suffering 
most from the inequalities referred to 
would be gra‘i ed by the statement which 
had been made by the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Local Government Board. 
Those associated with the work of 
local authorities would be pleased 
to hear of the promise made on behalf 
of the Government, that any reform 
to be effective must be in the direction 
of simplification, equalisation, and unifica- 
tion. He was glad of the recognition 
that London was one, or almost one, 
and that matters of local taxation should 
be dealt with from that point of view; 
and, further, that the outside districts 
were also to be considered. The whole 
argument of the speech of the Parlia- 
mentary Secretary was not only that the 
House should accept the limited Motion 
on the Paper, but that it was also neces- 
sary to go further in the direction of unifi- 
cation of the rates for the whole of London. 
He could not dismiss from his mind the 
necessity for an entire rearrangement of 
London local government which would 
naturally arise from that conclusion. 
He was glad that in the hands of the 
present Government there was not much 
likelihood of London being cut up into 
anumber of arti ‘cial local areas ; that they 
recognised that London was in fact one, 
and that in matters of local government 
it should be dealt with on that assumption. 
The melancholy case of West Ham was 
fresh in the minds of hon. Members. 
West Ham was never satisfied until 
it got a corporation of its own, and it had 
never been'satisfied since. Its rates, which 
were 5s. in the pound before incorpora- 
tion, had now gone up to 10s. in the 
pound. He was very glad to hear that 
the Government recognised that it would 
be necessary also to deal with the outside 
districts. He would like to remind the 
representatives of the Local Government 
Board that the Report of the Royal 
Commission upon Local Taxation stated 
that many duties now locally adminis- 
tered, such as those connected with 
education and pauperism, were onerous 
burdens which ought to be national 
rather than local charges. 


Mr. STUART (Sunderland) said that 
previous speakers had dealt with 
the question solely from the point of view 
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of the tenants and occupiers. He wished 
to point out that it was a much more 
complicated question, because it was a 
landlord’s question as well. The land- 
lords in the poor districts suffered much 
more than the landlords in the rich 
districts. He thought the question 
might be looked at as one free altogether 
from Party politics. They all knew 
that the question of rates and _ their 
incidence was one of the most com- 
plicated subjects they could tackle. 
There seemed to be an impression that 
the burden of the rates fell upon the 
occupier. He had the honour of sitting 
upon the Royal Commission upon Local 
Taxation, and he had no hesitation in 
saying that at the end of the long inquiry 
held by that Commission there was not 
a single member of that body who was not 
convinced that the incidence of the rates 
in the long run fell very largely upon the 
landlord. Those who were expecting 
such great things from the proposed 
changes should remember that in what 
was suggested it would not be the tenant 
alone who would be benefited by the 
change, but the landlord would also 
be included. He had risen mainly to 
give this word of caution to the Govern- 
ment, and to those who were inclined to 
expect so much from these changes. 


*Dr. COOPER (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey) said that for the first time they 
had had a declaration from the Govern- 
ment Bench that London was one and 
indivisible, that with equalisation of 
rates there should also be uniformity of 
administration, and that the basis of 
valuation should be similar and that the 
poor were not a special product of any 
one district, but belonged to London. He 
sincerely hoped that if an inquiry took 
place it would not be made by a Royal 
Commission, but by a Committee of the 
House, which could deal quickly with the 
whole question. In that way they would 
not have the long and tedious delay which 
inquiry by a Royal Commission would in- 
volve. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL expressed the hope 
that if the Government elected to proceed 
by having an inquiry before proposing 
legislation, they would appoint a Com- 





mittee without delay, because after the 
pledges which were given at the last 
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general election the people of London 
would be grievously disappointed if the 
question was not dealt with immediately. 


*Mr. R. PEARCE (Staffordshire, Leek) 
said the Motion proposed that there 
should be one rate. He would like to 
know what was to be rated. At the 
present time the rates for education, the 
registration of voters, main roads, and 
other matters, were levied according to 
the rateable value of the houses which 
people occupied or used as places of 
business. That was a most unequal mode 
of rating for any purpose. He hoped 
the Government, when they came to 
consider the matter, would introduce a 
method of rating by which the citizens 
would pay according to their means 
and not according to rental. Those 
who had the largest incomes should 
contribute the largest share of the cost. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this 
House, the present inequality of the rates 
raised in the different parishes in London 
requires the early consideration of 
Parliament. —(J/r. Crovks.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (PRO- 
CEDURE). 

Postponed Proceeding on Question, 
“ (1) When a Bill has been read a second 
time it shall stand committed to one of 
the Standing Committees, unless the 
House, on Motion to be decided without 
amendment or debate, otherwise order. 
But this Order shall not apply to—(a) 
Bills for imposing taxes, or Consolidated 
Fund or Appropriation Bills ; or (b) Bills 
for confirming Provisional Orders; (2) 
The House may, on Motion made by the 


Member in charge of a Bill, commit the | 


Bill to a Standing Committee i in respect 
of some of its provisions, and to a Com- 


mittee of the whole House in respect to | 
If such a Motion is | 


other provisions. 
opposed the Speaker, after permitting, if | 
he thinks fit, a brief explanatory state- 
ment from the Member who makes and 
from the Member who opposes the 
Motion, shall without further debate put 
the Question thereon,’—(Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman)—resumed. 
Mr. Pickersgill. 
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‘same day 
| between the 
himself as representing the front Opposi- 
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Motion made and Question, “ That the 
debate be now adjourned,” — (Mr, 
Whiteley)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL, 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset, 
Wellington) moved the adjournment of 
the debate. He said that last Thursday 
the Prime Minister was asked a question 
about the business of the House for this 
week. He had handed to the Govern- 
ment Whips a copy of The Times giving 
and he had not seen it 
since. The Prime Minister stated that 
to-morrow (Thursday) it was proposed 
to move the Speaker out of the Chair on 
the Civil Service Estimates and to take 
the Third Reading of the Consolidated 
Fund Bill. The right hon. Gentleman 
said it was necessary to get the Third 
Reading by Thursday. He contended 
there was no reason why it should be 
taken that night, especially having 
regard to the fact that the Committee 
stage of an important Bill was behind it. 
It might be urged that the Bill was in 
a more advanced stage now than could 
have been anticipated last Thursday. 
But why was that so? A_ bargain 
was made across the floor of the House, 
and all he could say was that if state- 


/ments were to be made by the Leader 


of the House on one day, and on the 
an arrangement come to 
Secretary for War and 


tion Bench, and those bargains and 
arrangements were to be upset, he would 


| be very chary of coming to such arrange- 


ments in future. On this occasion he 
thought that the Government had a 
particularly bad case. On Monday last, 
‘it would not be denied that on the Second 
Reading of this Bill they did not have 
a particularly happy time ; and when on 
the Third Reading they might expect 
to be hammered again, they took the Bill 
| at a period of the night when no reporters 
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would be present. Another point was 
that this year the Army (Annual) Bill was 
in many important respects an almost 
entirely new Bill, and it ought to be 
given full and fair discussion by all those 
who were interested in the well-being 
of the private soldier. His hon. friends 
behind him wanted that full discussion, 
but apparently the Government desired 
to have the Third Reading of another 
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when at a quarter past eight the dis- 
cussion would be interrupted for private 
Members’ business and when so many 
of his supporters wanted to speak on 
the Bill. Having got the Report of 
Ways and Means through on Thursday 
night, in order to meet the views 
of the right hon. Gentleman and his 
Party the Government gave up the 
long Government day on Monday for 
the discussion of the Consolidated Fund 





important Bill in front of it in order 
to burke discussion, or to bring it on 1n | 
the small hours of the morning when | 
the debates were too late to be reported. | 
He made his motion because he was 
speaking of a bargain made across the | 
floor of the House, and because he did 
not believe in such Bills being hurried 


through. 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” 
(Sir Alexander Acland-Hood.) 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Hatpane, Haddington) 
said that as regarded the Army (Annual) 
Bill, ever since he had been in the 


House it had been taken at that 
hour of the night, and he _ was 


there prepared to give the fullest in- 
formation in his power to hon. and 
gallant Members opposite—quite as full 
information as had been given on former 
occasions. He did not desire in the least 
to curtail the consideration of the Bill. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE TREASURY (Mr. Georce 
WniteLtey, Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) 
said that as this matter affected the 
business of the House, he wished to 
reply to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Wellington. He thought 
that the intervention of the right hon. 
Gentleman was somewhat ungenerous, if 
not ungracious. On Thursday night 
last the Prime Minister was interrogated 
as to the course of business, when he said 
that the Second Reading of the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill would be taken on 
Tuesday, and the Third Reading on Wed- 
nesday. The House would remember 
that the Leader of the Opposition 
rose in his place and pressed the 
Prime Minister that it was not fair 
to take the Second Reading of the 
Consolidated Fund Bill on Tuesday, 





Bill and contented themselves with 
the short day on Tuesday for their 
other business. In fact, the Govern- 
ment had altered their arrangements 
and gone out of their way to oblige 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and now 
they were being blamed for it. More- 
over, as must always be the case, 
announcements as to the course of 
public business made on a Thursday were 
bound in some respects to be provisional ; 
but they endeavoured as far as they 
could to adhere to their plan. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley) said that that was the first time they 
had been told that announcements made 
as to the course of public business on 
Thursdays were bound to be provisional. 
They were not told so on Thursday last, 
when the hon. Gentleman made his 
forecast of the course of business for the 
next few days. He thought that it 
would have been within the ordinary 
scope of Parliamentary etiquette if the 
hon. Gentleman had informed the Op- 
position that this alteration in the busi- 
ness was to be made, and that the Third 
Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill 
was to be taken that evening. They 
had a right to notice that this im- 
portant Bill was to be taken instead of 
the Army (Annual) Bill. They would 
not have objected to the Bill being taken, 
if they had had fair notice. They did 
not object to the Secretary for War’s 
measure being taken that night, because 
the right hon. Gentleman had given 
notice about it. But it was unfair to 
interpose the Consolidated Fund Bill 
between the Army (Annual) Bill and the 
House. He presumed that the Motion 
would be defeated and that they would 
have to discuss the Consolidated Fund 
(No. 1) Bill, but he ventured to appeal 
to the Patronage Secretary even at the 
last moment to give way on the matter, 
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Sir F. BANBURY hoped the Pat- 
ronage Secretary would reconsider his 
decision to force on the Consolidated 
Fund Bill that evening. He did not 
see how the hon. Gentleman was going 
to lose if he gave way. If he did so 
they would proceed with the Army 
(Annual) Bill as to which there was no 
intention to prolong the discussion inde- 
finitely. One or two hours would be 
sufficient for the Army (Annual) Bill, 
and then the hon. Gentleman would have 
the next day to discuss the Third Reading 
of the Appropriation Bill. That would 
not interfere with Supply, which he 
would get just the same. He asked the 
hon. Gentleman to consider for a moment, 
in his own interest and the interests of 
the House, whether he would not make a 
gracious concession and allow them now 
to proceed with the consideration of the 
Army (Annual) Bill. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) 
pointed out that the Prime Minister said 
on Thursday last that the Second Reading 
of the Consolidated Fund Bill would be 


taken on Tuesday, the Committee on | 
Wednesday, and the Third Reading on | 


No alteration was made in | 


Thursday. 


that schem> of business except that by | 


arrangement the Second Reading was 
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over the Patronage Secretary, said that 
any statement which he had made in the 
House and which had been relied upon 
by other Members must be observed 
literally, if the proceedings of the House 
were to be carried on with comfort and 
without friction. He thought that con- 
sidering the statements which had been 
made and that the Prime Minister was 
not present to secure the strict fulfilment 
of the pledge he had given, the Govern- 
/ ment would be well advised to yield the 
| point, which could make no difference to 
| them, but which would make a consider- 
| able difference in the feelings of a large 
| body of Members as to the way in which 
| they had been treated. 

| 

| THe SECRETARY or STATE for 
|FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
| GREY, Northumberland, Berwick) said 
| that nothing was more disagreeable or 
| disconcerting than any dispute as to 
|whether there had been a_ breach of 
| faith with regard to the arrangement of 
| business. He would point out to the 
| noble lord that the Leader of the Opposi- 
/ tion was absent, as well as the Prime 
Minister, and as during the course of the 
day it had been known exactly what the 
| arrangements were, he should certainly 





| have expected the Leader of the Opposi- 


taken on Monday instead of on Tuesday. | tion to have been present to raise the 
Thereupon the Patronage Secretary said | question if there had been any general 
that it necessarily followed that in con- | impression that there had been breach of 
sequence of that alteration the Third | faith. He did not remember any case in 


Reading should be taken that night. | which the successive stages of the Con- 
; 'solidated Fund Bill had not been taken 


|on successive days. It was not possible 

Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY pointed | to alter the present arrangements without 
out that the Committee stage was under | causing considerable inconvenience to the 
the arrangement to be taken that evening. | House of Lords, whose business had been 
‘arranged on the assumption that the 

Lorp R. CECIL said there could be | hock etjama ee 
no discussion on the Committee stage | sill 
except of a technical character, but the 
Third Reading was a different matter; Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
and any question could be raised which | Cavegan, West Derby) hoped that 
in the view of hon. Members was of | the Government would not press this 
public importance. The Members of | matter. If they persisted in taking 
the Opposition had relied on a pledge | two important measures like the Con- 
given by the Prime Minister, and he felt | solidated Fund Bill and the Army 
that the House was in some little diffi- | (Annual) Bill after eleven o’clock, it would 
culty because the Prime Minister was | be a characteristic illustration of the 
not present. He felt convincel that if | extraordinary way in which those now 
the Prime Minister had been present, he | responsible for the business of the 
would have got up at once, and, throwing | country conducted it. The House had 


| 
| 
| 
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fixed eleven o’clock as a reasonable time 
at which to finish business, and although 
they knew there were occasions on which 
it was absolutely necessary to proceed 
after that hour, and they knew the 
Army (Annual) Bill was to come on after 
that time, there was no reason why the 
discussion upon it should not commence 
at eleven o'clock. But it was a most 
important measure, which they ought not 
to be called upon to discuss in the middle 
of the night, and there was no reason for 
taking a second Bill after the hour at which 
the business of the House usually finished. 
He had private information that 
many supporters of the Government 
desired to raise important questions 
on the Third Reading of the Consolli- 
dated Fund Bill, and they had been de- 
liberately robbed of their opportunity. 
It had been suggested that if the Govern- 
ment yielded on this point facilities 
would be given to allow them to get 
the Army (Annual) Bill in an unreason- 
ably short time. All he could svy 
was that he would be no party to any 
thing of the sort. 


*Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) said he 
had fully intended to call attention to 
what he thought was a real grievance on 
the Motion for the Third Reading of 
this Bill, which he understood was 
to be taken to-morrow. He _ had 
desired to raise the question of the 
block of business in the Courts, but 
owing to the change in the arrangements 
he was not prepared to state his case 
fully that night. He thought the 
alteration was a cause of real disadvantage 
to private Members, and he therefore 
appealed to right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to have regard to what the Prime Minister 
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was certainly understood to say last week, 
and to allow the debate to be adjourned. 


Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) said 
the House had been told that arrange- 
ments were made last week with another 
place in order to allow the Government 
to take the Third Reading of the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill to-night, but if such 
an arrangement had been made so long 
ago, it was a great pity the House was 
not informed earlier. There were many 
hon. Members who desired to raise im- 
portant questions on the Third Reading 
of the Bill, and many hon. Members were 
determined to take the opportunity, it 
being one of the few opportunities private 
Members had. It was understood that 
the opportunity would arise to-morrow. 
The Prime Minister undoubtedly said so, 
and when the arrangement was made 
to transpose the business of Monday and 
Tuesday, all the House was told was that 
there had been an interchange of business. 
Not a word was said of any alteration of 
the business for Wednesday and Thursday. 
Under those circumstances, he urged that 
not only would great inconvenience be 
caused to private Members by the loss of 
the opportunity to raise important ques- 
tions, but owing to the determination to 
raise those points, at no matter what hour, 
the course if persisted in would postpone 
to an unreasonable period of the night 
the discussion on the Army Annual Bill. 
He therefore urged the Government to 
allow the Bill to stand over until to- 
morrow. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 74; Noes, 
263. (Division List No. 46.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Rt HnSirAlex.F. | Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 


Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH 
Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beach, Hn Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 


Cave, George 


Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. 

Coates,E Feetham(Lewsisham 

| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 


| Cross, Alexander 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fell, Arthur 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 

' Houston, Robert Paterson 
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Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 


Nicholson, Wm.G.(Petersfield) | 
| Smith F.E.(Liverpool, Waiton) 
| Stanley Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 


Nield, Herbert 
Percy, Earl 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 


Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel | 


Abraham. William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stiriing 
Alden, Percy 

Allen,A Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Aimstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asquith, Rt. Hon HerbertHenry 
Baker, Joseph A(Finsbury,E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
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Roberts, S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 


Smith Abel H(Hertford, East) 


Starkey, John R. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 


NOES. 
Cox, Harold 


| Crean, Eugene 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 


| Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 


Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol,S.) 


| Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8S.) 


Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 


Dunne, Major EMartin(Walsall | 


Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 


| Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
| Elibank, Master of 


Essex, R. W. 


| Esslemont, George Birnie 


Benn,W.(T’w rHamlets,S.Geo. , 


Bennett, E. N. 

Beuridge, T. H. D. 
Bethell,Sir J.H(Essex,Romf’rd 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn RichardKnight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 


Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alexander 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 


| Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 


Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gulland, John W. 


| Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 


| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 


Harmsworth, Cecil B.(Wore’r) | 


| Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 


Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire,N. E. 


| Harwood, George 


| Higham, John Sharp 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor(Mon.,S.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) | 


Hogan, Michael 


| Holden, E. Hopkinson 


Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S.Pancras, W | 


Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,CH(Sussex, E.Grinst’d) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 


Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
| Hyde, Clarendon 
J. ardine, Sir J. 


| Jenkins, J. 
‘ Johnson, John (Gateshead) } 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Hudson, Walter 


| 
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[ Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter | Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
| Rutherford, W. W (Liverpool) 
| Salter, Arthur Clavell 

| Sassoon Sir Edward Albert 

| Sheffield SirBerkeleyGeorcze D. 


Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W,) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart. 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Vig. 
count Valentia and Lord 
Edmund Talbot. 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson FE. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras,E. 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 


| Lyell, Charles Henry 


Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester 
Mackarness, Frederick C. 
Maclean, Donald 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah (Down,S. 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 


| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marnham, F. J. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 


| Menzies, Walter 
| Micklem, Nathaniel 


Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 
Nicholson,Charles N(Doncast’r 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Nuttall, Harry 
O’Brien, Kendal( !'ipperery Mid 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kiikenny) 
| O Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


O’ Dowd, John 

O’Grady J. 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
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Robinson, S. 

Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 


| Verney, F. W. 
’ Villiers, Ernest 


Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. CAVE called attention to the state 
of business in the Court of Appeal. He 
made no reflection whatever upon the 
conduct or arrangement of business in 
that Court. but it was the fact that 
owing to circumstances entirely outside 
the control of the Court there was a 
serious block of business. He did not 
know whether the House was aware that 
throughout the sittings the Court of Ap- 
peal had been engaged upon appeals from 
the King’s Bench and the Probate Divi- 
sions, and the result was that there had 
not been half a dozen appeals from the 
Chancery side disposed of during the 
present sittings. No doubt the Court of 
Appeal had a right to deal first with King’s 
Bench appeals, which were in arrear ; 
but the practical effect was a denial 
of justice to suitors in the Chancery 
Division during the present sittings. 
The list of appeals set down before the 
commencement of the sittings had not 
been appreciably reduced, and many 
new appeals had accumulated. They 
who were familiar with the Courts 
knew that the work of the Appeal 
Court, on the common law side, had 
immensely increased during the last few 
years. The appeals under the Workmen’s 


VOL. CLXXI. [FourtH SERIEFS.] 


Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 





Amherst | 


Compensation Acts occupied a great deal 
of time. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Will the hon. Mem- 
ber state on which Vote in the Bill he 
is making his remarks. 


*Mr. CAVE said he understood that 
part of the Vote which the House was 
asked to pass in the Bill was connected 
with the Civil Service Expenditure, and 
might be applied to paying the salaries 
so the Judges. 


*Vr. SPEAKER: Not to the salaries 
of the Judges. 


*Mr. CAVE said he had always been 
under the impression that any genuine 
grievance connected with the adminis- 
tration of justice could be properly raised 
upon this Bill. He understood that 
some part of this Vote was devoted to the 
payment of the expenses of the Court of 
Appeal. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I asked the hon. 
and learned Member what particular 
Vote made his remarks relevant, and so 
far he has not made any reply to my 
question. 


2K 
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Lorp R. CECIL asked if it would 
he relevant to discuss the administra- 
tion of the Courts of Justice generally 
on the salary of the Attorney-General on 
the ground that he ought to have advised 
the Crown to create more Judges ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That question 
cannot be discussed, because it would be 
2. matter for legislation. 


Lorp BALCARRES asked the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Edtcation to 
state the general policy of his Depart- 
ment in regard to repairs to voluntary 
schools. Would the right hon. Gentle- 
man allow to voluntary schools in 
England the indulgence granted to pro- 
vided schools in Wales? He also asked 
what the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme 
was for the distribution of the grant of 
£100,000 provided in the Estimates for 
elementary schools. That sum had been 
allotted forthe provision of new schools, 
and he would like to have some further 
information from the right hon. Gentle- 
man inregard to that proposal. All they 
had been told up to the present was that 
it was a contribution towards solving 
the difficulty in the single school areas. 
How could it be contended that such 
a sum would solve the difficulty by 
the provision of new schools? It was 
quite evident that not more than 10,000 
children at the outside could be accom- 
modated by that sum. 


He wanted to! 


{COMMONS} 
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authority no longer to maintain the 
school, and upon that point the Board of 
Education had no alternative but to 
carry out the law. No part of 
the £100,000 referred to would be 
spent if the legal advisers of the Crown 
advised that it would be improper to 
spend it in view of Section 96 of the Act 
of 1870. There was obviously a diff- 
culty with regard to that section. It was 
a question not for him so much as for the 








legal advisers of the Crown. [An Op. 
POSITION MEMBER: Where are they 2] 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


E.): Where is Balfour ? 


Mr. McKENNA said that if the legal 
advisers of the Crown were of opinion that 
the section precluded the expenditure of 
any part of the £100,000 without a special 
Act, no money under the Vote would be 
spent until he had had an opportunity of 
bringing in a special Act. It was a very 
difficult and technical point of law, and 
at present he could not say more on 
that subject. The intention of the Vote 
was very simple. It had come to his 
knowledge that in certain districts there 
was no school open for parents to 
send their children to except a school of 
a particular denominational character. 
In those cases if the parents desired that 
a new school should be built for their 
children to attend, no doubt under See- 





tion 8 of the Act of 1902 it would be 


know what was the right hon. Gentle | open for any person to object to that 


man’s scheme for the distribution of the | proposal. 
How did he propose to allocate it | had heard the objections and decided in 


money. 


After the Board of Education 


to the different counties 2? He could not | favour of the parents, it would be open 
understand how the grant was at all| for the parents to apply to the Board 


compatible with Clause 96 of the Act of 
1870. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.) said the two classes 
of schools were not on the same 
footing. 
both the local education authority 
and managers to provide buildings 
efficiently equipped for the purposes 
of schools, but the penalty 
not the same in both cases. If the 
managers of a non-provided school failed 


to perform their part of the contract, it | 


was the duty of the local education 


It was a statutory duty on| 


| 
| 
| 


‘all the counties in the country. 


Was | 


of Education for a sufficient grant to put 
up the necessary school. This sum was 
not intended for general distribution over 
It was 
intended for the purpose of providing 
against particular cases of tyranny, and 
it would, he believed, prove ample for the 
purpose. 


Lorp R. CECIL said he was glad that 
the Attorney-General had entered the 
House. It appeared to him that Section 9 
of the Act of 1870 prevented the applica- 
tion of the £100,000 in the way proposed 
by the Government. The President of 

\the Board of Education had referred to 
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the matter as difficult and complicated. | truth they forced the managers to under- 
He differed from the right hon. Gentle- | take the responsibility of paying the 
man. It appeared to him to be a very | salaries of the teachers out. of their own 
clear case. There seemed to be no doubt | pockets if the local education authority 
whatever that without amending the Act | could wriggle out of their responsibility. 
of 1870 they could not apply any sum | That was not a position to adopt if they 
out of a Parliamentary Grant in the way | Wished to secure the efficiency of educa- 
proposed. In some way or other the tion. All this conduct was animated 
simply by religious bigotry and intoler- 
ance. He did not believe that the right 
’ . 
he presumed, as part of the Parliamentary g3 gre, a = he preert 
Grant, but in some other form, towards | S!0@ Minister tor Ec Meneiem, would 
ene ae : | venture to say a word in support of the 
the building or enlarging of schools. He | ° i bette Mecil oaslieatiie feeedtens 
did not know that that could be done. feng — - ee sey a 
sha acs Mini f the 1902 to” Member opposite, however bitter a 
Of course, there was Section 9 o é Nonconformist he might be, would rise 
Act, but that did not appear to provide | i, his place to defend their action. 
for any grant by the central Government He wished to know what steps the 
towards the building of a new school. | Government proposed to take in order 
There were one or two other points which | 4, seoure justice in the matter. He 
he wished to put to the Government in | understood that the competent teachers 
regard to the administration of the Board | were leaving the voluntary schools, and 
of Education, There was the dispute those who suffered most were the chil- 
between the Swansea local authority and dren. He insisted that a strong case had 
the managers of the non-provided schools | heen made out for the interference of the 
—not only Church of England schools, (Government in the interests of education 
but Roman Catholic schools also. | itself. He had been furnished by a 
The managers of the non-provided schools | gentleman who was not a Conservative 
had taken up the position that they | in politics, who recently won a seat on the 
should be treated in an equal manner county council in Monmouthshire, with a 
with the provided schools as to allowances | letter in which it was stated that he 
ior cleaning, lighting, and teaching ; but | fought his election distinctly on the basis 
they had been resisted by every means | of fair play for both the non-provided and 
and evasion by the local education | provided schools ; and he added on behalf 
authority. The Board of Education, of his constituents that a strong voice had 
when appealed to, whether presided over | been raised against the unjust treatment 
by a Conservative Minister or by a/ meted out to the non-provided schools 
Liberal or Radical Minister, had uni- by the local education authority. He 
iormly decided in favour of the managers, | asked the hon. Gentleman the Parlia- 
ind against the local education authority. mentary Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
There had been one long continued tion, whom they all knew to be a fair- 
truggle between the managers and the minded man, whether it was a fact that 
ocal education authority. The last | there had been this unfair treatment of 
uestion raised was that the teachers | the non-provided schools in Monmouth- 
‘hould receive the same salaries in the | shire, and what steps the Government 
wn-provided schools as in the provided | intended to take in order to 
chools and the managers had puinted | secure that justice should be done in the 
ut that unless they could pay the same | matter, He hoped that this grievance, 
alaries their efficient teachers would | which was both religious and educational, 
vessarily leave their schools, and go| would be amended. 
‘sewhere. The fact was that the| 
sire of the local education authority | *Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
"as to starve the non-provided schools | Jory Watton, Leeds, S$.) said that the 
it of existence. [Cries of “Oh, noble Lord had brought before the 
‘| He made that charge perfectly. | House a point of law in connection with 
the local education authority said! Vote to be made in regard to educa- 
0 the managers of the _ voluntary | tion, which involved a question of great 
“hools—* You fix the salaries of the importance, having reference to the 
‘achers, and we will see whether we | powers of the House respecting Votes 
«am do anything in the matter.” In! of Supply and its relation to Parliament. 
2K 2 


Government were going to make a gift 
of this sum to the local authorities, not, 
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If he fully understood the point raised 
by the hon. Member, it might be 
stated in these terms:—By the Act 
of 1870 further grants towards 
the erection of voluntary schools were 


prohibited. The practice of making 
these grants had been established 


for many years, and the grants made 
by the House of Commons from time 
to time in aid of the building of 
voluntary schools were afterwards 
sanctioned by Appropriation Acts. 
It was now proposed to set aside a sum 
with a view to assisting the building of 
schools under circumstances which had 
been indicated by his right hon. friend. 
Of course the House would observe that 
the conditions since 1870 had entirely 
changed, and therefore it might well be 
that while Parliament some thirty-seven 
years ago considered that the policy of 
assisting school buildings should come to 
an end, they might now under the altered 
conditions take an entirely different view 
of the educational policy which was caleu- 
lated to serve the national interest. But 
still, although the conditions had changed, 
the constitutional difficulty 1emained. 
Undoubtedly there was a_ statutory 
prohibition against the voting of money 
for this purpose, and he supposed it might 
he said and might very well be 
argued that while Parliament, consisting 
not only of this House, but of the Lords, 
prohibited a Vote of money for this 
purpose until the Act of Parliament had 
been repealed, such a Vote would be uncon- 
stitutional. That contention he agreed 
rested upon very strong grounds,{but there 
still remained the far more interesting 
question of the method or the machinery 
by which a change in the prohibition of 
the Act of 1870 could be effected. It 
would be a strong thing to hold that, 
under conditions which had _ entirely 
changed, in the lifetime of a generation, 
a statutory provision could interfere with 
the consticutional privilege of the 
House to vote supplies for any purpose 
which they thought was necessary. 
Assuming that the statutory prohibi- 
tion existed, how could it be re- 
moved? Every Vote of the House, 
before it could be operative, became 
effective by means of an Act of Parlia- 
ment, and he knew of no legal principle by 
which they could differentiate between the 
operative ettect of statutes other than the 
Appropriation Act, and of that Act itself, 
which was an Act of Parliament, giving 


Sir John Walton. 


{COMMONS} 
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legislative authority toa Vote of the House, 
It might well therefore be, although it 
was open to discussion, that although 
the ordinary function of an Appropriation 
Act was simply to take a sum out of the 
Consolidated Fund and apply it to satisfy- 
ing Votes which the House had passed 
in Committee, there was nothing which 
would prevent its being applied to any 
purpose to which Parliament thought fit 
to apply it. It was quite possible that 
by means of an Appropriation Act passed 
by both Houses the statutory prohibition 
would be removed. 


Lorp R. CECIL said he would just 
like to ask which clause of this Bill could 
possibly be regarded as a repeal of the 
Act of 1870. 


*Sir JOHN WALTON said he under- 
stood that there was no express repeal of 
an Act in question ; he was referring to 
the Appropriation Act, by means of which 
all the money Votes of the House became 
effective, because the statute took the 
sum out of the Consolidated Fund and 
applied it to the object to which it had 
been devoted by a Resolution passed in 


Committee. If the House thought 
proper to decide under the altered 
conditions in which we lived that a 


sum of money might be granted for a 
prohibited purpose and an Appropriation 
Act was framed so as to give the force 
of statute to that Resolution, and that 
Act were passed by both Houses of Parlia- 
ment, he thought they might contend that 
that was a perfectly constitutional and 
orthodox way of repealing the Act which 
imposed the prohibition. He spoke with 
some diffidence, because he knew lawyers 
might well hold a different view. The 
difficulty might be obviated by a Bill, 
which would appear to be a simpler plan, 
but that course would set a precedent 
which would lead to a multiplication ot 
statutes. On the whole, the Appropria- 
tion Act seemed to be the better way 
of making operative the decisions of the 
House of Commons. The matter was, 
however, one of very considerable ditt- 
culty, and the House in coming to a 
conclusion must not confine itself to the 
decision of the question whether the 
prohibition could be removed in the way 
he had indicated, but must devote Its 
attention to the larger question of the 
way in which the House might exercise 
its privileges and vote supplies for any 
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purpose that it wished. As to the 
Swansea dispute he did not understand 
that the noble Lord desired to reflect 
upon the conduct of the Education De- 
partment, but that he was endeavouring 
to reflect upon the conduct of the educa- 
tion authority in Swansea in regard to 
the managers of the schools, and he had 
imputed motive to the local education 
authority which might or might not be 
well founded. He did not think, however, 
that that was a matter with which the 
House had any concern. 
authority had a right to exercise their 
function in connection with the adminis- 
tration of the Act as they chose, just as 
the managers of the schools were entitled 
to use their powers under the Act of 
1902. 
due to the extraordinary and complicated 
machinery of that amazing _ statute, 
hecause under it the management of the 
school was vested in one body and the 
administration and control of expenditure 
in another authority. The managers of 
the schools had the right of engaging 
teachers, and the questions which arose 
as to the engagements of teachers and 
their salaries differed in a variety of 
circumstances, such as the indirect pay- 
ment which a teacher might receive by 
reason of being allowed to occupy a house 
or by reason of participating in certain 
advantages which might attach to his 
office. All these advantages had to be 
considered before a conclusion could be 
come to as to the \terms upon which a 
teacher was to be engaged. The local 
education authority had a right to 
take up the position that they 
had nothing to do with the engage- 
ment of teachers, and that the managers 
as trustees for schools must make 
the contract which they thought proper. 
They were not only entitled to take up 
that position, but the managers could 
force them to take it up. The managers 
had no right to throw upon the education 
authority the responsibility for fixing the 
terms; but, on the other hand, the educa- , 
tion authority had no right to interfere 
with the managers in this regard. All 
the education authority could do was to 
control the expenditure, but that arose 
when the accounts were audited at the 
end of the year. They might then point 
out if they thought proper that in their 
opinion excessive sums had been paid to | 
the teachers, but the answer to that was, | 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 





The edueation | 


The whole of the difficulty was | 
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‘We invited your suggestions as to the 
sums which ought to be paid. You 
refused to assist us and left us to use our 
own discretion.” And, unless the edu- 
cation authority could show that the 
managers had acted negligently and with 
indifference in the discharge of their 
duties, no criticism of the expenditure 
could be entertained. His right hon. 
friend when appealed to would point out 
that the education authority had de- 
prived themselves of any right to criticise 
when they refused to consider the terms 


at the suggestion of the managers. 
The whole difficulty arose from the 


fact that Parliament in its wisdom 
thought fit to fix the responsibility 
for education on two authorities. It, 
however, gave a power of appeal to 
the Education Department which he 
had no doubt when consulted would 
arrive at a solution which would be 
just to both parties. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry) said the haste of the right 
hon. Gentleman to reply would seem to 
give rise to the impression that there was 
no other point to be answered with regard 
to education. But there were other 
points. Considerable apprehension had 
been caused among the members of the 
English Church in Wales at the policy of 
the Government in creating a Welsh 
Education Department and the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Davies as the head of that 
Department. On a previous occasion 
the House was unable to obtain any reply 
to the question as to what steps had been 
taken to ascertain that Mr. Davies was 
the best person to fill that position, and 
whether there were not other gentle- 
men better qualified by being acquainted 
with the Welsh language and having 
in other respects equaily good qualitica- 
tions with Mr. Davies. The House 
was told that that gentleman’s appoint 
ment was largely due to the fac. 
that he was well acquainted with 
Weish opinion on the subject. What 
had occurred at Question-time had made 
his apprehension still more acute. Last 
week he put a Question to the right hon. 
Gentleman as to the application of the 
local education authority to close a 
particular Church school in Denbighshire 
—the school at Llanychan. The reply was 
that the application had been received, but 
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there had been no time to read it. To- 
day he had again put the Question, 
this time in two parts. That Question 
was, first, To ask the President of the 
Board of Education, if he could now state 
what grounds the local Education Auth- 


{COMMONS} 


ority for Denbighshire had advanced for | 


holding the school at Llanychan to be 
unnecessary; and, secondly, what action 
the Board of Education proposed to take 
in the matter. He was quite prepared to 
hear that the Board of Education had not 
had time to consider the application, but 
he was not prepared for the answer to the 
first part of his Question—that the 
Board had not as yet been informed 
of the grounds on which the closing of the 
school was considered necesssary. Was 
he to understand that the education 
authority sent in an application without 
stating the grounds ? 


Mr. McKENNA said the education 
authority had applied to close the school 
without stating their grounds, but they 
had grounds which thev would state. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN saidif that was so 
the proper answer to the local authority 
would have been that no attention would 
be paid to the application until the 
grounds for it were given. Under the 
Act of 1902 there was a section which 
said the Board of Education should with- 
out unnecessary delay determine whether 
a school was necessary or not, and that 
in arriving at the determination they 
should have regard to the instruction, 
the wishes of the parents. and other 
matters of that sort. 


Mr. McKENNA said no attempt would 
be made to settle the question at all until 
they had the facts before them. No 
steps had been taken. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN said the school 
might be closed without their having 
had any opportunity of showing why 
it should not be closed, and he was con- 
firmed in his suspicion of the dangers of 
the Welsh Department with a man at 
the head of it chosen, apparently without 
any competition with other people, on 
account of his sympathies with the Welsh 
revoit. According to the section which 
had been quoted, a school could not be 
considered as unnecessary unless the 


Mr, Bridgeman, 
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average attendance had been below 
thirty. In the school in question 


from May Ist to August, 1906, the 
attendance was thirty-four; in the next 
six months it was twenty-nine, which 
was partly due to an epidemic of mumps, 
and the children could not get back 
to their duties. He contended, therefore. 
that there was no ground for closing the 
school, because it had not been proved 
that the attendance was below thirty. 
There was a council school some little 
distance away from the church school, 
and the master of that school, accom- 
panied by the minister of the Methodist 
Chapel adjoining, he understood, had 
been visiting the parents of children 
going to the church school with the 
object of trying to persuade them to 
keep their children away until it was 
possible to prove that the attendance 
was below thirty. If that was the way 
in which Welsh public opinion was to be 
interpreted by the Board of Education 
they would have a good deal to say 
against the new Welsh Department. 


Mr. McKENNA: Mr. Davies has not 
yet entered upon his functions. 


* Mr. BRIDGEMAN said he was only 
expressing the hope that when the 
gentleman did enter upon them he would 
not follow the course suggested by the 
Denbighshire local education authority. 


* Sir HENRY CRAIK said in reference 
to the new vote of £100,000 for building 
schools, they were, of course, all bound 
to accept the statement of the Attorney- 
General on a point of law, and he would 
not venture to dispute it. But he had 
been accustomed all his life to study the 
Education Acts and the history of 
Education Grants, and he thought that 
the Attorney-General would find that 
although grants were made as long ago 
as 1833, they did not for a long time 
depend upon any Act of Parliament. The 
Attorney-General had told them that 
the grants were regulated by a series 
of statutes, and that the money Was 
assigned under the Appropriation Act. 
To his knowledge there was no statute 
whatever previous to the Act of 1870 
which provided for any education grant 
ofanysort at all. The grants were made 
until ;1870 solely under the minutes of 
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the Department, and were piaced in the | 
Votes for the year, but they never had | 
any statutory authority until the Act of | 
1870 was passed. 
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reference at all, because this Bill was 
going to repeal Acts which had never been 
mentioned. He would like the Secretary 


'to the Board of Education to elucidate 


/somewhat the answer which had been 


There is the 


Sir JOHN WALTON : 


Schools Sites Act. 


HENRY CRAIK said that 
that did not provide for grants. It 
made certain provisions on the ac- 
quirement of sites by local authorities, 
but it did not provide for any 
grants whatever. Mr. Forster and the 
Government of Mr. Gladstone intended 
that building operations should be the 
work of the locality, and at the expense 
of the locality, and that the means where- 
by grants could be earned from the 
National Exchequer should be _ pro- 
vided by the local authority. The right 
hon. Gentleman had in his Department a 
legal adviser. Surely, when this amount 
of £100,000 was entered for the first time 
the right hon. Gentleman consulted the 
legal adviser. If the legal adviser had 
expressed, as he was inclined to think 
he must have done, that there was 
some ground for doubting the legality 
of the grant, did the right hon. 
Gentleman then consult the law officers 
of the Crown? He went further in 
his objection to their grant than the 
mere legal irregularity which it involved. 
It did not mean merely a contravention 
of the Act of Parliament. What did it 
mean? It meant that they were giving 
to one part of the United Kingdom those 
means which other parts of the United 
Kingdom had to provide for at their own 
expense in order to obtain yearly grants 
out of the Exchequer. Why should this be 
accorded to England and Wales alone ? 
[An Hon. Member: Scotland.] Scotland 
had no such grant, and it was an 
injustice which she shared with Ireland. 
The policy embodied in the two great 
Education Acts had been departed from 
without taking legal advice, and in 
flagrant defiance of the fundamental 
policy of those Acts. 


*SIR 


Coronet R. WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, 
W.) said they had often opposed the 
principle of legislation by reference, 
hut the Government now appeared 
to have introduced an entirely new 
principle, that of legislation without any 


‘them to build a provided school. 


given with regard to the difference in the 
treatment meted out to provided and 
non-provided schools. The Minister for 
Education had given a very clear ex- 
position of the case, but in the end it 
simply amounted to this, that the Board otf 
Education had to judge what was reason- 
able. What was the test of reasonableness 
to be applied to schools in different 
parts of the country? He would like 
to know why the carrying out of certain 
requirements in the case of a provided 
school was considered reasonable when 
spread over a period of seven years, and 
why in the case of a non-provided school 
a period of six months only was con- 
sidered long enough to fulfil similar 
requirements ? 


Sirk J. RANDLES (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) said this appropriation 
of £100,000 illustrated the real grievance 
so far as it affected Nonconformity. The 
Minister for Education had told them 
that it was proposed, wherever there was 
a grievance in a single school area, to 
provide some special remedy to enable 
The 
difficulty referred to was not a small 
point, because if it was known in any 
particular district that it was possible 
simply by an application to the Board 
of Education to get some assistance for a 
provided school that fact alone would 
be sufficient to secure that misuse of 
opportunity which so often resulted in 
such cases. If the Minister in charge of 
a Bill the effect of which would be 
to deduct 15 per cent. from the pay of 
the teachers in non-provided schools 
would withdraw his proposal and bring 
in a measure to deal fairly with the 
question there would be some prospect of 
a reasonable compromise being arrived at. 

Ss 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon. Member is not entitled to discuss 
matters of legislation. 


Sir J. RANDLES said he was rather 
surprised at one of the statements 
made by the Attorney-General. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman had said that 
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the managers appointed the teachers. | a share of the £100,000, and run the risk 
He had always been under the impression | of the Vote’s beingillegal. If such a pro- 
that the managers nominated the teachers | posal had been made when the Conserva- 
and that they were appointed by the local | tive Government was in office, hon. Mem- 
education authority. The names of the bers onon all sides would have protested 
teachers were sent in by the managers, | against its being sanctioned. He would 
but they could be either accepted or re- | be the last to suggest that the President 
jected by the local education authority. | of the Board of Education knew that 
he was doing an illegal act. He ex- 
Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Univer- | cused the right hon. Gentleman because 
sity) moved that the Bill be read a! he had only just succeeded to the 
third time this day six months. | office. The Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
The express enactment of the Act/ who had the facts at his finger ends, wa: 
of 1870 forbidding the making of a) notyr-seit. That was another reason why 
grant for any particular purpose was | the Bill should not be then disposed of. 
impliedly being over-ruled by the Appro-| The Attorney General had apparently 
priation Bill. Would the Attorney-| just returned from a pleasant evening 
General give him an instance where such | party, and it was not fair that he should 
a repeal had ever been made before | be committed to a legal opinion without 
[t was an unconstitutional proceeding, | mature deliberation. 
and he submitted that no such case had | : 
ever occurred in the history of Parliament.| Amendment proposed— 
It was sufficient for his purpose to say | To Jeave out the word.‘ now’ and at the 
that it had never been done before. It | end of the question to add the words * upon 
was not the object of the Appropriation | this day six months.” °—(Mr, Rawlinson.) 
Bill to repeal an enactment by a/§ ’ "7 ; 
side wind. He was glad to hear from | , Question proposed, “ That the word 
the Attorney-General that the Board of | 20W> stand part of the Question, 
Education intended to enforce the rights | ae . ; 
of managers of the schools. He agreed | Mr. FORSTER (Kent, Sevenoaks) 
with the hon. and learned Gentleman | said he was surprised, after the speeches 
in the position which he had taken up | which had been made, at the silence 
on the question of the appointment of which was as discreet as it was unusual 
| on the part of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


teachers. He begged to move. | S35: are 
| The Act of 1870 distinctly debarred the 


= is = » lies ‘ | Gover > rr € ing the £100,000 
Siz F. BANBURY, in seconding the | G°Verment from applying the £100,0 
: in the way proposed. The House had 


Amendment, said the Attorney-Genezal | . ; : : 
: “| it on the authority of the learned Attorney 
could not deny that many _ legal! /, . . 
Se ea . . . General that, although the — section 
authorities might take a view contrary | -, See 
it which beheld exam That of the Act of 1870 was out of date, 
c y “] c x ‘sse . a .: <2 . . 
I it still remained the law of the land. 


being so, and in view of the fact)». 
ga i: ’ 'The Attorney-General had committed 
that it was now one o'clock, he hi Pear : : 
imself to the opinion that the voting of 
thought the Amendment should be) . oontul 
a | the money until Parliament had repeale¢ 
agreed to. The debate was brought on a prohibitory was illegal. ‘The 

_ vet Oe, ees are S| 2 : j as ge : 
at eleven o'clock when no one expected | only way in which the Attorney-General 
it. It had practically been proved that | oouiq get over the difficulty was that cue 
the Government were committing an | Act of Parliament passed by this House 
illegal act. The Solicitor-General had | and by the House of Lords, if sanctioned 
not been able to get up and confirm the | py the Sovereign, might be taken to over- 
Es “fog g g 
opinion hesitatingly given by the Attorney- | pide any previous Act of Parliament with 
\ N ”: 7 vhin . . . . . 

General. The purpose to which the! which it might be in conflict, and that the 
£100,000 was to be applied might be very Appropriation Act might enable such a 
good, but the money was not to be thing to be done. They were not now 
applied to all parts of the Kingdom. | dealing with the Appropriation Act ; that 
Scotland and Ireland were excluded from | was passed only at the end of the session. 
this illegality. He was rather surprised | He admitted that the question was one of 
that no Member from Ireland had yot | great difficulty and complexity, and he 
up to say that he was prepared to take | asked the House if it was fitting and 


Sir J. Randles. 

















988 989 Consolidated Fund {20-21 MaRcH 1907} (No. 1) Bill. 990 
risk proper at one o'clock in the morning | time to deal with the great and important 
Dro- that they should deal with a matter constitutional question involved, he 
va- which the Attorney-General himself begged to move that the debate be now 
em- declared involved far-reaching constitu- | adjourned. 
sted tional issues. He was confident that | 
vuld they on that side of the House had not , cial al . 
lent the slightest intention of dividing against | Page har ihe po 
hat the Bill, [An Ho. Memper: Why 97° yy" porcpen) } (Ur. 
ex- not !] He did not think that his Party “°° °°" 
nse had ever committed themselves to a course 
the of that kind ; and they would not on the The House divided: Ayes, 62; Noes, 
wl present occasion ; but in order to afford 218. (Division List, No 47.) 
was 
vhy — 
a. AYES. 
itly Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F. , Craig, Captain James(Down, E. , Nicholson, Wm.G.(Peterstield) 
‘ing Arkwright, John Stanhope Craik, Sir Henry Nield, Herbert 
uld Ashley, W. W. Cross, Alexander Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.Sir H. Dalrymple, Viscount Rawlinson, John Frederick Pee | 
out Banbury,Sir Frederick George Faber, George Denison (York) | Roberts,S (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Banner, John S. Harmood- Fell, Arthur Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur Haddock, George R. Smith, Abel H(Hertford, East) 
Bowles, G. Stewart Hamilton, Marquess of Smith, F. E (Liverpool, Walton) 
the Bridgeman, W. Clive Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford | Starkey, John R. 
Sie Bull, Sir William James Harrison- Broadley, Col. H.B. | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. | Hay, Hon. Claude George Turnour, Viscount 
Carlile, E. Hildred | Helmsley, Viscount Valentia, Viscount 
ord Castlereagh, Viscount | Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds | Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Cave, George | Hills, J. W. Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Cavendish, Rt.Hon. Victor C.W | Houston, Robert Paterson Wilson,A Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Cecil, Lord R.(Marylebone, | Hunt, Rowland Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
ks) Coates,E. Feetham(Lewisham) | Lane-Fox, G. R. Younger, George 
hes Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
nee Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Mason, James F. (Windsor) TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
ual Courthope, G. Loyd Meysey-Thompson, E. C. Lord Balearres and Mr. 
vm Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. | Morpeth, Viscount Forster. 
the 
00 NOES. 
iad 
ey Acland, Francis Dyke Brooke, Stopford | Crosfield, A. H. 
+4 Agnew, George William Bryce, J. Annan Dalziel, James Henry 
Ainsworth, John Stirling Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
te, Alden, Percy Burns, Rt. Hon. John | Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
id. Allen,A. Acland(Christchurch) | Burnyeat, W. J. D. Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
ed Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) Byles, William Pollard Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
of Armstrong, W. C. Heaton Carr-Gomm, H. W. Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
ed Asquith, Rt Hon.HerbertHenry | Causton,Rt.Hn.Richard Knight | Dunne, Ma). E. Martin (Walsall 
e Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) | Cawley, Sir Frederick | Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
he Barlow, Percy (Bedford) Chance, Frederick William | Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
ral Barnard, E. B. Cheetham, John Frederick | Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
ne Barran, Rowland Hirst Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. | Elibank, Master of 
80 Barry, E. (Cork, S.) Churchill, Winston Spencer | Essex, R. W. 
- Barry,Redmond J(Tyrone,N.) | Clarke, C. Goddard | Everett, R. Lacey 
e Beale, W. P. Cleland, J. W. | Fenwick, Charles 
er- Beauchamp, E. Clough, William | Ferens, T. R. 
th Bellairs, Carlyon Clynes, J. R. | Ffrench, Peter 
he Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R | Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) _| Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
s Benn,W.(‘T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo | Collins,Sir WmJ.(S.Pancras,W | Findlay, Alexander _ 
Bennett, E. N. Cooper, G. J. | Fuller, John Michael F. 
Ww Berridge, T. H. D. Corbett,CH(Sussex, E. Grinst’d | Fullerton, Hugh 
at Boland, John Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. | Gill, A. H. 
n. Bowerman, C. W. Cory, Clifford John | Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
of Bramsdon, T. A. Cowan, W. H. | Glover, Thomas 
he Branch, James Cox, Harold | Goddard, Daniel F o1d 
Brocklehurst, W. B. Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) | Gooch, George Peabody 
id Brodie, H. C. Crean, Eugene | Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
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| Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 


Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gulland, John W. 

Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt, Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E(Derbyshire,NE.) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Henry, Charles 8S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., S. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis <4 
Kincaid-S nith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lam bert. George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law. Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann. R.C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex.Harwich 
Levy. Maurice 

Lew is. John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 


MacVeagh Jer miah(Down,S.) | 


MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Ha. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Mantield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basi! 


Question proposed, “That the word 
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Meehan, Patrick A. 
Menzies, Walter 
Mond, A. 
Montagu, E. 8S. 
Mooney, J. J. 


, Morse, L. L. 


Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 
Nicholson, Chas.N.(Doneaster) 
Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
O'Dowd, John 
O'Grady, J. 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Shee, James John 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 
Paul, Herbert 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W. H. M. (Suffolk, Eye 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pollard, Dr. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, C.E (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H. 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John F. (Waterford 
Rees, J. D. 
Richards,T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n) 
Richardson, A. 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, Chas. H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robinson. 8. 
Robsoa, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
tose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, 8.M. (Whitechapel) 


treated on the same 
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Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Seely, Majo J. B. . 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, §. 
Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, FE. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, 1. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore (. (Radeliffe 
Tennant,Sir Edward (Salisbury) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred{ Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir J. L. (Leeds, S.) 
Wardie, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Catheart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D.S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah (. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas 

William, Llewelyn (Carmarthen 
Wills, A.tbu: Walters 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 

TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS—Mr. 


Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


basis and giveti 





‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barkston Ash) said he desired to repeat 
a question which had not been answered, 
as to the appointment of Mr. Davies 
to the Welsh Education Board. They 
had not been told what the qualifica- 
tions of Mr. Davies were, or why he had 
been appointed. They did not know 
what previous educational work he had 
done, or in what way he was fitted to dis- 
charge the duties of his office. 
appointment was of a most important 
and nove! character, and the House ought 
to know why this gentleman had been 
selected. The House had had no 
adequate explanation why provided 


and non-provided schools should not be ' 


The | 


equality of treatment. He hoped the 
Government even now would take the 
opportunity of reassuring hon. Members 
who wished to see fair play to all schools, 
not only in Wales but in England. 


Captain CRAIG (Down, E.) was 
perfectly certain that those who were 
acquainted with the educational problem 
throughout the United Kingdom would 
admit that England, Scotland and Wales, 
were far ahead of Ireland, both in the 
way in which education was carried out, 
_and inall the sanitary appointments of the 
i schools. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| a year ago held out some hope that Ireland 
‘would at last through a Liberal Govern- 
| ment receive assistance to a large and 
substantial amount. The right hon. 
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(sentleman said it was unnecessary for him 
to assure hon. Gentlemen that within the 
limits of his possibilities and opportunities, 
it would be his desire to give etfect to that 
hope, by translating it into concretelaction. | 
The right hon. Gentleman then went on 
to say that resistance to the claims of 
Ireland or any other part of the 
Kingdom did not rest in the long 
run with the officials of the Treasury. 
The responsibility rested with the! 
Government, and he could assure hon. | 
(tentlemen from Ireland that so far as his 
legal power allowed he would see, 
in regard to educational matters in 
which he thought Ireland had a real 
grievance, that [rish funds were not 
unduly encroached upon and that the 
Imperial Exchequer should contribute ; 
that in the course of the next few months 
he would go carefully into the matter and 
see how far it was possible to deal with it. 
An opportunity was now given to the 
right hon. Gentlemen to explain how 
those words were going to be justified, 
and whether it would not be possible for 
him, if he had found it inconsistent with 
something he had said in the meantime. 
to hold out an assurance that some of the 
many terrible pains and penalties under 
which the youth of Ireland suffered, first 
of all in proceeding to school in the depths 
of winter over rough roads, and having 
then to sit, perhaps ill-clad, without a 
fire, the whole day through, were going 
to be removed. Hon. Gentlemen, when 
these appeals were made, seemed to 
think the circumstances were exagger- 
ated, but they were not. The late 
Chief Secretary for Ireland said he ap- 
proached the subject with sympathy and 
that at the earliest possible moment he 
would remove the blot from the govern- 
ment of Ireland. The present Chief 
Secretary said he understood that every 
child was expected to bring a piece of peat 
with him to the school-house so as to 
build up a fire to warm the children for 
the rest of the day. Since the ancient 
statute was passed the circumstances 
had changed ; parts of the country which 
were then covered with peat were en- 
tirely altered. There was now no peat, 
and it was impossible for these little 
children to bring it to school. When one 
had regard to the large amount of money | 
that was given to Scotland and England | 
for education it seemed very hard that a_ 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 


(Wo. 1) Bill. 994 


‘small amount could not be given to- 


/neglected in 
'cellor of the Exchequer had spoken of 
‘hundreds of thousands as though they 


' removed. 


Ireland to remove this crying evil which 
was a disgrace and a shame to the Gov- 
ernment. Even the Attorney-General 
for Ireland said that primary education 
in Ireland had been most shamefully 
the past. The Chan- 


were mere bagatelles. The right hon. 
Gentleman had gone on to say that 
they had been face to face with a 
great difficulty, but it hal been 
If primary education was to 
be made good, and teachers properly 
paid, the Government would by some 
means or other secure funds for that 
primary education which every mem- 
ber of the Government regarded as 
being of as much importance in 
Ireland as in England, and which must 
be dealt with and dealt with quickly. 
There they had the opinions of two 
members of the Government. A 
third member of the Government, 
who had since been appointed to the 
Embassy at Washington, had said that 
the salaries of Irish teachers were inade- 
quate, and had held out a promise of im- 
proved remuneration. He had spoken of 
the excellence of Irish teachers, and said, 
as to the question of how reforms were 
to be effected, that in the first place more 
money was required, and all he could 
do was to plead for the liberal treat- 
ment of Irish education, because with- 
out more money very much could not 
be done. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover, when he was Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, stated emphatically 
that the only way to consider grants in 
Ireland, Scotland, and Wales was to 
approach the whole question on the basis 
of population. On referring to the figures 
they would be appalled at the injustice 
done to Ireland. In 1901-2 England 
had £9,500,000:; Scotland, £1,333,000 ; 
and Ireland, £1,387,000. There was 
equality between Ireland and Scotland, 
because there was equality of population. 
But to come to the figures of the }pre- 
sent year. England in 1907-8 had 
£13,500,000 ; Scotland, £2,255,400; Ire- 
land, £1,408,000, though the population 
of the two latter countries was practically 
identical. It could not be said that 
Ireland was fairly treated, with the 
school buildings tumbling about their 
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ears in many places. The sanitary con- 


dition of the schools, in large towns like | 


Belfast, where the population had grown 


during the last twenty or thirty years, | 


was quite inadequate. The buildings 
were often old, and the children were 
herded together so closely during the 
time they were being taught that it 
re Ily moved one’s heart to see them. 
It was impossible, in such conditions, 
that the children could take the best 
advantage of the education afforded ; 
besides which, the conditions were in- 
jurious to their health and to the 
race asa whole. Many of the evils from 
which Ireland suffered were due to the 
fact that children were confined in in- 
adequate and rotten schools. It could 
not be expected that they would grow 
up to be strong and healthy men and 
women; nor could they hope for im- 
provement, unless the right hon. Gentle- 
man carried out some at all events 
of the many specious promises which 
he made last year. Hon. Members 
representing the wealthier parts of 
England and Scotland had very little 
idea of what went on in the poorer 
parts of Ireland. He challenged any- 
one in the House to read the speeches 
delivered by the three responsible Mini- 
sters to whom he had referred — who 
still sat silent and would not get up 
and answer the arguments which had 
been addressed to them—and prove 
that they had carried out the pledges 
given in those speeches. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said the hon. and gallant Member must 
know that the first Order down for 
that day was a discussion upon primary 
education in Ireland. 


{COMMONS} 


(No. 1) Bill. 996 
Captain CRAIG: I was quite aware of it, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said it ap. 
peared to him that the hon. Member had 
just been rehearsing the speech he 
intended to deliver in the debate oy 
primary education. He sincerely hoped 
that having heard that speech they 
would not be obliged to listen to it again 
on some future occasion. Of course, 
the hon. and gallant Member was entitled 
to speak on the subject, but after having 
kept them up with a long discourse now 
it would be scarcely fair and not in ae- 
cordance with the Standing Order to 
have a repetition of the same speech that 
day. With reference to the grant of 
£100,000, it had always been the practice, 
when such grants were made to this 
country for education, that equivalent 
grants should be made to Scotland and 
Ireland. Last year, when £1,000,000 
was allocated to education in this country, 
it was clearly understood that equivalent 
grants would be made to Scotland and 
Ireland. On behalf of Ireland he wished 
to put in a claim for such a grant. 


Lorp EDMUND TALBOT 
Chichester) asked the Attorney-General 
if he agreed with the view that the 
Vote was illegal. 

Sir JOHN WALTON: I did not say 
that it was illegal. What I said was 
that it might need statutory authority. 

THE CHANCELLOR or rue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asguiru, Fifleshire, E.) 
rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


(Sussex, 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 

The House divided: Ayes, 216 ; 
54. (Division List No. 48.) 


Noes 


AYES. 


Acland, Francis Dyke Beauchamp, E. 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asquith, Rt.Ha.Hrbert Henry 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Row!and Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 
Beale, W. P. 


Cantuin Craig. 


Boland, John 


Branch, James 


Brodie, H. C. 


Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn, W. (T’w’rHamlets.S.Geo 
Bennett, E. N. 
Berridge, 'T. H. 


Bowerman, C. W. 
Bramsdon, T. A. 


Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brooke, Stopford 


Bryce, J. Annan 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard K. 
D. Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen (Lam beth) 
Collins, SirWm.J.(SPancras,W: 
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Coop 
Corbe 
Corn\ 
Cory, 
Cowa 
Cox, | 
Craig 
Crear 
Crosti 
Dalzi 
Davie 
Davie 
Dewa 
Dune 
Dunn 
Dunn 
Kdwa 
Edwa 
iidwa 
Fliba 
Essex 
Evere 
renw 
feren 
fren 
fienn 
Findl: 
fuller 
Fuller 
Gill, z 
Glads 
Glove 
(odd: 
Gooch 
Green 
Grey, 
Cullar 
Gwyn! 
Halda 
Hall F 
Hareo 
Harve 
Harve 
Hayds 
Hazel, 
Hemn 
Henry 
Herbe 
Higha 
Hobar 
Hogan 
Hudso 
Hutto: 
Hyde, 
Jardir 
Johns 
Jones, 
Jowet 
Kearle 


Arkwr 
Ashley 
Balear 
Banbu 
Banne 
3ecke 
Pignc )) 
Bowle 
Bridge 
Bull, § 
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Cooper, G. J. ' 
(Corbett.CH. (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8. 
Dewar, Arthur ( Edinburgh, S.) 
Duncan, F. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Maj. E. Martin (Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

french, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Findlay, Alexander 

fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
(over, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gulland, John W. 
Gwynn,Stephe. Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall Frederick 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.(DerbyshireN.E,) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henry, CharlesS. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Balearres, Lord 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


Banner, Joha S. Harmood 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Pignold, Sir Arthur 

Sowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
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Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R.C. 

Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

McVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S) 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coveatry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond,A. 

Montagu, E.S. 

Mooney, J.J. 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, Joha 

Nicholson,Chas. N.( Doncaster) 
Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

raul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) | 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye, | 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pollard Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph | 
Price, C.E. (Enidb’gh, Central) | 
Priestley, W.E. B.( Bradford, E.) | 
Radford, G. H. 
Riphrel, Herbert H. 
Rea, Walter Russell Searboro’ | 
Redmond, John E. Waterford) | 
Richards, T.F. Wolverl’ npt’n 


NOES. 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt.Hn.Victo: C.W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E.Feetham (Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
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Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robinson, 8. a 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton-und.-Lyne) 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. 1. (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Taomas F. (Leitrim, S.) 
Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph(Chesh. } 

Straus. B. 8. (Mile End) 

Strauss, E. A. Abingdon) 

Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Tavlor, Jobn W. (Durham) 

Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 

Tennant, SirEdward(Salisbury 

Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 

Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L.(Leeds, 8.) 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan} 

Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 

Waterlow, D.S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
| Whitehead, Rowland 


Whitley, John Henry( Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, Llewelyn (Carmarth, 
Wills, Arthur Walters 


| Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 


Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE ;AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley ,and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S. 
Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 
Ham:lton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
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Helmsley, Viscount | Nield, Herbert Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Hervey, F.W.F(BuryS.Edmd’s | Randles, Sir John Scurrah | Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) a 
Hills, J. W.  F# | Rawlinson, Jobn FrederickPeel | Wo tley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart now 
Hunt, Rowland} | Roberts, S.(Sheffield,Ecclesall) Younger, George Rune 
Lane-Fox, G. R. | Rutherford, W. W. (Livecpool) | neue 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee Sheffield, Sir BerkeleyGeorge D. | TeLtters ror THE Nors— Sir Schw 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) | Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East | Alexander Acland-Hood ani Scott 
Meysey-Thompson, kL. C. | Starkey, John R. Viscount Valentia. — 
Morpeth, Viscount | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) Shac! 
Micholson, Wm.G. (Petersfield) | Walrond, Hon. Lionel aioe 
Sh 
. Sie Sileor 
Question put accordingly, “ That the The House divided :—Avyes, 214 ; Noes, Sinel: 
word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 156. (Division List No. 49.) ae 
Smy 
Stanl 
AYES. Strau 
Acland, Francis Dyke Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich on 
Agnew, George William Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) Levy, Maurice 
Ainsworth, John Stirling Duncan C.(Barrow-in-Furness) Lewis, John Herbert 
Alden, Percy Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) Lough, Thomas 
Allen, A.Acland (Christchurch) Dunne, MajorE.Martin(Walsall | Lupton, Arnold Aclan 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) Luttrell, Hugh Fownes Arkw 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) Lyell, Charles Henry Ashle 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. HerbertHenry Edwards, Frank (Radnor) Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) a 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) Elibank, Master of Maclean, Donald Banb 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) Essex, R. W. Mac Veagh, Jeremiah (Down, §, Bann 
Barnard, E. B. Everett, R. Lacey MeVeigh, Charles (Donegal, E.) Becks 
Barran, Rowland Hirst Fenwick, Charles M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald oe 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) Ferens, T. R. M‘Micking, Major G. Bowle 
Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone, N. F french, Peter Manfield, Harry (Northants) — 
Beale, W. P. Fiennes, Hon. Eustace Markham, Arthypr Basil Bul ’ 
Beauchamp, E. Findlay, Alexander Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) aan 
Bellairs, Carlyon Fuller, John Michael F. Meehan, Patrick A. a i 
Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. Fullerton, Hugh Menzies, Walter ane ‘ 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. Gill, A. H. Mond, A. bit 
Bennett, E. N. Gladstone,Rt.Hn.Herbert John _ Montagu, E. 8. Conil, 
Berridge, T. H. D. Glover, Thomas Mooney, J. J. on 
Boland, John Goddard, Daniel Ford Morse, L. L. Cocht 
Bowerman, C. W. Gooch, George Peabody Morton, Alpheus Cleophas naka 
Bramsdon, T. A. Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) Murphy, John _ 
Branch, James Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward Nicholson,CharlesN. ( Doncast’r 
Brocklehurst, W. B. Gulland, John W. Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Brodie, H. C. Gwynn, Stephen Lucius Nussey, Thomas Willans Mt 
Brooke, Stopford Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid miin 
Bryce, J. Annan Hall, Frederick O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) O’Dowd, John Th 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. | O’Grady, J. 
Byles, William Pollard Hayden, John Patrick O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
‘Carr-Gomm, H. W. Hazel, Dr. A. E. O’Shee, James John 
Causton, Rt.HnRichardKnight Hemmerde, Edward George Parker, James (Halifax) 
Chance, Frederick William Henry, Charles 8. Partington, Oswald Aclan 
Cheetham, John Frederick Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., 8.) Paul, Herbert Agnevy 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. Higham, John Sharp Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) Ainsw 
Churchill, Winston Spencer Hobart, Sir Robert. Peaison, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) Alden 
Clarke, C. Goddard Hogan, Michael Pirie, Duncan V. Allen, 
Cleland, J. W. Hudson, Walter Pollard, Dr. Allen, 
Clough, William Hutton, Alfred Eddison Power, Patrick Joseph Armst 
‘Clynes, J. R. Hyde, Clarendon Price, C. E.(Edinb’gh,Uentra!) Asqui 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) Jardine, Sir J. Priestley, W.E. B.( Bradford, E.) Barin 
Collins, SirWm.J(S.Pancras,W. Johnson, John (Gateshead) Radford, G. H. Barloy 
Cooper, G. J. Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) Raphael, Herbert H. Barna 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex,E.Grinst’d Kearley, Hudson E. Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ sarra 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. Kennedy, Vincent Paul Redmond,John E. (Waterford) Barry 
Cory, Clifford John Kilbride, Denis Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’ mpt'n Barry 
Cowan, W. H. King, Alfred John (Knutsford) Richardson, A. Beale, 
Cox, Harold Laidlaw, Robert Ridsdale, E. A. Beauc 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) Bellai 
Crean, Eugene Lambert, George Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) Benn, 
' rosfield, A. H. Lamont, Norman Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) Benne 
Dalziel, James Henry Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) Robinson, S. Berric 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) ’ Lehmann, R. C, . Robson, Sir William Snowdon Bolan 
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Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A. H.(Ashtonunder Lyne) 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 

Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G,. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, S.) 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 





Acland-Hood, Rt. HnSirAlex.F: 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harimood- 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount | 
Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. VictorC.W, 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone.E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham) | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 








Mr. ASQUITH claimed, 


miin Question be now put 


The House divided :—Ayes, 210; Noes, 53. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling | 
Alden, Percy 

Allen,A Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Churles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asquith, Rt. Hn HerbertHenry 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Perey (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

sarran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Boland, John 
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Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.*( Radcliffe) 
Tennant.Sir Edward(Salisbury ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 
Walton,Sir John L.(Leeds,S.) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 


NOES. 


Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S.) 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 
Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.( BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 


| Hunt, Rowland 


Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 


| Nicholson, Wm G.(Peterstield) 


* That the 


” 


AYES. 


Bowerman, (. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Broklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt Hn. RichardKnight 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen; (Lambeth) , 
Collins,Sir WmJ.(S.Pancras, W 
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Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitlev, John Henry (Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, Llewelvn(Carmarth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras,S.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Seurrah 
Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel 
Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorge D. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lione] 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson,A. Stanley( York. E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Lonsdale and Mr. Courthope. 


Main Question put accordingly. 


(Division List No. 59.) 


| Cooper, G. J. 

| Corbett,C,H.(Sussex.EGrinst’d. 
| Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

| Cory, Clifford John 

| Cowan, W. H. 

| Cox, Harold 

| Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
| Crean, Eugene 

| Crosfield, A. H. 

| Dalziel, James Henry 

| Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W, Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE.Martin( Walsall ) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh.) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 
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Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes. Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F. 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone. Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard. Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gulland, John W. 

Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall. Frederick 

Harcourt, Right Hon. Lewis 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey,W.E.( Derbyshire, N.E. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henry, Charles 8. 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor(Mon.,S.) | 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever,A Levy( Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 


Acland-Hood, Rt Hn.SirAlex. F. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beckett, Hon Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bull, Sir William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Covendish. Rt. Hon.Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Lord R.(Marylebone,E. ) 
Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham) 





Consolidated Fund 


| Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
| Lyell, Charles Henry 


| Maclean, 


| M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
| M‘Micking, Major G. 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O'Grady, J. 
O’Shee, James John 
| Parker, James (Halifax) 


| Pirie, Duncan V. 
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| Rowlands, J. 

| Runciman, Walter 
Macdonald,J. R. ( Leicester) | Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
nald | Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. | Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
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| McVeigh, Charles (Donegal, E.) | Seely, Major J. B. 


| Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick,B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, §. 
Stanley,Hn A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore (.( Radcliffe) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Nussey, Thomas Willans Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid | Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 
Walsh, Stephen 
Walters, John Tudor 
Walton,Sir John L.(Leeds,S.)} 
Partington, Oswald | Wardle, George J. 
Paul, Herbert | Waring, Walter 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs., Leek) | Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Pearson, W. H. M.(Suffolk,Eye) | Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
| Waterlow, D. S. z 
Pollard, Dr. | Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Power, PatrickJoseph White, George (Norfolk) 
Price,C.E.(Edinburgh, Central) | White, Luve (York, E.R.) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E.) | White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Radford, G. H. | Whitehead, Rowland 
. aphael, Herbert H. ' Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Rea,Walter Russell(Scarboro’ | Wiles, Thomas 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) _ Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n | Wills, Arthur Walters 
Richardson, A. Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Ridsdale, E. A. , Winfrey, R. 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robinson, 8. 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mona, a. 

Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 


O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


NOES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. | Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) | Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Cross, Alexander Morpeth, Viscount : 
Dalrymple, Viscount ' Nicholson, Wm. G.(Petersfiela 
Fell, Arthur ' Nield, Herbert 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. | Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Forster, Henry William | Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel 
Haddock, George Roberts,S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Hamilton, Marquess of Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoo) 
a a ane iia | Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD 
elmsley, Viscoun ys AEE 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS Edm’ds Genith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
5 : Starkey, John R. 


Hills, J. W. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Hunt, Rowland 
Lane-Fox, G. R. Turnour, Viscount 
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Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 


Bill read the chird time, and passed. 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 
{Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 :— 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.) hoped that it was not the 
intention of the Government to proceed 
with this important measure at that time 
of night. They had been occupied for 
several hours diseussing a Bill which 
none of them had expected would be 
taken, and he hoped they would not be 
asked to embark upon a discussion of the 
Army (Annual) Bill to which the Secre- 
tary of State for War had himself put 
down two Amendments, and in regard 
to which he had issued two separate 
Memoranda, one of which appeared 
that afternoon for the first time. He 
was told that that Memorandum did not 
tally with the Bill, and he should think, 
having regard to the importance of the 
Bill and to the interest taken in it on 
both sides, the Government would not 
attempt to pass the measure at that 
hour. It was a Bill which had always 
taken a considerable amount of time to 
discuss, and he suggested that the 
Goverament should take the course 
which was most convenient to the House 
at large and adjourn the discussion. 
He moved that progress be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.’ —(Mr. Victor 
Cavendish.) 


Mr. HALDANE: We desire to take 
the course which is most convenient to 
the House of Commons generally, and | 
that is to finish this Committee at the | 
sitting. 


Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hors- 
sham) said that after listening to the very 
courteous speech of the right hon. | 


Gentleman he proposed to offer only a 
VOL. CLXXI. 
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(Annual) Lill. 


Courthope and Mr. Bridge- 
man. 


| few words on this Motion. [Laughter.] 
‘Some hon. Members appeared to treat 


the Bill in a jesting manner. [An 
Hon. MEMBER: You are doing that.| 
On the contrary he regarded the Bill as 


a very serious one, and if hon. Members 


were aware of the way in which it affected 
every officer and man in the Army, the 
Yeomanry, and the Volunteers, they 
would think so too. {Laughter.| Some 
hon Members seemed to spend more time 
in the refreshment room than in the 
House. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: The noble Lord 
is not entitled to make observations of 
that kind. He must confine himself to 
the Motion before the House. 


Viscount TURNOUR said he intended 
no reflection upon hon. Members by using 
the words ‘refreshment rooms,” and if 
the Chairman would allow him he would 
substitute the words “smoking room.” 
All he meant to say was that this Bill 
was not a jesting matter. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The noble Lord 
must confine his observations to the 
Motion. 


Viscount TURNOUR said that one 
of the reasons why he supported the 
Motion was that this being a very im- 
portant Bill affecting the whole of the 
British Army, it should not be discussed 
at that hour of the morning. He hoped, 
having regard to the fact that the House 
had got through a good deal of business, 
and that the right hon. Gentleman had 
seven pages of Amendments to the Bill, 
which had only recently been circulated, 
the Government would reconsider their 
decision, and allow the Bill to be discussed 
at a more reasonable hour. 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD pointed out 


‘that whilst the Secretary of State for 


War was not responsible for the con- 


/ venience of Members of the House he 
| was responsible for the discipline of the 


Army. When a Minister in the position 
of the right hon. Gentleman got up and 
said he was consulting the convenience 
of the House of Commons, and not the 
discipline of the Army, that w.s a very 


2L 
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strong statement to make. The Com-{ granted, there was something more to 
mittee were entitled on a Bill of this| consider, and that was the life and 
kind, which in many respects was liberty of the Army. Having regard 
practically a new measure, and the| to the circumstances he thought it 
private soldiers of the country were! would be reasonable on the part of the 
entitled, to more than the single sentence | Government to accept the Motion and 
with which the right hon. Gentleman had | make arrangements to deal with the 
dismissed them. | Committee stage of the Bill at a more 
reasonable hour. 

Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, | 
N.R., Thirsk) supported the Motion to| Mr. ASHLEY (Lincashire, B'ackpool) 
report progress, because in his opinion | reminded the right hon. Gentleman that 
it was a serious thing for the Committce very far reaching changes were proposed 
to be asked to embark on the discussion | jn the Bill. For the first time in military 
of so important a Bill at that hour in the | history power was given to try a soldier 
morning. It was perfectly obvious that’ by Court-martial, or by his commanding 
if the Government had not chosen to officer, for any loss sustained by negli- 
take the discussion on the Consolidated gence or some error on his part. On 
Fund Bill the discussion on this Bill active service he was to be confined for 
would have been very far advanced by aggravated drunkenness. To discuss such 
then, if not almost finished. The action important points at half-past two inthe 
of the Government in proposing to take morning was not treating his Majesty’s 
the Bill at a time when the Committee, Army in the way in which it ought to 
if not jaded, was in no humour to deal he treated by the House of Commons. 
with a large amount of new mattez, , 
such as was contained in this Bill, P ae 7 
showed that they were treating neither Mr. CLAUDE HAY 
the House, the Bill, nor the Army 
seriously. Had the Bill come up in the 
old hardy annual shape, there might have 
been some excuse for the course the 
Government had adopted, but that was 
not the case. The Bill contained a con- 
siderable amount of new matter, and it 
was absurd that the Committee should | 
be asked to go into all the details of 
the complex Amendments to the Bill. 


(Soorediich, 
Hoxton) said the Secretary of Stat» for 
War had not given them an opportunity 
of studying the Memorandum, which 
was absolutely necessary to a proper 

' understanding of the Bill in Committee. 
If the discussion was to be properly 
conducted, Members should be thoroughly 
cognisant of all the intricate matters 
raised by the various clauses of the 
Bill. Might he remind the right hon. 
Gentleman also that something sinister 
occurred in connection with this famous 
Memorandum, which, he thought, reached 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said | 
that last year when this Bill was unde: hon Members about four o'clock that 
discussion the right hon. Gentleman afternoon? It reached the Vote Office 
— " the —- to . = 4 some days ago, and he would like to 
chance, as he was newly in office. OR ails tls Tet ee eee 
Bill was criticised, and the right hon. | a a 


Gentleman met the criticisms very well, | P ; 
and gave a good many pledges as to. “*!HE CHAIRMAN said that had 


what he would do this year. A large. nothing to do with the Motion before 
number of those pledges had been the House. 

redeemed, and, as a result, a number of 

Amendments were made in this Bill. Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he was trying 
But it was important that the Bill to show that the right hon. Gentleman, 
should be considered, because there | who alleged that he had consulted the 
were more matters to discuss than had convenience of the House by taking the 
appeared in the Army (Annual) Bill) Committee stage that night, had not 
for twenty years. Was it right, under consulted their convenience, because the 
these circumstances, that it should be!) document necessary to the proper dis- 
discussed so early in the morning? Even cussion of the Bill in Committee had 
taking the convenience to Members for not been circulated. 


Sir A. Acland-Hood. 
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*ToeE CHAIRMAN: What was done 
with the Memorandum in the Vote Office 
has nothing to do with the Motion before 
the House. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he was trying 
to show that the allegation of the right 
hon. Gentleman that he had consulted 
the convenience of the House was not 
borne out by his action, because it 
was necessary, if the convenience of 
the House was to be consulted, that 
the Paper to which he _ referred 
should have been earlier in the hands; 
of hon. Members. Was it not a 
fact that in connection with the dis- 
cussions in Committee a certain Memo- 
randum had been practically suppressed ! 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I have ruled that 
out of order. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he would 
go on to another point in connection 
with the matter. The right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean had raised a point of the highest 
importance when the Bill was before the 
House on Monday last, and the Secretary 


for War had promised that it should | 


be looked into. But in the document 
before the Committee there was nothing 
to show that he had looked into the 
question or to indicate what solution 
he offered on the point raised by the 


right hon. Baronet. He complained 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
come down to the House at that 


time of the morning, pretending that 
the House, by going into Committee, 
would be able to do its duty by the armed 
forces of the Crown. He trusted, there- 
fore, that the right hon. Gentleman would 
reconsider his decision. If he persisted 
in proceeding, he was afraid that they 
would have a very long sitting. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness) said they were not 
accustomed to discourtesy from the 
Minister for War; and he was extremely 


sorry that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should have adopted such a 
tone towards the Committee in the 
half-dozen words which he had ad- 


dressed to them. He had always 
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as one of the most courteous Members 
of the Government, and he made his 
humble protest against the tone which 
he had adopted towards them, because 
they held that they had been extremely 
badly treated by the Government. They 
had just closured a measure which gave 
private Members an opportunity of 
raising important subjects. 


*Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is not allowed to reflect on the 
action of the House in applying the 
closure. It is quite out of order. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON said it 
was a great hardship that they should 
be asked, at nearly a quarter to 
three o’clock in the morning, to discuss 
this important Measure, which other 
Members had shown to be a genuinely 
important Bill containing a lot of new 
matter. Had the Government acted ac- 
cording to their promise they would have 
got the measure by that time, and 
it would not have been necessary 
to continue that discussion until break. 
fast time. He was afraid that the 
War Minister had been taking the 
advice of the Patronage Secretary, who 
liked bullying the House on_ these 
occasions. [Cries of “Order,” and 


“ Withdraw.”’] 





*Mr. CHAIRMAN : That is an offensive 


word to use. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON said he 
would withdraw the word “ bullying ” 
and substitute the word “ worrying.” 
The Patronage Secretary once told 
them that they were obliged to sit 
because he had pledged himself to 
the Prime Minister that a _ certain 
measure should be got through. Was 
he pledged to the Prime Minister once 
more to get the Army Annual Bill 
through Committee, and were they 
to wait until the right hon. Gentleman 
arrived at nine o’clock in the morning, 
as he did on a former occasion after an 
all night sitting ? 


Viscounr HELMSLEY asked if the 
Patronage Secretary was going to give 





looked upon the right hon. Gentleman 


them any reason why he refused 
to allow them to report progress. [An 


2L2 
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Hon MemBer : 
ing time.] Thit 
hour at which to diseuss new 
matters. They intended to discuss this 
Bill as fully as possible in order that. 
the quantity of discussion might make | 
up for its lack of quality. 
thought the Patronage Secretary was | 
exercising his powers “of worrying the | 
House to a considerable extent when | 
he refused to explain why it was necessary 
to force that Bill through in that way. Al- 
ready that evening an important measure 
had been forced through by the closure. 


Army 


Caprain CRAIG said that as the Gov- 


ernment did not appear to recognise the | 


desirability of reporting progress it had 
become his painful duty to add to the very 
cogent arguments which had already been 
set forth as to why they should report 
progress. From eleven to two o'clock 
they had been discussing a very important 
measure, and it was not possible at that 


late hour to give the Army (Annual) 
Bill that careful attention and 


critical analysis which a Bill of such im- 
portance demanded. He had not had 
time properly to study the Bill him- 
self or the important 
issued with it. 
no reason why the Bill should be forced | 
through that night. He appealed to the | 
Minister in charge of the Bill and the, 
Patronage Secretary to consider 
whether, after last year’s experience, it | 
would be wise in the interests of the Army | 
and of the House to force the Bill through | 
at a time when it was not possible to) 
subject it to proper scrutiny and 
critici m. The Procedure Rules and the | 
Consolidated Fund Bill had been dealt 
with at that sitting, and surely that was 
a good day’s work. 


Mr. COURTHOPE said they were 
being asked to make radical changes 


in the form of the Army (Annual) Act. | 
They were changing the specified times 
when the Act should come into force in 
the British Colonies, and that was a/| 


matter which could not be properly | 
discussed at that hour of the morning. | 
Then there was an entirely different type | 


of punishment being established, which 
was quite new, and, in the interests of | 
justice to the soldier, they ought to have | 
a full opportunity of disenssing it. 


Viscount Helmsley. 


{COMMONS} 


Because you are wast- | 
was not a | hon. 


| of soliders. 


Memorandum | 
There was absolutely | 





(Annuul) Bill, 1012 


Sir F. BANBURY hoped the right 
Gentleman would consider the 
course he was going to take. He had intro- 
duced a new scheme, and the alterations 
proposed by the Bill were caused by that 
scheme. Hon. Members on that side of the 


He really | | House had received the scheme in a patri- 


otic way, and they were anxious to give it 
every consideration. The Army (Annual) 
Bill did not need to be passed before the 
30th of April, and he appealed to the right 
hon. Gentleman to give a reasonable time 
for its consideration. There was a pro- 
posal in the Bill in regard to the billeting 
That was a matter which 
would involve a certain burden on the 
rates. 


The hon. Member 
That is not in 


*THoe CHAIRMAN : 
is discussing the Bill. 
order on this Motion. I think I must 
also remind the hon. Gentleman of the 
Standing Order in regard to repetition. 


Str F. BANBURY said he did not 
wish either to discuss the Bill or to repeat 
himself. With all deference he submitted 
that he had not repeated himself. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Let me remind 
the hon. Baronet that the Standing 
Order also refers to the repetition of 
what has been said by other people. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) pointed 
| out that the hon. Gentleman was not in the 
House when others were making their 
speeches. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that owing 
to the lateness of the hour he was not 
in the House. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: That has not the 
least connection with the matter. The 
ion. Member is much more likely to 
be guilty of repetition if he was not in 
the House. 


Srr F. BANBURY said it was not 
through any fault of his that he was absent. 
The right hon. Gentleman would be 
well advised to take the management 
of the business of the House into his 
own hand, as had always been done by 
the senior Cabinet Minister present. 
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Mr. LANE-FOX strongly supported 
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Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, and 


the Motion to report progress, on the, claimed to move, “ That the Question 


ground that hon. Members had _ not 


had time to consider the details of the 


Memoranda which the Secretary of State 
for War had placed in their hands that 
Bill. 
not an hour when they could, with any 
prospect of credit to themselves, con- 


afternoon and the 


tinue the discussion. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Perey 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charies P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork. 8.) 
Barry,Redmond J(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 
Beaucbamp, E. 
Bellairs, Carlyon 
Jenn, W.(T w rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 
Boland, John 
Bowerman, C. W. 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Buchanan, Taomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Chanee, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard 
Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, William 
(lynes, J. R. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J(S.Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. 
Corbett, CH(Sussex,E Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cory, Clifford John 
Cowan, W. H. 
Vox, Harold 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 
Crosfield, A. H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol,S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh,S.) 
Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin(Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 





Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 





now put.” 


That was 


Noes, 55. 


AYES. 


Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Danicl Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E(D -rbyshire,N.E. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. FE. 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henry, Charles 8. 
Herbert,Colone! Ivor(Mon.,S.) 
Higham, Jobn Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hozan, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnorvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearlev, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

King Alfred John(Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, Gecrge 
Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever,A Levy( Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Lupton, Arnold 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 
Mae Veigh,Chairles( Donegal, E.) 





be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 196, 
(Division List No. 51.) 


M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil pay 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morse, L. Tu. 

Murphy, John 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (T'peraryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs, Leek) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power. Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Priestley, W. E. B. (Bradford) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

tea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H(Ashtonunder Lyne) 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, 8S. 
Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 





M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


Summerbell, T, 
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Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, JohnTudor 


Arkwright, John'Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Campbel!, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos, H.A. E. 
Corbett T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


Question put accordingly, “ That the 
report progress ; 


Chairman do 
ask leave to sit again.” 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cave, George 


Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W | 


Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring, Godfre ;{(Isle of Wight 
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| Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 


Wardle, George J. 
Waring, Walter 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 


| Waterlow, D.S. 

| Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

| White, George (Norfolk) 

| White Luke (York, E. R.) 

| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
} Whitehead, Rowland 


NOES. 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S. 


Craig, Captain Jas. (Down, E.) 
| Cross, Alexander | 


Dalrymple, Viscount 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 


| Haddock, George R. 


| Hamilton, Marquess of 


Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’d 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.( BuryS. Edm’ds 


' Hills, J. W. 


Hunt, Rowland 

Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 


| Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
, Morpeth, Viscount 


and | Noes, 195. 


AYES. 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Craig, Captain James (Down,E 
Cross, Alexander 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Fell, Arthur 
Finch, Rt, Hon. George H. 


| Forster, Henry William 
| Haddock, George R. 


Hamilton, Marquess of 


| Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Hemsley, Viscount 


Hervey, F.W.F(BuryS.Edm’ds) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Mason, Jamas F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 


NOES. 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 


Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Parry, E. (Cork, S. 
Barry,Redmond J (Tyrone, N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 
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White, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 
Pease. 





| 


Nicholson, Wm.G. (Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Rawlinson, John FrederickPee] 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesal] 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheffield.Sir BerkeleyGeorge D, 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond,{Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R 


Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia, 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 54: 


(Division List No. 52.) 


' Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheffield, Sir BerkeleyGeorge D 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Starkey, John R. 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 
| Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
| Younger, George 
| TELLERS FoR THE AyEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Bellairs, Carlyon { 
| Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets, S.Geo 
Bennett, E. N. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 
Boland, John 
Bowerman, C. W. 
| Bramsdon,T. A. 
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Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 

Burns, Rt. Hn. John 

Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

(Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, Sir Wm. J. (S. Pancras 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C.H.SussexE. Grinst’d. 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 
Cox, Harold 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield,A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne,MajorE. Martin Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Glover, Thomas 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W. KE. (Derbyshire, N. E. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
Hemmerde, Edward George 


ry 


Question put, “ That the 
part of the Bill.” 


Acland, Francis Dyke 

Ainsworth, John Stirling | 
Alden, Percy | 
Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
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Henry, Charles S. Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon.,S. | Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E. 
Higham, John Sharp Radford, G. H. 

Hobart, Sir Robert Raphael, Herbert H. 


Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richar 's, T. F. (Wolver’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


Hogan, Michael 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Jardine, Sir J. 

| Johnson, John (G teshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvon-sh. 
Jowett, F. W. 
Kearley, Hudson FE. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 


Kilbride, Denis Rose, Charles Day 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) | Rowland, J. 
Laidlaw, Robert ; Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A. H. (Ashton under Lyne) 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, S. 
Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh, 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. , 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D.S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 


Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W. 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A.Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montague, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

O’ Brien, Kendall(Tipperry Mid. | White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | Whitehead, Rowland 

O’ Dowd, John Whitley, J hn Henr (Halifax) 
O’Grady, J. Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarthen 
O’Shee, James John Wills, Arthur Walters 

Parker, James (Halifax) Wilson, P. W. (St. Pane as, 8S.) 
Partington, Oswald Winfrey, R. 

Paul, Herbert 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) | Pprrers ¢ Nors—Mr. 
Fearn, WIEN Gali) | ee ee 
Pirie, Duncan V. Pease, 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 








clause stand; The Committee divided :—Ayes, 190; 
| Noes, 53. (Division List No. 53.) 


AYES. 


Armstrong, W. C. Heaton | Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst | 


Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N. 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Bellairs, Carlyon 
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Benn, W.(‘T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Benn>tt, E. N. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R 

Clarks, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWmJ.(S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C. H.(SussexEGrinst’d) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Ccosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol,S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Duncan,C. (Barrow-in-Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin(Walsal] 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank, (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R W. 
Everett, E. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R 

Ffrench, Peter 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 


Army 


Harvey,W.E. (Derbyshire, N.E. | 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beckett, Hon.Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
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Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon. 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R (. 

Lover, A.Lovy (Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah(Down,S.) 
MacVeigh Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montague, E. S. 


| Morse, L. L. 
| Murphy, John 


Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, W. H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


NOES. — 


Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
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Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C.E (Edinburgh, Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford,E) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Roa, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverhamp’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Chas. H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robinson, S. 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H(Ashton-under-Lyne) 
Seely, Major J.B 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim, S.) 
Stanley, Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

‘Laylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radelitie) 
Tanomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, Ja ‘nes 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, $.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. LL. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim, *. 
Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 















102. 


Fors' 
Had 
Ham 
Harc 
Hay, 
Heln 
Herv 
Hun’ 
Lane 
Lons: 





Cl 


M 
Ame 
shou 
day | 
He 
prop 
mitt 
vious 
right 
Trea: 
to he 
woul 
with 
the 
when 
ende: 
Com: 
thou; 
of te! 
easies 
the | 
April 
Why 
come 
and it 
not ¢ 
The 
spend 
telegr 
distar 
caleul 
effect. 
to ca 
peale | 
suppo 
could 
they 
favoul 





Am 


“Th 
word ‘ 
insert { 
(Mr. C; 


Que 
propos 
Clause 














1021 Army 


Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashford 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F(BuryS. Edin’ds 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Nield, Herbert 





Clause 2. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY moved an 
Amendment to provide that the Act 
should come into force on the same 
day in all parts of the British Empire. 
He said he had authority for that 
proposal because it was moved in Com- 
mittee of the Army (Annual) Billin a pre- 
vious vear, and was supported by every 
right hon. Member now sitting on the 
Treasury Bench. He would be interested 
to hear how right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
would reconcile their present opposition 
with the support they accorded to 
the proposal on a former occasion 
when they sat up all night in their 
endeavour to force it through. If the 
Committee gave the matter a single 
thought they would see that in these days 
of telegraphs and telephones it was the 
easiest thing in the world to enact that 
the Act should come into force on 
April 30 in all parts of the Empire. 
Why they should say that it should 
come into force in Europe and Malta 
and in the West Indies and America and 
not elsewhere he could not conceive. 
The Government did not scruple to 
spend the money of the nation in 
telegraphing speeches of Members to 
distant parts, especially when they were 
calculated to have a highly mischievous 
effect. But in this case they had only 
to cable a single code word. He ap- 
peile | ith confidence to all Ministers to 
support the Amenimen‘, because they 
could hardly go against the votes which 
they had previously recorded in_ its 
favour. 


Amendment proposed 


“Tn page 2, line 36, to leave out from the 
word ‘the,’ to the word ‘ one,’ in line 37, and 
insert the words ‘ thirtieth day of April.’ ’’— 
(Hr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 
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Mason, Janes F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Sheffield, SirBerkeleyGeorge D. 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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Turnour, Viscount 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E. R. 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 


Mr. Hills and Mr. Watson 
Rutherford. 


Mr. HALDANE said the proposition 
was that the Bill should be sent all 
through the Empire, at any rate to a 
place like the West Indies, as he read 


the Amendment, by April 30. The 
Bill would not become law until a 
short time before April 30; it had 


to pass through the other House and 
receive the Royal Assent. What was the 
consequence ? The hon. Member had 
spoken of sending out word that the Bill 
had passed. But they had to send out 
the whole text of the Bill, otherwise the 
unhappy troops would not know under 
what law they were. And the reason of 
the different dates in the Bill was to 
allow of copies of the Act being circulated. 


Viscount TURNOUR said the Amend- 
ment was one of those which, if carried out, 
would do a great deal to simplify the 
law as regarded the Army. The law was 
very difficult for soldiers and civilians to 
understand. The Amendment dealt with 
one of those reforms which doubtless 
were small and therefore did not catch 
votes at elections, and it was for that 
reason they were left alone by successive 
War Ministers. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said it would not be possible to 
cable the Bill throughout the Empire by 
April 30, but he thought it would 
meet the views of hon. Gentlemen on that 
side of the House if the right hon. Gentle- 
man would give them an assurance that 
a uniform date would be settled for the 
Bill to come into operation throughout 
the whole of the Empire. As it was at 
present, the Bill would come into opera- 
tion in different places at different times 
—a circumstance which must lead to 
serious inconvenience. Another point 
was that if on a later clause a 
highly desirable Amendment was made, 
the dates put in the Bill would make 
it impossible for the reform to come into 
operation until the 31st July. It seemed 
to him that it would be much better, and 
much less likely to lead to trouble, 
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inconvenience, and expense of cabling, if 
the Bill came into operation on the same 
day throughout the Empire. The 
right hon. Gentleman himself in 
the late Parliament voted for the 
alteration proposed; at any rate, 
some responsible members of His 
Majesty’s Government had voted for 
it; and he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman should have given them 
some much better reasons for refus- 
ing now to consider a principle which 
his own Party had voted for such a com- 
paratively short time ago. The reform 
which his hon. friend proposed was not 
wide and sweeping ;_ it simplified the law 
as regarded the Army, and that was an ex- 
ceedingly desirable reform. Even if he 
could not accept this Amendment, it was 
to be hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would see his way to propose an Amend- 
ment of his own which would bring the 
Act into force on the same day throughout 
the Empire. 


Army 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
there were no less than three dates 
for the Bill’s coming into operation in 
different parts of the Empire. In the 
United Kingdom it would come into 
operation on the 30th April; in Malta 
and the West Indies on the 31st July ; 
and elsewhere on the 31st December. 
If on the 31st July certain troops were on 
voyage between Liverpool and the West 
Indies, it was obvious that they would be 
“elsewhere.” They would not be in the 
United Kingdom, they would not be 
in the Channel Islands, and they would 
not have arrived at the West Indies; 
therefore they were “elsewhere.” 
Under those circumstances, those par- 
ticular troops would not have the law ap- 
plicable to them until the 31st December. 
And the effect would be that when they 
got to the West Indies they would find 
that the other troops already there 
would have had the new law in opera- 
tion on the 31st July, but that they, by 
reason of their having been “ elsewhere,” 
would not get the benefit of the new law 
until the 31st December—six months 
later. He appealed to the right hon. 
Gentleman to accept the Amendment. He 
thought it would be rather unreasonable 
to expect that the Bill should be 
telegraphed to all parts of the Empire 
by the 3lst of April. But the right hon. 


Viscount Turnour. 


{COMMONS} 








(Annual) Bill. 1024 


Gentleman might compromise the matte! 
by making the date the 3ist July for all 
the Empire. By that date it might be 
possible to send a copy of the Act to 
the forces all over His  Majesty’s 
dominions, including even the Channel 
Islands and “elsewhere,” and so bring 
the Act into operation on one and the 
same date. 


Captain CRAIG said the Secretary of 
State did not deny that such an Amend- 
ment was desirable, but what he said 
was that it was impracticable. That 
did not appear to have occurred to the 
right hon. Gentleman two years ago 
when he voted for a similar Amendment. 
It was most important that the date on 
which the Army (Annual) Act came 
in force should be the same all over 
the Empire. Some very grave questions 
of military law might arise in consequence 
of the Amendments which had _ been 
made in the Act if it did not come into 
force in all the parts of the Empire at 
the same time. 


Masor COATES (Lewisham) said 
that one reason given by the Secre- 
tary of State for War why the 
Amendment could not be accepted 
was that it was impossible for 
the Bill to reach the various Colonies 
at the same time. So far as subsection 
(b) was concerned the Act was in force 
up to the 3lst July, 1907, and surely 
that left them plenty of time to get a 
copy of the Act in Malta, the West 
Indies, and America. 


Mr. COURTHOPE said that in the Bill 
subsection (a) classified the United King 
dom, the Channel Islands, and the Isle of 
Man together, and in those placesthe Army 
Annual Act expired on the 30th April. 
In the Colonies it did not expire until the 
3lst July. He could show that for 
certain purposes the Channel Islands 
and the Isle of Man were deemed to be 
Colonies, and—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That question 
does not arise under this Amendment. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL (Dublin 
University) said that surely, in con- 
sidering whether the clause should be 
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amended or not, it was in order to point | 


out that there was a glaring inaccuracy. 


THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber for Rye has a new clause raising the 
point, and when we reach that it will be 
the right time to raise this point. 


Mr. COURTHOPE said it would be 
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Mr. 
| Albans) 


(Anuual) Bill. 
CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 


conditions under 
‘which soldiers served should be 
uniform. If the Amendment was not 
adopted the conditions would be very 
| diverse, and that would not conduce to 
‘the efficiency of the Army. The soldiers 
should be allowed to have like privileges 
on the same day. 


said the 


a matter of convenience that the Act for | 


all purposes should come into operation 


on the same day in all parts of the. 


Empire. 


Viscount HELMSLEY asked for an 


expression of opinion as to whether it | 
was not really desirable that the Bill 


should come into operation in every part 
of the Empire on the same day. None 
of the objections which had hitherto 
been raised against that proposal 
had much validity. 
unsuitable on account of telegraphic 
limitations another day might be found 
which would be perfectly suitable for 
all parts of the Empire. He did not 
think there was much in the argu- 
ment that it was impossible to telegraph 
the Bill to the Colonies. There had been 
many instances of the reckless way in 
which the Government had telegraphed 
more or less useless information, and 
if they wanted to make economies in 
telegraphic charges he would suggest 
that it might be done by a readjustment | 
of the matter which they thought it) 
necessary to transmit. | 


1 
{ 


| 
Viscount TURNOUR appealed to! 
the Secretary of State for War to) 
answer the arguments which hadi 


If one day was, 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Hear, hear! We 
will make it the first of April. 


Mr. CARLILE said that even at the 
risk of appearing to differ from some of 
the alleged improvements to which the 
right hon. Gentleman attached so much 
importance, they thought that soldiers 
in every part of the Empire should have 
the same privileges. The right hon. 
Gentleman proposed to bring the propo:ed 
alterations, many of them of a most 
serious character, into operation on a 


_series of dates—in some cases three 
_months hence, and in others nine months. 


It was a most important matter, 
and he and his friends would certainly 
go into the Division lobby in support 
of the reasonable proposal of his hon. 
friend. They were determined that 
this matter should be thoroughly dis- 
cussed. They did not consider the 
labour or the personal inconvenience 
to which they would be submitted; in 
fact they rather liked it. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 
Gentleman was not in order in the line 


of argument he was pursuing. 


Mr. CARLILE said he thanked the 





been addressed to him. He did not/| Chairman very much for his guidance ; 
think the right hon. Gentleman had) but he appealed to the Chairman to 
quite realised how valuable the penny | protect him from the interruptions of 
post might be to the War Office. If| hon. Members opposite. [Cries of 
a uniform date had been selected there |“ Divide.”] The same consideration as 
would have been no need to cable | to treatment ought to be given to our 
the matter at all; the penny post Soldiers all over the Empire. 

could have been used. He had preferred | 

the old and more cumbersome method.; Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 
That was thoroughly in accordance with | desired to join in the appeal to the right 
the traditions of the War Office and the | hon. Gentleman to reply to the argu- 
profession which the right hon. Gentle- | ments which had been addressed to him. 
man adorned. He believed there was no | The debate began with a very courteous 
other statute passed in recent years whic) | intimation from the right hon. Gentleman 
came into operation on different dates that hon. Members had come under the 
in different portions of the Empire. sinister influence of the Chief Whip ! 
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*THE CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 
Member was entirely irrelevant in his 
remarks, and he hoped that he would 
refrain from a repetition of those im- 
putations. 


Army 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said he only 
wished to repeat the appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman that he would answer the 
arguments addressed to him; _ other- 
wise the Committee proceedings would 
be reduced to a mere farce. They 
were perfectly entitled to hear from the 
right hon. Gentleman some explanation 


{COMMONS} 
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he must withdraw the expression about 
the sinister influence of the Chief Whip. 


Mr. L. L. CORBETT said that he 
withdrew the remark, but he must insist 
that he and his friends had been subjected 
to interruptions from below the gangway, 


Mr. HALDANE rose in his _ place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 


be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question he 


of—— 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 


Gentleman was entirely out of order, and 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone, N. 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Benn, W.( Tower H’mlets,S.Geo 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bowerman, (. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J.(S.Pancras,W | 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness) 





now put.” 





Noes, 49. 


AYES. 


| Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
| Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 


Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herbert John 


| Glover, Thomas 


' Goddard, Daniel Ford 





Gooch, George Peabody 


| Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 


Gulland, John W. 

Haldane, Rt.:Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.( Derbyshire, N.E. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hemmerde, Edward George 


| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Henry, Charles S. 


Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnavonshire | 
Jowett, F. W. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) | 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal,,W.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 183; 
(Division List No. 54.) 


Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. ®. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, §, 
MacVeigh, Charles( Donegal,E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Grady. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 


| Pirie, Dunean V. 


Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C.E.(Edinburgh,Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 


| Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
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Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, 8. 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H. (Ashton-und.-Lyne 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S. ) 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh.) 


Acland-Hood,RtHn.Sir Alex.F | 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Balearres, Lord 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 


Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bridgeman W. Clive 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hiidred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Corbett, I’. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 


Question put accordingly, ‘ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part | Noes, 49. 


of the Clause.” 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen,A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Benn, W.(T’ w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. | 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bowerman, C. W. 
Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
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Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John ‘Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 


Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) | 


Waterlow, D. S. 


NOES. 


Craig,Captain James( Down, E. 


' Cross, Alexander 


Dalrymple, Viscount 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 


, Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 


| Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 


Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 


} 


AYES. 


Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 


Cowan, W. H. 


Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 


| Crosfield, A. H. 


Dalziel, James Henry 


| Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 


Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin(Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards Frank (Radnor) 


| Elibank, Master of 








| Essex, R. W. 
Everett, R. Lacey 
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Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 


‘TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J.§A. 
Pease. 


Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesal!) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Meysey-Thompson and Sir 
William Bull. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 183 ; 
(Division List No. 58.) 


| Fenwick, Charles 


Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.( Derbyshire, N. E. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor(Mon.,S. ) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 








1031 Army 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) | 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) | 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever,A Levy(Essex,Harwich) | 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah(Down, §.) | 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) | 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 
Cavendish,Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, and 
“That the Question 


claimed to move 





| Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
| Pearson, W. H. M. (Suffolk, Eye) | 


, Pollard, Dr. 


| Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
| Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
| Scott,A.H.(Ashton underLyne) 


| Shackleton, David James 
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Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid | 
| Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Ches,) 
| Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 

| Summerbell, T. 


| 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 


Pirie, Duncan V. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) | 


Priestley, W.E.B.(Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 


Robinson, S. 

Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 

Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Seely, Major J. B. 


Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, aad 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 





NOES. 


Craig,Charles{Curtis(Antrim,S.) | 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 


| Cross, Alexander 


Dalrymple, Viscount 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 


| Hamilton, Marquess of 


Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Helmsley, Viscount 


Hervey, F. W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 


| Hills, J. W. 


Hunt, Rowland 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 











Morpeth, Viscount 


| Nicholson, Wm.G., (Petersfield) 





‘That the Clause stand part of the Bill’ | be now put.” 


be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 


Acland, Francis Dyke © 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 





! Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 


182; Noes, 49. 


AYES. 


Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 








Question put, 
‘That the Clause stand part of the Bill’ 
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| Sileock, Thomas Ball 


Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S,) 


Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

| Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. ~ 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 


Williams, Llewelyn (Carm’rth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts,S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Livervool) 
Sheffield,Sir Berkeley GeorgeD. 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E. R.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Viscount Turnour and Mr. 
Claude Hay. 


“That the Question 


(Division List No. 56.) 


Baring,Godfrey (Isle of W ight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 
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Bai 
Bai 
Ba 
Be: 
Bee 
Bet 
Bet 
Bo 
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Bue 
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Bur 
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Cart 
Chat 
Cher 
Clar 
Clou 
Clyn 
Colli 
Colli 
Coo} 
Corb 
Corn 
Cory 
Cow 
Craig 
Creat 
Crosf 
Dalzi 
Davi 
Davi 
Dunc 
Dunr 
Dunn 
Edwa 
Edwa 
Eliba 
Essex 
Evere 
Fenw 
Feren 
Ffren: 
Fienn 
Fuller 
Fuller 
Gill, 4 
Gladst 
Glove 
Godda 
Gooch 
Green’ 
Gullan 
Halda 





Acland 
Arkwri 
Ashley 
Baleart 
Banbur 
Becket 
Bignolc 
Bridger 
Bull, Si 
Campbe 
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Campbell,fRt.sHon. J. H. M. 
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| Hall, Frederick 
| Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E. (Derbyshire, N.E 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Hon.,S. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hogan, Michael 
Howard, Hon. Goeffrey 
Hudson, Walter 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever, A.Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
, Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
| Maclean, Donald 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 
M’Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M’Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
| Meehan, Patrick A. 
| Menzies, Walter 
| Mond, A. 
| Montagu, E. 8S. 
Morse, L. L. 
Murphy, John 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’Grady, J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partingdon, Oswald 
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Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 
Beale, W. P. 
Beauhamp, E. 
Benn, W.(T’w’r’ H’mlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 
Bowerman, C. W. 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard 
Clough, William 
(Clynes, J. R. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett.C.H. (Sussex,E.Gr’st’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cory, Clifford John 
Cowan, W. H. 
(Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 
Crosfield, A. H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of. 
Essex, R. W. 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens, T. R. 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 
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Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) ‘ 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pollard, Dr. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H. 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
| Richards,T. F. (Wolverh’mpt’e 
Richardson, A. 
| Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, S. 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John. G. 
Silcozk, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, S. 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. ) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 
Walsh, Stephen 
Walters, John Tudor 
Wardle, George J. 
Waring, Walter 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orknzy) 
Waterlow, D. S. 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whiteley,John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
gWhiteley and Mr J. A. 
Pease. 





Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B.| Paul, Herbert 


NOES. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Cave, George 
Cavendish,Rt. Hon. VictorC. W. | 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
| Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
| Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) | 
| Cross, Alexander 
| Dalrymple, Viscount 


Acland-Hood, Rt. Hn.SirAlex.F. , 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James ' 





Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey,F. W.F(BuryS.Edmd’ g 
Hills, J. W. 
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Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm.G. (Petersfie Md) | 
Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 


Army 


Question put accordingly. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen,A Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring, Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) | 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. | 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C. H (Sussex, E.Grinst ’d | 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) | 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness | 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E.Martin(Walsall | 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 











{COMMONS} 


Roberts,S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | 
Sheffield, Sir BerkeleyGeorge D. 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List No. 


Noes. 48. 


AYES. 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) | 
Gulland, John W. 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W. E.( Derbyshire, N. E. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor(Mon.,S. ) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hogan, Michael 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 


| Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 


Lehmann, R. C. 

| Lever,A Levy(Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
Mac Veigh,Charles( Donegal, E. ) 


| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


M’Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M’Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 


' Montagu, E. S. 
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| Williams, Col, R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 


| Younger, George 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Viscount Castlereagh and 
| Mr. Harmood-Banner. 


—Avyes, 183; 
57.) 


Morse, L. L. 
Murphy, John 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’ Dowd, John 
| 0’ Grady, J. 
| O’Shee, James John 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
| Partington, Oswald 
Paul, Herbert 
| Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
| Pollard, Dr. 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price,C. E.(Edinburgh,Central) 
| Priestley, W.F.B.( Bradford, E. 
| Radford, G. EB. 
| Raphael, Herbert H. 
| Rea, Walter Russell(Scarboro’ 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mptn 
Richardson, A. 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
| Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
| Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, 8. 
Rose, Charles Day 
| Rowlands, J. 
| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
| Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Seely, Major J. B. 
| Shackleton, David James - 
| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silecock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S. 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph(C hesh.) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, 'T. 
| Sutherland, J. E. 
| Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 
| Toulmin, George 
Villiers, Amherst 
| Wadsworth, J. 
Walsh, Stephen 
Walters, John Tudor 
| Wardle, George J. 
| Waring, Walter 
| Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
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Waterlow, D. S. 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) | Wilson, P. W. 
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Whitehead, Rowland 
Whiteley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarthen 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
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Winfrey, R. 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 





(St. Pancras, S.) 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlexF. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir Wi liam James 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E, Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish,Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Coates, E.Feetham (Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


Fell, Arthur 


Hills, J. W. 





Clause 3 :— 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
moved the insertion of the words “‘ good 
and sufficient ” to describe the accommo- 
dation to be provided by the Army 
victuallers. The accommodation pro- 
vided might be good, bad or indifferent, 
but according to this Clause, whatever 
the accommodation was it had got to 
be paid for in accordance with the 
prices specified in the Act. The answer 
which had on a former occasion been 
given to the Amendment was that there 
were penalties which could be imposed 
upon a licensed victualler if he failed 
to provide proper accommodation. Par- 
liament ought to take care when pro- 
posing to give more ample payment for 
this provision that the accommodation 
should be good, and—— 


Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the question 
that the Clause stand part of the Bill.” 
[Opposition cries of “‘ Monstrous!” and 
“Gag!”] 


Tue CHAIRMAN : The Question is, 
“That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
speaking seating and covered, raised a 
point of order. He said that his Amend- 
ment had been proposed, and therefore, 
if the Secretary for War were in order 


VOL. CLXXI. [(FourtH Ssrizs.] 


Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George 
Forster, Henry Wil iam 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, .Viscount 

Hervey, F. W.F.(Bury S.Edm’ds 


Hunt, Rowland 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 


Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesal] 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheffield, Sir Berkeley Geo. D. 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
William Nicholson and Mr. 
Walrond. 





in moving the closure at all, it must 
be the closure on the Amendment, 
and not on the clause. He submitted 
that the right hon. Gentleman had no 
right to move such a Motion as that 
which he had proposed. He contended 
that the Question that Clause 3 be added 
to the Bill could not be put under the 
Rules of the House. Under the Standing 
Orders the only point that could be 
put when the closure was accepted was 
the question before the House. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN said that the pro- 
ceedings were regular. No question had 
been put from the Chair when the closure 
was moved. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: I 
had been called on to move my 
Amendment. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: That makes no 
difference. It is in my discretion to 
accept the closure, and the fact that the 
hon. Member had been called upon 
does not affect it at all. [Opposition 
cries of “Gag!”’] 

Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: On 
the point of order, Sir. DoT understand 


that you in your discretion think that 
Clause 3 has been sufficiently debated ¢ 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
cannot put a point of order to me now. 
[Opposition cries of “‘ Why not ?” and 





“ Gag, gag!”’] 
2M 
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Question put, “That the Question 
‘That the Clause stand part of the Bill’ | Noes, 47. 


be now put.” 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy : 
Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beauchamp, E. 

Benn, W.(T’w’rH’mlets,S. Geo.) 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S.Pancr’s, W.) 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,CH(Sussex, E.Grinst’d) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Duncan,C. (Barrow-in-Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJhn. 
Glover, Thomas 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 








{COMMONS} 


AYES. 


Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W. E.( Derbyshire, N. E.) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, : ‘ol. [vor (Mon., S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hog n, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy(Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lough, Thomas 


Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah(Down, 8.) 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. §. 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd. John 

O'Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 
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| Paul, Herbeit 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs., Leek) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk,Eye) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pollard, Dr. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, C. E. (Ediab’gh, Central) 
Priestley, W.E. B. ( Bradford,E.) 
Radford, G. H. 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’) 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards,T. F. (Wolverh’mptn) 
Richardson, A. 
Ridsdale, E. A 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, S. 
Rose, Charles Day 


| Rowlands, J. 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne) 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donaid Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F.( Leitrim, S.) 
Stanley,Hn. A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor,Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason,John Cathcart( Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


| Whitehead, Rowland 
| Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
| Williams, Llewelyn(Carm’rth’n) 


Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 


| TELLERS FOR THE Ayes—Mr. 
| Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 181; 
(Division List No. 58.) 
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Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hon, VictorC. W. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S.) 
Craig,Captain James( Down, E.) 


Question put accordingly. 


Viscount HELMSLEY : 


order. Do I understand that it is your | 
ruling that you accept the closure for | 
any of the clauses of the Bill without | 


their being discussed ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The question of | 
accepting the closure is passed, but as! Noes, 47. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Alden, Percy 

Allen,A Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Perey (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) | 
Beauchamn, E. 

Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo.) 
Benn>tt, E. N. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brock!ehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brook», Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chanze, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynos, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J(S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, CH(Sussex,E.Grinst’d) | 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 
NOES. 


Cross, Alexander 

_ Dalrymple, Viscount 
Fell, Arthur 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey,F. W. F( BuryS. Edm’ds) 
Hills, J. W. 
Hunt, Rowland 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Nicholson, Wm. G.( Petersfield) 


Ona point of 


| year. 


| 


AYES. 


Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies,W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Duncan, C.( Barrow-in- Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin(Walsall) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 


| Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 


Elibank, Master of 


| Essex, R. W. 


Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 


| Ferens, T. R. 


Ffrench, Peter 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladston2,Rt. HnHerbert John 
Glover, Thomas 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gooch, George Peabody 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
tulland, John W. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 

Hall, Frederick 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 

Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire, N.E. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 


H2mmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


} Henry, Charles S. 


2M 2 
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Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Eoclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Starkey, John R, 

Talbot, Lord E.(Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon, Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 


Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nores—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Major Coates. 





{a matter of courtesy to the noble Lord 
‘I will frankly explain that I considered 
ithe Amendments were of rather a 
frivolous nature, and that the clause has 
been passed in the same form year after 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 181 ; 
(Division List No. 59.) 


Herbert, Colonel Ivor(Mon.,S8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hogan, Michael 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W: 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis ’ 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert. George 
Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever, A. Levy (Essex,Harwich 
Lavy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S.) 
Mae Veigh,Charles.( Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, R+. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 
Menzies, Walter 
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Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Ki'kenny) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs, Leek) 


Army 


Pearson, W.H. M. (Suffolk, Eve) | 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Priestley, W. E.B.( Bradford, E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’) 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlexF. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Banner, John 8. Harmood 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. VictorC. W. 
Coates, E.Feetham(Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


Clause 4 :— 
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Richards,T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n) 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 

R >binson, 8. 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton-under-Lyne 


| Seely, Major J. B. 
| Shackleton, David James 


Shaw, Rt. Hon. 'T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 
Stanley,Hn. A.Lyulph (Chesh. ) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 


NOES. 


Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 
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Tomkinson, James 
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| Toulmin, George 


Villiers, Ernest Amherst 


| Wadsworth, J. 


Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason,John_ Cathcart (( rkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. : 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth'n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §,) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Seurrah 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Sheffield, SirBerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord F. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEs,—Mr. 
Watson Rutherford and Mr. 
Lonsdale. 


| and ask leave to sit again.”—(Mr. H. 


|W. Forster.) 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the Clause stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. FORSTER moved that progress 
be reported. They had, he said, been 
discussing the Bill for three hours, and 
he could not help thinking that in all 
the circumstances they would, by ad- 
journing, do the best thing to preserve the 
credit of the House, of the Army, of the 
Government, and ofall parties concerned. 
The discussion should be adjourned until 
it could be resumed when their feelings 
were less strong and excited, more 
especially when they were coming to a 
new and controversial clause. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report progress ; 





Mr. HALDANE said that this was an 
absolutely necessary Bill which must 
pass now. It was part of the machinery 
of the Army. The regrettable practice 
had grown up of discussing the Bill at 
length; but the duty of the Minister 
in charge was clear: he must get his 
Bill. Therefore on behalf of the Govern- 
ment he should resist the Motion. 


Viscount HELMSLEY said that the 
Secretary of State for War _ talked 
as if the Bill were a matter of urgency, 
‘whereas it was not necessary to 
pass it before the 30th of April. 
He thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not understand the gravamen of 
the charge the Opposition had to make 
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against the Government and the Pa- | that the discussion should be postponed 
tronage Secretary to the Treasury in and progress reported. 
taking the Consolidated Fund Bill before | 
this Bill. He would say without fear of| Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.) 
contradiction that had this Bill come | supported the motion to report progress 
on immediately after eleven o’clock it | on the ground that the proceedings had 
would have been passed through Com-| been reduced to a farce mainly by the 
mittee by one or two o’clock. The} action of hon. Members opposite. On 
Committee must remember that when the | two or three occasions that night hon. 
Third Reading of the Consolidated Fund | Members opposite had voted in direct 
Bill was taken after closure, many ofthem | opposition to the votes they gave on 
on that side of the House were prevented | similar Amendments two years ago. 
from criticising it. | That was a first-class example of Radical 
| inconsistency. 

*THe CHAIRMAN called the noble | 
Lord to order, stating that he had already | # py CHAIRMAN: What has that got 
ruled that the hon. Member must not | to do with the Motion before the House, 
reflect on the action of the Committee which is that I report progress ? 
in accepting the closure. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said he was 
endeavouring to show that the discussion 
‘should be adjourned because it was 
| impossible that the Bill could be properly 
| debated in view of the action of hon. 
'Gentlemen opposite. He repeated that 
| the proceedings of the Committe2, owing 

*Toe CHAIRMAN : I must again call | to the action of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
the hon. Member to order. | had been reduced to a pure farce. Hon. 

‘Gentlemen opposite would doubtless 

Viscount HELMSLEY said that it was | attempt to throw the blame on his col- 
owing to the Patronage Secretary having | leagues and himself, and say that they 
brought forward the Bill that evening | were prolonging the debate unnecessarily. 
that the House found itself unable to But the excuse was as absurd as it was 
deal with it in a proper manner. The | transparent. Moreover, at an earlier stage 
Committee on the motion of the Secre-| in the proceedings, an hon. Member on 
tary for War accepted the closure—— that side of the House appealed to 

'the Chairman for protection, and was 

*THeE CHAIRMAN. [ again call the | informed that it was not to be expected 
noble Lord to order. He is reflecting | in a long sitting like that that an hon. 
once more on the decision of the Com-| Member should receive a quiet hearing. 
mittee, and he is not entitled to do that. | For himself he regarded the proceedings 
I must request the noble Lord to carry | that night as disgraceful. 
out my ruling. | 


*Viscount HELMSLEY said that he | 
was not reflecting on the action of the 
Committee, but on the conduct of the 
Patronage Secretary to the Treasury in 
bringing forward the Bill. 





| *THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
Viscounr HELMSLEY thought the | is not correctly stating what I said. I 
Chairman had failed to recognise | said that in a long sitting of this kind 
the point he was endeavouring to | there was always a certain amount of 
make. [MrvisTERIAL cries of “Order!” | interruption. I never said that it was 
and “ Name.”’] He was not in the least | impossible for an hon. Member to get a 
reflecting on the decision the Committee | quiet hearing. 
had come to. But he was pointing out 
that the decision having been come to, Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said _ he 
and the Committee being in the mood | apologised for misrepresenting what the 
to closure every clause, it was per-/| Chairman had said. He had only ad- 
fectly impossible to discuss with advan- | duced the remarks of the Chairman as a 
tage the remaining portions of the | reason why the Motion of his hon. friend 
Bill. In these circumstances he thought | should be Zaccepted. He would appeal 
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to hon. Members below him if they had a | 
sense of humour to see the absurdity | 


of the situation. The Government 
Benches vere crammed with Members who 
in each successive division piously and 
dutifully reversed their own votes. He 
should think that under those circum- 
stances, seeing the length of time that 
they had been attempting to discuss 
the Bill and the way in which every 
reasonable attempt on their part to do so 
had been met by a Motion of the right hon. 
Gentleman to gag them—— 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : 


Order, order! 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG apologised and | 


said he was only alluding to the fact that 
the right hon. Gentleman always success- 
fully moved the closure, and he thought 
that he ought now to accede to the re- 
quest of hon. Gentlemen on that side of 
the House and agree to the Motion to 
report progress. He was sure if they 
were allowed then to disperse that on the 
next occasion when the Bill came before 
the Committee, provided it was at a 
reasonable hour of the day, he would have 
little difficulty in getting the remaining 
clauses of the Bill through. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON rose _ to 
continue the discussion, but was received 
with loud cries of ‘* Divide!” 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT wished to endorse 
the complaint which his hon. friend had 
made. He could not hear what was said 
because of the shouts and insults from 
the Nationalist Benches. [Loud cries of 
“ Order!”’] 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
has no right to use the word “ insults.” 
[Loud cries of “ But they are! ”] 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said he would 
withdraw the word on the Chairman’s 
direction, but added that no Parlia- 
mentary word would describe what they 
in that portion of the House had heard. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. STANLEY WILSON said he had 


not the slightest intention of provoking 
any interruption. He was exceedingly dis. 
appointed with the temper of the House, 
and to see that the temper of the War 
Minister grew shorter as the hours rolled 
on. He welcomed the presence of the 
Patronage Secretary and he earnestly 
hoped that the hon. Gentleman and the 
Secretary for War had arrived at the 
decision that they would allow them to 
have a few hours rest. He could not 
understand the hurry to pass this measure, 
Passions had been excited and were rising 
to a great height. Another reason why 
they should adjourn was that the First 
Commissioner of Works had gone home 
to bed and left all the windows open. The 
/rooms of the House were not in a fit state 
|for any hon. Member to occupy, and he 
| was already suffering from a cold in con- 
| sequence of the draughts. He had been 
‘to the dining-room to get some supper 
jand the draught there was so great 
| that it was almost impossible to sit in 
'the room. It might be all very well for 
|hon. Members below the gangway to go 
‘into it, because it might cool their 
‘tempers and it would be an excellent 
way of improving the situation if they 
could get rid of them. He appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman to re-consider 
‘his decision. 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD said he ap 
pealed to the Secretary of State for 
War, not in the excitable tones of 
some of the recent speeches, but in 
the light of the coming dawn and in 
cooler tones to give way to reason and 
common sense. The discussion _ that 
night did not deal entirely with the 
existing position, because in the future 
the Army that they would have to deal 
with would be the Territorial Army 
|which the right hon. Gentleman was 
}endeavouring to create. Did not. the 
right hon. Gentleman think that if that 





| Army was going to be a great force in 


| the country a certain amount of coaxing 
| would be necessary to induce men to join 
it? Would the Army think they had 
been fairly dealt with when this Bill 


I do appeal to| was considered between 2.30 and five 


hon. Members to be as quiet as possible, ;in the morning? That was a_ point 


and perhaps I may appeal to hon. Mem- 
bers who are doing most of the speaking 
not to provoke interruptions. 

Mr. Charles Craig. 


the right hon. Gentleman ought to con- 
sider. It was not only the existing 
soldier that he ought to regard, it was 
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the soldier of the future, the man to hon. Gentleman that he would give 
whom he was looking for his Territorial |fair consideration to all the points raised 
Army. Did the right hon. Gentleman |had not been kept. He did not believe 
think that when the soldier saw that his for a moment that the hon. Gentleman 
welfare, his future, and his discipline were |intended to go back on what he had 
laughed at in the House, he was likely to |said, but he thought that had the right 
come forward as a willing recruit ? ‘hon. Gentleman fulfilled his pledge the 
|debate would have Vv 

Mr. LANE-FOX said one justification |and have pa grey pags 
for moving to report progress was that peer At that stage of the morning 
on a former occasion when the Army | jt was impossible to deal with the con- 
(Annual) Bill was under discussion, a | troversial questions which would come 
similar Motion was made at the instance | before the Committee and therefore he 
of the President of the Board of Trade, | strongly supported the Motion to report 





seconded by the President of the | progress. 
Board of Education, and supported by | 


the Under-Secretary for the Colonies. 
As the example then set had led to the | 


Treasury Bench it was 
they might well follow. 


an example | 


now put.” 


Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, and 
‘claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Question be 


Me. J. MACVEAGH: It will sete Question put, “ That the Question be 


lead you there. 


Mr. LANE-FOX said 


made at an earlier period by the right Noes, 47. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 
Beauchamp, E. 

Benn, W.(T’wrHamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C.H. (Sussex, EGrinst’d 








now put.” 


the promise | 


AYES. 


Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, Hon. W. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W. E. (Derbyshire, NE 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. _ 








The Committee divided :—Ayes, 182; 
(Division List No. 60.) 


Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
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Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. 8. 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Priestley, W. E.B .(Bradford,E.) 
Radford, G. H. 


Army 


Acland-Hood, Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. VictorC. W. 
Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


Question put accordingly, “ That the 














{COMMONS} 


Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’) 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberis, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 

2>binson, S. 

Rose, Charles Dy 

Rowlands, J. 

Saauel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A H.( Ashton under Lyne 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 

Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman. Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Taomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thos. F. (Leitrim, 8S.) 
Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 


NOES. 


Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS.Edmd’s 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 

Line-Fox, G. R. 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Meysey-Taompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 


Chairman do report Progress; and ask | Noes, 182. 


leave to sit again.” 


Acland-Hood, Rt. Hn.SirAlexF. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Banner,‘ John 8. Harmood- 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S. 





AYES. 


Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert eee 
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Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tomk'nson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 
Walsh, Stephen 
Walters, John Tudor 
Wardle, George J. 
Waring, Walter 
Wason, JohnCxtheart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitey, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Cermarth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §.) 
Winfrey, R. 

i 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheffield,Sir BezxeleyGeorgeD, 
Starkey, John R 

Lalbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Younger, George 


TeLLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Viscount Valentia and Mr 
Forster. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 45; 
(Division List No. 61.) 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheffield, SirBerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, A.R.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Viscount Valentia and Mr. 
Forster. 
















105: 








Acla: 
Ains' 
Alde: 
Allen 
Allen 
Arms 
Barir 
Barlc 
Barn: 
Barré 
Barr’ 
Barr} 
Beauc 
Benn, 
Benn: 
Bowe! 
Bram: 
Branc 
Brock 
Brodi 
Brook 
Bryce, 
Bucha 
Burns. 
Burny 
Byles, 
Carr-G 
Chance 
Cherry 
Clarke, 
Clough 
Clynes, 
Collins, 
Collins, 
Cooper 
Corbett 
Cornwa 
Cory, C 
Cowan, 
Craig, 
Crean, | 
Crosfiel 





Dalziel, 

Davies, 

Davies, 

Duncan 
Dunn, 2 
Dunne, ! 
Edward 
Edward 
Elibank 
Essex, F 
Everett, 
Lenwick 
Ferens, ' 
Ffrench, 
Fiennes, 
Fuller, J 
Fullerto: 
Gill, A. J 
Gladston 
Glover, 1 


Quest 
clause s 


Mr. | 
that Cl, 












e) 


yr 
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Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | 
Barlow,Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Barry,Redmond J. (Tyrone,N.) | 
Beauchamp, E. 

Benn,W.(T’wr Hamlets,S.Geo.) | 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B 

Brodie, H.C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 

Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 

Collins,SirWm.J.(S.Pancras,W 

Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C.H.(SussexE.Grinst’d | 

Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 

Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 

Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 

Duncan,C. (Barrow-in- Furness 

Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 

Dunne, MajorE. Martin (Walsall 

Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 

Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 

Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

lenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Fuller, John Michael F, 

Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJhn. 

Glover, Thomas 





{20-21 Marcu 1907} 
NOES. 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gooch, George Peabody 


Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 


Gulland, John W. 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 


Hall, Frederick 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 


| Harvey,W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. | 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

| Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
| Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 


| Hudson, Walter 


Hyde, Clarendon 
Johnson, John (Gateshead! 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
| Jowett, F. W. 


Kearley, Hudson E 
Kilbride, Denis 


King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 


Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever,A.Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh, Charles (Donegal, E. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markhan, Arthur Basil 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 


O’Shee, James John 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
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, Partington, Oswald 
| Paul, Herbert 


Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Price, C. E. (Edinburgh,Centr’] 


| Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E, 


Radford, G. H. 


Raphael, Herbert H. 


Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverham’n 


| Richardson, A. 
| Ridsdale, E. A. 


Roberts, Charles H. Lincoln) 


| Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 


Robinson, 8. 


| Rose, Charles Day 
| Rowlands, J. 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 


Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, 8.) 
Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor,Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley,John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carm’rth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8S.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 


Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


He noticed 









Question again proposed, “That the| nature of a new clause. 
lause stand part of the Bill.” that there were on the Paper Amend- 
ments to earlier clauses and he wished 

Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD pond to know if they would be excluded from 
that Clause 4 was practically in the | discussion by the taking of Clause 4 now. 
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*Toe CHAIRMAN: We cannot go 
back on the clauses of the Bill, but we 


Army 


can go back on the clauses of the Army | 


Annual Act. 


Viscount TURNOUR moved to omit 
the clause, in order to give the right 
hon. Gentleman an opportunity of ex- 
plaining its operation. The clause pro- 
posed to amend the 43rd section of 
the Army Annual Act by inserting after 
the words “to the prescribed General 
Officer” the words “ or in the case of a 
soldier serving in India to such officer 
as the Commander-in-Chief of the forces 
in India with the approval of the Gov- 
ernor-General of India in Council may 
appoint.” 


in India, that a _ private soldier 
should know exactly to whom he was 
to apply in case he had a grievance 
or a complaint to make against anybody. 


They did not make the matter simpler | 


by making such changes in the Army 
Act at that hour of the morning, 
and it would be much 


{COMMONS} 


better under- 
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| Mr. HALDANE replied in the nega- 


| tive. 

| Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
| the clause provided the right of appeal 
| to the “ prescribed general officer.” The 
definition clause stated that the word 
“prescribed” meant prescribed by any 
‘rules of procedure under the Act. It 
| was, therefore, competent for rules of 
| procedure to be made prescribing the 
officer to whom the complaints might 
‘be addressed. If there was that elas. 
| ticity existing now, why should they 
/make an exception for India as against 
all the other territorial forces of the 
| Crown ? 


His objection to the clause | 
was that it was better, more especially | 


Mr. HALDANE said a brigadier was 
/not a general officer. The prescribed 
| officer meant a general officer holding a 
| general officer’s rank. 


Question put, “That the clause stand 
| part of the Bill. 


The Committee proceeded to a Division. 


stood by the soldier if the Act remained | 


as it was before. This was more im- 
portant in a hot climate like India. 
He appealed to the Secretary of State 
for War to consider whether he could 
not dispense with the clause altogether. 


Mr. WHITELEY and Mr. JosepH 
PEASE were appointed Tellers for the 
Ayes, but, no Member being willing to 
act as Teller for the Noes, the Chairman 
| declared that the Ayes had it. 


Unless the right hon. Gentleman was | 


able to give him some satisfactory ex- | 


planation he hoped the Committee would 
reject to clause. 


Mr. HALDANE explained that the 
purpose of the clause was to redress a 


very real grievance which experience | 


had shown that soldiers in India suffered 
from. In India, where the brigade or- 
ganisation was used, brigades were often 


far away from the headquarters of the | 


Army. 
accessible. 
eye of the lawa colonel’s rank, and it 
was found necessary in the case of soldiers 


A general officer was not always 


serving in India to give them the right | 
of making their complaints to such | 


officers. It was to help the soldier and 
not to hinder him that this provision 
was being introduced into the Act. 


Mr. ASHLEY asked whether it would 
not be a good thing to extend the pro- 
vision to South Africa also. 


A brigadier had only in the | 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 


ASHLEY moved to substitute 
the word “detention” for the word 
*‘ imprisonment.” He imagined that-the 
right hon. Gentleman would be willing to 
accept that Amendment. 


Mr. 


Mr. HALDANE said that so far as the 
legal consequences were concerned, it 
did not very much matter which word 
was used. He would accept the Amend- 
ment. 


| 


Amendment agreed to. 

| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
That the clause, as amended, stand part 
| of the Bill.” 


| 
| Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 


i thought the Committee were entitled te 
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some explanation as to why Section 46, 
sub-section 6, of the Army Act should be 
altered. On referring to that sub-section 
it was found that in certain cases a 
soldier who was accused had the right 
to demand, when being tried, that the 
evidence should be taken on oath. He 
would have thought that in every case 
where a soldier was being tried for any 
crime the evidence should be taken on 
oath without the prisoner being put to 
the trouble of demanding that it should 
be so taken. He thought that the effect 
of the clause, if passed, would be that 
whenever an officer had a right to inflict 
summary punishment upon a soldier, he 
might take evidence without administer- 
ing the oath. 


Mr. HALDANE said he could assure 
hon. Members that the effect of the 
Amendment would be for the benefit of 
the soldier. At present it was only where 
a commanding officer had power sum- 
marily to impose a sentence which 
exceeded seven days imprisonment that 
the accused had a right to demand that 
the evidence should be taken on oath. 
The right of the accused to have evidence 
taken on oath would now apply to all 
cases. 


Viscounr TURNOUR suggested that 
the words “ summarily ” should be left 
out altogether. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 
Member could not propose to amend the 
clause after the question had been put 
“that the clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. HALDANE wished to repeat that 
the clause as it stood was really in favour 
of the soldier. 


Mr. ASHLEY said he entirely agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman. As a 
company officer he had often to dis- 
tinguish between evidence given on oath, 
and that given without the administra- 
tion of an oath. 


Question, put, and agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 


Mr. ASHLEY moved an Amendment 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 
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prisoners and not to include within its 
operation, as the Bill proposed, civilians 
who might happen to be in a prison 
which was being used as a military prison. 
For instance, supposing a civilian inad- 
vertently entered one of the ports of 
the Isle of Wight, he might be taken to 
the military prison under the clause, and 
that might be extremely undesirable. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 36, to leave out the word 
‘other, and insert the word ‘naval.’”—(M>r. 
Ashley. ) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘other’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. HALDANE said that the hon. 
Member was quite right in supposing 
that the clause would cover naval as well 
as military prisoners; but it was always 
possible that they might have to use 
these military prisons for other prisoners, 
and he pointed out that the section in 
the Army Act giving power to the 
Secretary of State to make rules was 
for the good administration of the 
prisons. 


Mr. ASHLEY said the right hon. 
Gentleman had stated that the words 
were settled by the naval and military 
authorities, but had he consulted 
the civilian authorities? What cir- 
cumstances had happened since last 
year to make it necessary to bring 
within the scope of the Bill civilians as 
well as military and naval prisoners ? 


Lorp BALCARRES also thought that 
the point in regard to dealing with 
civilian prisoners should be considered. 
The right hon. Gentleman in his Amend- 
ment specifically proposed to substitute 
for the words “ military prisoners” the 
words “military or other prisoners,” 
and he told them that that was to apply 
the Act to naval prisoners as well as 
military prisoners. He dared say the naval 
authorities might be desirous that some 
such alteration should be made, but 


as the clause stood it applied to civilians, 
and he submitted that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not made out a case for 
such a course. 





Mr. HALDANE said that if the hon. 





to limit the clause to military and naval 


Gentleman would look at Section 133 of 
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the Army Act he would see that it was 
made lawful for the Secretary of State 


Army 
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j they were to understand that civilians 
| would be incarcerated in military prisons, 


in this country and the Governor-General | 


in India to take over an existing prison | 
and declare it to be a military prison. | 


When he did so there might be people 
in it who were not military prisoners, 
and the power of making rules given by 
Section 6 was in the interests of the 
prisoners who happened to be in the 
prison. The section did not extend the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary of State, 


but it was introduced for the protec- | 


tion of any prisoners, civilian or otherwise, 
who might be found in the building 
which was being used or part of which 
was being used as a military prison. 


Viscount TURNOUR thought that 
they had got some very valuable facts out 


of the right hon. Gentleman for the first | 
He had suspected from the form 


time. 
of words used, “ military or other pri- 


soners,” that it was intended to include | 
not only naval prisoners but also civilian | 
prisoners, and the right hon. Gentleman | 


had said that that was the case. He did 


not think, however, that it should fall upon | 
the military authorities, either here or in| 


India, to take charge of civilian prisoners. 
Were they to understand that this sort 
of thing had taken place in the past, and 
that when these civilian prisoners were 
taken over they would come under 
military discipline, under the control of 
the military authorities ? 


Mr. HALDANE said the power was 
given to the Secretary of State in this, 
country and the Governor-General in| 
India, but it was not given to the military 
authorities. It was thought wise that 
the Secretary of State and the Governor- 
General should have power to make 
rules which should apply to civilians who 
were in a building or part of a building 
which was being used as a military prison. 
The power was only given for the pro- | 
tection of the prisoners who happened to | 
be in a prison so taken over, though it | 
was a very unlikely case to arise. 


Viscount TURNOUR said the side head | 


Mr. HALDANE said the power was 
given to make rules for the good _g vern- 
ment of the prison. It was a general 
power of regulation in the interests of 
good order, and it was meant to apply to 
all places which were used as military 
prisons. It might be that civil prisoners 
were in portions of the building used as 
military prisons, and therefore it was 
desirable to extend the powers of making 
rules in regard to them. 


Lorp TURNOUR said he still wished 
to know why that was the case. He 
understood the right hon. Gentleman to 
say that civilian prisoners might come 
under the military authorities. He there- 
fore hoped that the Amendment would be 
divided upon. 


Mr. HALDANE said there was nothing 
in the clause which enabled a civilian 
to be imprisoned in a building which 
was used as a military prison. The 
provision was only put in to provide 
for the case in which part of the building 
was used for military prisoners while a 
| part might be used for civilian prisoners. 
| It was to enable rules to be made for 
‘the good government of the whole of 
the people in the prison and was_ for 
‘the protection of the whole of the people 
there. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he must 
repeat his question. He wanted to 
know what necessity there was for 


dealing with civilians in military prisons 
at all. The words of the section were 
“military or other prisoners.” That 
covered the case of the naval prisoners 
clearly, but they now understood that 


it covered such civilians as might be 


in the neighbourhood transgressing the 
law and were put into the gaol. 


| Would the right hon. Gentleman tell 


the Committee frankly what was the 
cause for these regulations. Had there 








ing of the section was to the effect that it been any rising or any undue amount 
applied to rules relating to military | of trespassduring the last twelve months! 
prisons and prisoners. He understood | Was there any reason for these provisions ! 
from that, that it referred to military | The right hon. Gentleman had not, 80 
prisoners only, but now it appeared that' far, given a single reason for them 


Mr. Haldane. 
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Mr. HALDANE thought he could 
explain. A prison might be a civil 
prison, or it might be a part of a 
civil prison, or it might be a military 
prison. If it were part of a public civil 
prison it was very desirable to have 
certain rules which could be applied 
to any military prisoner who might 
at any time be in that prison. It was 
in the interest of the prisoners them- 
selves that rules should be made. It 
was certainly desirable that the Governor- 
General of India or the Secretary of 
State should be able to make rules. 


Mr. ASHLEY asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman suggested that 
the Governor-General was not able to 
make rules for his own prisoners. He 
certainly did not see why the military 
authority should make rules for and 
look after civil prisoners. Let the civilian 
authority look after civilian prisoners 
and the military authority after the 
military prisoners. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
the case put before the Committee by 
the right hon. Gentleman had _ to 
his mind proved the case for the 
Amendment. When they turned to the 
Act itself they found that the 
power was to make rules for the regula- 
tion of military prisons and for the mili- 
tary prisoners therein. It was not pro- 
posed to alter the words “ military 
prisoners,” but to make it “ military and 
other prisoners.” What the Amendment 
did was to make it clear that the prison 
to which these rules should apply was for 
military and naval prisoners. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that the military 
prison might be part of a civil prison, and 
in that case they desired to make pro- 
visions that should apply to the whole 
building. Butif that were the case, and 
the Act showed that it could only apply 
to military and naval prisons, it was 
perfectly clear that it could not apply to 
the rest of the building. The right hon. 
Gentleman suggested that there might 
be other prisoners there. If either by 
accident or by a wrong act there was a 
civilian prisoner in the military part of 
the prison it was suggested that 
these regulations should apply to him. 
He appealed to hon. Members to look at 
the matter intelligently and vote for the 
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Amendment in order to make it quite 
clear that no civilian should be subjected 
to any punishment or any regulation 
whatever except those applicable to 
civilians. 


Caprain CRAIG said that from Section 
133 it appeared to be quite possible that 
a building might be created a prison for 
temporary purposes, or that a part of a 
building might be taken, and also that 
part of a civil prison could be taken as a 
military prison. It followed that a 
civil prison might be partly a military 
prison, and if an unfortunate prisoner 
found himself inside the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s compound he would be subjected 
to all the pains and penalties of the 
Army Act, including flogging. If hon. 
Members carefully followed the Amend- 
ment they would see that its real object 
was to insure that civil prisoners should 
be immediately handed over to the 
civil authority and not detained under 
the regulations of this clause ina military 
prison. The right hon. Gentleman had 
been pressed very fairly by several 
speakers on the Unionist side to ex- 
plain the more or less vague state- 
ment he made in the first instance. 
The right hon. Gentleman had failed to 
explain to the Committee why he pro- 
posed to impose this harsh treatment on 
civilians. It was quite true, as had been 
pointed out, that at times naval and 
military men might find themselves in 
military prisons, but no reason for this 
sweeping change had been given. If the 
clause as proposed by the Secretary for 
War were carried, it would lead possibly 
to far more dangerous practices than 
would appear from the more or less 
innocuous words by which it was altered. 
In the clause as it originally stood, the 
words “ not exceeding twenty-five lashes,” 
and so on, had been struck out, but still 
one could see what a serious clause it 
was. It might be that a civilian un- 
wittingly trespassed on some military 
ground or fortification, and innocently 
became a prisoner. The Amendment 
of the right hon. Gentleman created a 
distinction between two rooms in a 
fortification. If the civil prisoner re- 
mained on the military side of the prison 
within the fortification his punishment 
was not to be more severe than it would 
be in a public prison under the Act of 
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1879. If the prisoner was transferred | VISCOUNT 


to the other or civil side of the prison, 
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HELMSLEY moved to 


report progress in order to call attention 


they put upon the Army the cost of | to the absence of the Prime Minister and 
maintaining him in the first instance. | the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
He certainly thought his hon. friend | 


had made out a strong case, and he | 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would | 


THe CHAIRMAN, being of opinion 


see his way to make the small concession | that the Motion was an abuse of the 
asked for. During the whole time the | Rules of the House, declined to propose 


Bill had been under discussion the right 


hon. Gentleman had only made mae | 


small concession; he hoped, therefore, 
that in this instance he would give 
way, where it was not a question of 
broad principle but one of making the | 
plan of the right hon. Gentleman work- | 


able. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beauchamp, FE. 

Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo 
Bennett, F. N. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C.H. (Sussex, E.Gr’st’d 
Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Duncan, C.( Barrow-in-Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 


Captain Craig. 


| Noes, 39. 


AYES. 


Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick. Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harvey, A. G. ©. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kine, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 


| the Question thereupon to the Committee, 


| Question put, “That the word ‘ other’ 
| stand part of the Clause.” 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 171; 
(Division List No. 62.) 


Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, David 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down.S.) 
MacVeigh,Charles ( Donegal,E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M*‘Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. 8S. 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price,C.E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B. ( Bradford,E.) 
Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’) 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Richards,T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n) 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, 8. 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, A. H.(Ashton under Lyne) 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
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Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) | 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thos. F. (Leitrim, 8S.) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
gummerbell, T. 

sutherland, J. E. 

qaylor, John W. (Durham) 
qaylor, Taeodore C. (Radcliffe) 
taomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 
qomkinson, James 








Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Balearres, Lord 

Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bignold, Sir Acthur 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 
Dalrymple, Viscount 


Question put, “ That the 
part of the Bill.” 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy | 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beauchamp. E. | 
Benn, W.(T’w’r’ Hamlets,S.Geo 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke; Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, Sir Wm.J.(S.PancrasW 
Cooper, G. J. ty 





Cooper, G. J. 
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Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


NOES. 


Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’d 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm. G.(Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 


Clause stand | 
Noes, 40. 


AYES. 


| Corbett,C H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 


Cory, Clifford John 
Cowan, W. H. 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 


| Crean, Eugene 


Crosfield, A. H. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 


| Davies, W. Howell (Brist ol S.) 


Duncan, C.(Barrow-in- Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 


| Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 


Elibank, Master of 


| Essex, R. W. 
| Everett, R. Lacey 


Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 


; Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 


Gulland, John W. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel,.Dr. A. E. ; 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
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Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease, 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheffield, Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Starkey, John R. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Ashley and Captain Craig. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175; 
(Division List No. 63.) 


Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Doald 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
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Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, W. H. M.(Suffolk,Eye) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E. ) 
Raphael, Herbert?H. 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 

Cirlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. 1.. (Down, North) 
Courthope,G Loyd 

Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 


Clause 7 :— 


Motion made, and Question’ put, “ That Noes, 39. 
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Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, S. 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton underLyne) 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, S.) 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 





NOES. 


Craig, Captain James (Down, E. 
Dalrymple, Viscount 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS.Edmd’s 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Meyscy-T,ompson, E. C. 
Moryeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 
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Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr 


Tomkinson, James 

Toul min, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley,John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Sheffield, Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEs—Mr. 
Watson Rutherford and 
Viscount Helmsley. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 173; 


the Clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone, N.) 
Beauchamp, E. 

Benn, W. (T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 





AYES. 


Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. N. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth 
Collins,Sir W. J. (S.PancrasW.) 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbe:t J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S. 





(Division List No. 64.) 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness. 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Maj. E. Martin (Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
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Gulland, John W. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 


< {rimny 


Harvey, W.E. (Derbyshire, N.E. 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon. 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 
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| M*Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
| M‘Micking, Major G. 

| Mantield, Harry (Northants) 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Meehan, Patrick A. 


| Menzies, Walter 
| Mond, A. 
| Montagu, E. S. 


Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Grady. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 


| Partington, Oswald 


Pearce, Robert (Staffs, Leek) 


| Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 


Pirie, Duncan V. 


| Pollard, Dr. 


Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich | 


levy, Maurice 

lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

MacVeagh Jeremiah( Down, 8.) 
MeVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
MHugh, Patrick A. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

(astlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
ourthope, G. Loyd 

(raig,Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
(raig,Captain James (Down, E. 
Dalrymple, Viscount 


Clause 8 :— 


Mr. ASHLEY 





moved the omission 


Price, C. E. (Edinb‘gh, Central) 
Priestley, W.E. B. (Bradford, E. 
Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards,T.F. (Wolverhampt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Aoberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, S. 

Rose, Charles Day 

fowlands, J. 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


NOES. 
Fell, Arthur 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess ot 
Helmsley, Viscount 


Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.kdm’ds | 
, Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E. R. 


Hills, J. W. 

Lane- Fox, G. R. 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, W. G. (Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, 8. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 


to make the 
Schedule. 


of the word “meal” in order to 
substitute the word “ meals.” Although] «In page 4, 
is Amendment might not appear] ‘meal’ and 


very important, he believed that it was. 
In the schedule to the Army Act it was 
‘tated that where a prisoner was not 
vinegar, 
other things, he was to be given “a hot 
meal.” ‘The Amendment was necessary 
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provided with candles, 


(Mr. Ashley.) 


and 
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Scott, A.H.(Ashtonunder Lyne) 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick 8.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, 5.) 
Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. L. 

Taylor, John W. (Darham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason,John Catheart(Orkney) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheffield,Sir Berkeley George D. 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lione: 
Williams, Col. D.R.(Dorset, H.) 


Younger, George 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 


Rowland Hunt and Sir 
William Bull. 


clause consistent with the 


Amendment proposed— 


line 6, ‘o leave out the word 
the words ‘meals,”— 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 
‘meal’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. HALDANE explained that the 
Amendment was made in the Bill in 











1071 {COMMONS} (Annual) Bill. 1072 


order to carry out the purpose of the! Mr. HALDANE invited the noble 
clause, and to enable them when they | Lord to look at the third paragraph, 
came to the schedule to distribute meals, | 
a distinction being drawn between hot 
and cold meals. 


Army 


Viscount VALENTIA said he was 
looking at the Bill. The right hon. Gentle- 
/man referred him to a printed memo- 
Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said | randum, not to that paragraph in the 
the explanation was a very specious one, | Bill itself. 
as the alteration was inconsistent with | 
other words in the Act where a provision! Mr. COURTHOPE thought the right 
was found to the effect that a soldier! hon. Gentleman was mistaken. It was 
should be served with breakfast, dinner, | a small matter, but Clause 8 of the Bill 
aid supper on each day, such meals to} cut out the word “a,” when all ke 
consist of such and such quantities of | wished to cut out was the word “ hot.” 
teod and drink. It was obvious that it 
ought to be such “meals,” because it was) Mr. HALDANE said that he agreed 
not “meal” in the sense of ground oats, | on that point. 
As breakfast, dinner, and supper were | 
included it ought to be “meals.” That Viscount TURNOUR asked whether 
seemed to him to be a matter of common. | in view of the little mistake which had 
sense. It seemed, however, too much to| just been exposed, it would not be 
expect common-sense in Parliamentary | better, having regard to the danger of 
practice, especially at that time of the | a considerable mistake being made during 
day, but he would urge the right hon. | one of the comic interludes of the hon. 
Gentlemen as a matter of English | Member for South Down, to wait until 
grammar to accept the suggestion which | the House was in a fresher and fitter 
was made by this Amendment. condition to deal with the matter ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is not speaking to the 
Amendment before the House. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said the meaning 
of the Amendment was perfectly clear 
and obvious, but he thought that it was 
clear that the Committee was not ina fit | 
condition to go on discussing it. { MINIs- | 
TERIAL cries of “Speak for vourself!”| 
He thought hon. and right hon. Gentle- 
men would do very much better to go 
home, take a rest and then come back . 
with a fresh mind so that they might be) *THe CHAIRMAN: [I cannot accept 
able to appreciate the clear and obvious that. I would merely point out that if 
argument which was now reasonably | the word “a” is to be retained, the hon. 
addressed to them, and make the Bill| Member wik have to withdraw his 
easy and intelligible, as it ought to be.| Amendment, and then the right hon. 
That was the only object which the | Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
supporters of the Amendment had in| War can move to substitute the words 
view, | a meal ” for “a-hot meal.” 


| 
; 
| 


Mr. HALDANE said the whole con- | 
fusion had arisen from the hon. Member | 
looking at the second paragraph of the | 
section instead of at the third. If the 
hon. Member would turn to page 31 in 
the book which had been furnished to 
him he would see shat that was so. 


Viscount TURNOUK said he was 
about to ask the Chairman’s permission to 
move that he should report progress and 
ask leave to sit again. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The word “a ” inserted before “ meal. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the clause, as amended, stand 
part of the Bill.” 








Viscount VALENTIA = (Oxford) 
pointed out that the right hon. Gentle 
man was looking at the memorandum 
und not at the Bill. At present they 
were on Clause 8, which dealt with the 





question of “a hot meal,” or a “ meal.” 


Mr. Haldane. 


Viscount HELMSLEY said he did 
not quite understand the alteration mace 
in the Bill by this clause. He could not 
see that there was any great difference 
between the old clause and the new one 
as amended, and he would be glad if the 
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Secretary of 
exactly what 
should like to take this opportunity of 


Army 


State would point out 


called attention to the fact that during | 


the whole of the debate they had not 
heen honoured with the presence of either 
the Prime Minister or the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: That is not in 
order. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD, 
speaking on a point of order, said the 
Amendment which had been accepted 
was to insert the word “a.” He under- 
stood that the right hon. Gentleman 
proposed to leave out the word “ hot.” 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I have put the 


Question that the clause as amended | 


stand part of the Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
the word “ hot” was still in the Bill. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The word “ hot ” 


is taken out. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said | 


he wished to be very respectful to 
the Chair in raising points of order, but 
he understood that the phrase in the 
original Act was “a hot meal,” and it 
had been practically decided by the 
Committee that the words sheuld be 
“ameal.” Therefore all they wanted was 
to leave out the word “hot.” The word 
“a” did not want to be added because it 
was already there. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
her is confusing two matters which are 
quite distinct. In line 6 the Committee 
have agreed to insert before the word 
“meal” the word “a.” 


Viscount HELMSLEY said the House 
had yet had any explanation of what the 
Amendment really meant. 


Mr. HALDANE said the schedule 
must be read with the clause. If the 
schedule was looked at the whole thing 
became plain. It was impossible to 
understand it without. In future the 
soldier was to have three meals instead 
ofone. It would not be clear until they 
teached the schedule. 
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the difference was. He : 


.referred to is the 


‘what the 


' stand 
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Viscount TURNOUR, on a point of 
order,asked whether an opportunity would 
be given, having regard to the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman, to discuss this 
clause with the schedule; otherwise it 
was admitted it was impossible to under- 
stand it. 


*Tae CHAIRMAN said the schedule in 


-question was a schedule of the Army Act. 


Viscount TURNOUR: No, the schedule 
schedule of this 
Bill. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said the schedule 
would come under discussion when it was 
reached. He did not quite understand 
noble Lord desired. The 
schedule could be discussed at the proper 
time and proper Amendments moved. 


Viscount TURNOUR said he desired 
to know whether an opportunity would 
be given to discuss this clause when 
the schedule was reached. The Secretary 
of State had said it was impossible to 
discuss the clause properly until the 
schedule was reached. 


*THe CHAIRMAN thought that in a 
case of this kind hon. Members would be 
in order when discussing the schedule to 
refer to this clause. 


Viscount VALENTIA asked, as thev 
were now on the clause and not on the 
schedule, whether it would not be 
possible to discuss the schedule now. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said he was sorry 
the Committee did not appear to under- 
what he had said. When the 
schedule came up for discussion the 
Committee could refer to this clause. 


Caprain CRAIG understood that when 
they came to the schedule it would 
be in order to couple with it Clause 8 
which was now under discussion. He 
wished to ask whether now, while all the 
facts of Clause 8 were present in the mind 
of the Committee, they could now refer 
to the schedule so as to discuss it with 
Clause 8. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN said it would not be 
out of order to refer to the alterations in 


2N 2 
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Then Mr. Chairman’s ruling was that it 
was not in order to discuss the schedule 
with the clause. All he desired to know 
was whether the right hon. Gentleman 
would give the explanation now or wait 
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the schedule if hon. Members desired to 
do so in the discussion on this clause, but 
he did not think the schedule ought to be 
discussed in detail at that point. 


Army 











Viscount HELMSLEY said the original 


point of order arose from his asking the 


right hon. Gentleman to explain the 
The Secretary of State said it 
was impossible to understand the clause 
without reading the schedule with it. 


clause. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Ledford) 
Birnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N.) 
Beauchamp, E. 

Benn, W.(T’ w’rHamlets,S.Geo. ) 
Bennett, E. N. 

Black, Arthur W. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Branch, James 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, I homas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. 8. D. 


Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. | 


Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hn. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, tephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cowan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert .'. (T nemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cro field, A. H. 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. , 


Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Maj. E. Martin (Walsall. 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 

E iwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R 

Ffrench, Peter 


Mr. Emmott. 


Noes, 40. 


AYES. 


} Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
| Fuller, John Michael F. 


| Fullerton, Hugh 








Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harvey, A. G.C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearl>y, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 


King, Alfred John (Knutsford) | 


Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 


Lever, A.Levy (Essex, Harwich) 


Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down. S. 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hn. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Morrell, Philip 


until the schedule was discussed. 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 173; 
(Division List No. 65.) 


Morse, L. L. 
Murphy, John 
Norton, Captain Ceci] William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O'Grady, J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Parker, James (Halifax 
Partington, Oswald 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suttolk, Eye) 
Pirie, Duncar V. 
Pollard, Dr. 
Price,C. E.( Edinburgh, Central) 
Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E.) 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, S. 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Samuel,S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, A.H.( Ashton under Lyne 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, § 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 


| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wadsworth, J. 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, George (Norfolk) 


> 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) | 


Winfrey, R. 
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Williams, Llewelyn (C'rmarth’n ! 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


NOES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 

(Carlile, E. Hildred 

(Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Voates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Uourthope, G. Loyd 
('raig,Charles Curtis(Antrim.S. 
Craig, Captain James (Down, FE. 


Hills, J. W. 


Nield, Herbert 


Clause 9 :— 


Motion made, and Questien proposed, 
“That the Clause stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Viscount TURNOUR said he desired 
to call attention to the method of legis- 
lating which this clause illustrated. It 
repealed the whole of the clause which 
was in the Bill of last year, referring 
to the system of detention. That 
system the right hon. Gentleman at 
the time had eulogised as one which 
was likely to do a considerable amount 
of good so far as military prisons were 
concerned. It was, therefore, very im- 
portant, before the clause was passed, 
that they should have some explanation 
from the right hon. Gentleman as to the 
reasons which had led him to repeal 
Section 135a, which was passed in only 
last year’s Army Act. He imagined that 
the right hon. Gentleman, after his strong 
speech last year in support of that very 
section, must have equally strong reasons 
now for repealing it. 


Mr. HALDANE said Section 135a had 
not been in reality repealed, and it was 
still in the Bill in another form, because 
every bit of it had been woven into the 
schedules. 


Lorp BALCARRES observed that the 


section was no longer in place because it | 
Was so carelessly drafted that after twelve | 
months’ experience the right hon. Gentle- | 


min had been obliged to withdraw it. 


; Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Helmsley, Viscount 

| Hervey, F.W.F. 


Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm.G. (Petersfield) 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheftield,Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Starkey. John R. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Younger, George 


William 


(BuryS.Edin’ds 


THE Nors— 
and Viscount 


LELLERS FOR 
Mr. Fell 
Dalrymple. 


Viscount TURNOUR said he was bound 
to say that it was a most slipshod way 
of legislating. There was no explanation 
of the clause at all in the memorandum. 

Mr. HALDANE: Yes, 


it is explained. 


Mr. CAVE said the memorandum 
stated that— 

“The Amendments made under Section 9 
of the Bill are of a purely drafting and verbal 
character.” 
it was impossible to follow all the very 
elaborate changes in the schedule in the 
Bill itself. Could the right hon. Gentle- 
man give the Committee an assurance 
that no changes proposed to be made in 
the schedule were of a really substantial 
character? As regarded Section 2 of 
Clause 9 it repealed Section 135a of the 
Army Act, and that was a very important 
matter, because it dealt with the deten- 
tion of prisoners before trial. Could the 
right hon. Gentleman give shortly to the 
Committee the effect of the changes 
made by Section 9 ¢ 


Mr. HALDANE said that last year de- 
tention was substituted for imprisonment 
in the case of all minor offences, and in 
that way the soldier’s record was made 
a better one. The object of Clause 9 
was simply to make the detailed amend- 
‘ments in the Army Act necessary to 
' give effect to last year’s changes. They 
were all drafting Amendments which 
introduced nothing beyond what was 
proposed last year. He was not sure 
| whether the hon. and learned Member 
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was aware that under the Army Annual 
Act there was a clause which compelled 
the reprinting of the Army Annual Act 
from time to time together with the 
Amendments. That was a_ statutory 
obligation. It would be placed in the 
Library this year as soon as they got it 
into shape. 


Army 


Mr. CAVE said that on page 9 of the 
Bill there was a long Clause printed to 
be substituted for Section 63. Was 
there any substantial change in the new 
form of the Clause as compared with the 
old section. 


Mr. HALDANE: No. It is a change 
only in form, not in substance. 


Captain CRAIG thanked the right 
hon. Gentleman for the explanation he 
had given, because it was exceedingly 
difficult to find out whether there had 
been any substantial change or not. He 
was inclined to think that as the Clause 
had become so well known in the ranks 
of the Army the right hon. Gentle- 
man would be running a great risk of 
placing more upon the officers than they 
would be able to comprehend by making 
these constant changes in the Act. The 
Secretary of State for War came before 
the Committee, and in order to enable 
him to carry out his general scheme he 
asked them to reverse in every particular 
what he so vehemently urged them last 
vear to adopt. Those who had any 
experience in dealing with the intricacies 
of the Army Act would appreciate what 
he had said. The new Clause was not 
so clearly expressed as the old one. 


Mr. COURTHOPE said there was no 
provision made for dealing with a person 
whom the commanding officer had sen- 
tenced to imprisonment. He thought 
that was a material omission. He sug- 
gested that words should be introduced 
in order to make that matter clear. 


*Mr. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Stafford- 
shire, Handsworth) understood that the 
right hon. Gentleman intended to sub- 
stitute “ detention” for “imprisonment ”’ 
and that the fact of a soldier having 
undergone “detention” would not be 
mentioned injhis discharge. He thought 


Mr. Haldane. 


{COMMONS} 
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it would be very hard that soldiers who had 
already been discharged should be placed 
at a disadvantage as compared with 
soldiers who would be discharged in 
future in consequence of this Amendment. 
There was great difficulty at present in 
obtaining employment in civil life for old 
soldiers, but this change would increase it, 
by destroying the confidence of the 
public in the accuracy and honesty of 
the discharge. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I do not see how 
this arises on the Question, “That 
the Clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Viscount TURNOUR said the Royal 
Commission on the employment of reserve 
soldiers and sailors reported that the 
present system of marking on soldiers’ 
discharges the amount of imprisonment 
they had undergone, and the bad conduct 
marks they had had during their term 
of service, was not a good one. He 
wished to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether the new system of “ detention” 
which had had a year’s trial had been 
approved by general officers in charge 
of districts and other soldiers holding 
high rank, and also whether the working 
of it had been beneficial to the discipline 
of the Army. Was the use of the word 
* detention ” in the case of soldiers who 
competed for employment in civil life 
with other soldiers who had _ actually 
undergone terms of “imprisonment” 
likely to place the latter at a disadvan- 
tage f 


Mr. CARLILE appealed to the might 
hon. Gentleman to answer the Questions 
which had been addressed to him as te 
the effect of substituting the word 
“detention” for the word “ imprisol- 
ment.” Although a different word was 
employed, the punishment would, in many 
cases, be identical. He asked for au 
assurance that soldiers whose defaulter 
sheets bore the word “ imprisonment 
would not be placed at a disadvantage 
as compared with those whose defaulter 
sheets contained the word “ detention. 
His object was to secure that the word 
“* detention ” instead of ‘“ imprisonment 
should be inserted in the defaulter sheet 
of soldiers who had served with the 





colours and been discharged long ag?. 
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Otherwise, one man might have a/| that that was a question for Parhament 
defaulting sheet with the word “de- to settle and not for the Secretary of 
tained ” in it and another man who had | State. On the whole he would prefer 
been guilty of the same offence might | that the matter were left to the 
have his defaulter’s sheet marked “im- | discretion of the officers in the field, 
prisoned.” provided that proper rules were drawn 
up by the House. He had the greatest 
confidence in the right hon. Gcentleman’s 
sense of justice and his ability to devise 
rules for the Army or any other institu- 
tion. Still there must be some safeguard, 
and he did not think the War Office 
should be the authority entrusted with 
'the duty. The Bill left the question :n 
slipshod fashion, where it had been for 
200 vears. 


Mr. HALDANE said that he would be | 
glad to consider if anything could be | 
done to place those soldiers whose 
defaulter sheets were marked with ‘im- | 
prisonment,” in as favourable a position | 
as regarded civil employment on leaving 
the service as those soldiers who, for 
the same military crime, had _ their 
defaulter’s sheet marked under the new 
wares Ee ss ee ” A ’ | 
system with ** detention. - vtog 2 Amendment proposed— 

> § wee . > ee snh-seetio 
Mz. CARLILE was sorry that the|(" oom Teo ee 
right hon. Gentleman could not give 
a further assurance than he had done. | Question proposed, “ That sub-section 
(a) stand part of the clause.” 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. ASHLEY directed the attention 

Ulause 10:— of the Committee to the serious change 

made by this sub-section. The old su» 

Viscount TURNOUR moved the omis- | Section was to the effect that where 
sion of the proviso regarding punish- # soldier on active service was 
ments, which he thought was very badly guilty of an aggravated offence of 
worded. He was not in favour in any | drunkenness = disgraceful conduct, 
way of inflicting the punishment of |0" .°” _ offence punishable by death 
flogging, and he was glad that it had been | °° imprisonment certain consequences 
abolished in the Army. But he objected rege follow. ’ But = havediaiten 
to the principle which allowed the pea —_ where Res — a pi 
Secretary of State to make rules ag Agee a ee ee 

; ; should be lawful for a cour 
to the punishments which should be | wa tial -d for that offence such 
inflicted in the field; and he thought | pt) vurichovor other than fowwine. a: 
as this iad * poariin eile field punishment other than flogging, as 
y a punishments | might be directed by rules to be made 
shall be of personal restraint, or hard | from time to time by a Secretary of State, 
labour, but shall not be of a nature to and that such field punishment should 
cause Injury to life or limb,” were a most | he of the character of personal restraint 
unjustifiable reflection on the disciplinary or of hard labour, but should not be of 
system of the Army. He had yet to) a nature to cause injury to life or limb. 
learn that officers in the British Army | He honestly confessed that at that hour 
ever gave a punishment which would | in the morning he was not in a condition 
cause injury to life or limb, and he hopod | to decide whether such a change was or 
that the right hon. Gentleman would ; was not desirable. On these grounds he 
see his way to repeal those words. moved that progress should le reported. 
The first question he had to ask was 
whether the Secretary of State for War | *THeE CHAIRMAN: Lam yuite willing 
should be permitted to interfere as to | to accept any Motion to report progress 
arrangements connected with active / when we have settled this point, but I 
service at all, and whether they should not | do not like to break into the middle of 1 
be left to the general officer command- | discussion. 
mg in the field. The second question, 
which was equally important, was whether | Mr. HALDANE said the new sub- 
the authority should be given to the | section was framed to carry out the 
Secretary of State. It seemed to him! point which he explained on the Second 
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Reading discussion. The object of the 
change was to enable men to be dealt 
with at the front instead of being sent 
back to the base. Under the old system 
a man when he committed an offence got 
sent back to the base, and hon. Members 
knew that soldiers committed offences 
in order to be sent back to the base and 
relieved from irksome duties. Under 
this provision they had taken power to 
define that the punishment should not 
involve injury to life or limb, and that 
the rules should be laid before Parlia- 
ment. Rules could be made which were 
much less clumsy than an Act of Parlia- 
ment, and they would, under the pro- 
posals of this Bill, come under the 
consideration of some of the best 
authorities and also of Parliament. 


Lorp BALCARRES said that no doubt, 
as the right hon. Gentleman had stated, 
these rules would be laid on the Table 
and would be amended from time to time. 
He wished to know, however, whether 
any discretion was to be given to the 
officer on the spot to vary the rules 
or whether they would always have to 
come before the House. It seemed to 
him rather a roundabout system that 
the rules should be laid on the Table, 
and then taken as adopted. Rules which 
would apply in Liberia in West Africa 
would be different from those which 
should apply in Egypt or the southern 
portion of Africa, and the proceeding 
would be an excessively cumbrous one, 
especially for the officer at the front. 
He wished to know what the term 
“field punishment” implied, and whether 
it was dangerous to life and limb. 


Mr. HALDANE said that in the 
old days punishments were _ inflicted 
which were dangerous to life and 


limb, but the present provisions would 
prevent that. 


Lorp BALCARRES 


which 
The 
make the 


What were the punishments 
required these safeguarding words. 
words in the Bill did not 
matter very clear. 


*Mr. CAVE said the Committee would 
not be surprised that hon. Members took 
a greater interest in this clause, affecting 
as it did the punishment of the men, than 
in any other clause in the Bill. It pro- 
Mr, Holdune. 


{COMMONS} 


thought the | 
matter should be made quite clear. | 
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posed a very serious change in the law. To 
begin with, the power to give summary 
punishment was extended to all offences : 
it was not confined as it originally was to 
the three serious offences, and it applied 
not only to men at the front, but to men 
on active service, which was a very differ 
ent thing. In the next place, the saving 
words at the end were omitted. Those 
words were that this summary fpunish- 
ment should not be inflicted where the 
ofticer was of opinion that the punishment 
of imprisonment could be resorted to, 
There were many circumstances under 
which men on active service could be 
punished by imprisonment. Why was 
that saving clause omitted from the Bill 
when it appeared in the existing Act? 
Having regard to all these things he had 
some difficulty in deciding on the clause 
at the moment, and he thought the Com- 
mittee should see a draft of the rules and 
know what the field punishments were to 
be, and what crimes were to be punished 
by the process. In discussing Bills to be 
governed by rules, it was always a great 
assistance to the Committee to see the 
rules before the Bill was passed. 


Mr. LANE-FOX asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman had not created 
a new term in “field punishments.” 
Was there any actual difference between 
“field punishments” and “summary 
punishments”? If not he thought they 
should adhere the old terminology, rather 
than create a new term. 


Mr. HALDANE said there was very 
little difference between the two. 
There might not be a prison in which to 
confine a man, and he might be punished 
severely for minor offences. It was 
because the Government desired that 
there should be no abuse of power that 
they made the provision as to rules. 
Hon. Gentlemen would notice that the 
Act could not come into force before July, 
and he would be pleased to push on the 
framing of the rules so that they might 
be laid on the Table of the House before 
that time. 


CaprratN CRAIG said that Clause 10 
was the most important clause in the 
whole Bill, and the points that had 
been touched upon were only those 
contained in sub-section 5. In the 
subsequent sub-sections there were other 
matters of still greater importance 
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which they desired to discuss as soon as tions affecting punishments would still 
this Amendment was disposed of. be in existence. Therefore, supposing 
that the Bill passed with all the Amend- 
*Mr. MEYSEY-THOMPSON regarded’ ments which the right hon. Gentleman 
with apprehension the question of giving had down, and that the War Office was 
power to punish in the way proposed. He not able todraw up a complete set of rules 
thought it was unfortunate that the power as regarded field punishment, they must 
should not have been left with the com- take it that the “field punishment ” was 
mander in the field. British generals were that referred to in the clause under 
very careful to avoid inflicting punish- qiscussion. He was sorry that an 
ment, unless there was grave necessity for adjournment of the debate had not been 
Wt. The power of inflicting punishment in allowed, so that they might have had 
the field often obviated the necessity forit, time to study the matter, because when 
and a general officer would be more likely they came to consider the clause, and 
to send a man back to the base than . . : 
a“ od * ; the serious punishments imposed, he 
inflict the extreme punishment in the A ne aN . ‘ 

did not think a single Member could 
field. He could not see the advantage of | ata, Meee Ree” a games Ae 
taking the matter out of the hands of “PPreciate how, ee 
is conmetenniion tix tive Geld. seemed to him that the clause was rather 

more severe than the existing rule-. 
He would like the right hon. Gentle- 
man to put in the rules some provision 
which would save the soldiers from the 
humiliation of being punished before 
iortunate enough to have a number of natives. The right hon. Gentleman was 
troublesome characters at the front, the | now taking away the safeguards they had 
best thing that could be done would be to before and substituting a new clause 
send them to the base, because nobody which allowed to come under the 
could suggest that the maintainence Clause crimes which before did not 
of such characters at the front would fall under ‘it. They were very anxious 
improve the morale of the troops. to do full justice to the serious ques- 
Surely it would be possible, instead of tions now under discussion, and he 
putting the men in prison, to punish thought that would be a justification for 
them by giving them fatigue or other granting the Motion to report progress 
duties whereby they would not be which would be moved in a few minutes 
encouraged to stay at the base any 
longer than they could help. He _ Masor COATES thought those hon. 
supposed the right hon. Gentleman Members who had listened to the dis- 
had consulted his military advisers on | Cussion would agree that it had been 
the point, but it seemed to him to @ serious one. They were discussing 
be one of considerable magnitude, and Some very grave powers which it was 
he would be glad to receive an! proposed to give under the new clauses. 
assurance that it was the opinion of the He had not noticed the raising of any point. 
military advisers that this policy would which could be regarded as obstruction. 
be of advantage to the officers concerned. Great powers in regard to punishments 
The right hon. Gentleman had not Were being asked for to be exercised 
answered the question as to what wasthe by officers serving in the field, and 
object of creating the new term “field consequently they were justified in 
punishment” instead of “ summary Seeing that full justice was done to the 
punishment.” ‘ |private soldier. Surely a word ought 

'to be said for that soldier himself, and 

Capraty CRAIG said the right hon, | the protection he ought to receive 
Gentleman had stated that it was his {0™ Parliament. He noticed that the 
intention to lav before the House some "ght hon. Gentleman had not retained 
of the rules to which attention had been the last three lines of the old clause, 
drawn. If they passed the Bill as it Which read— 


stood, or with the Amendments which |, 4®4 shall not be inflicted where the con- 
is okt 3 Gent! ae | firming officer is of opinion that imprisonment 
ll ion, Gentleman ad ON | can with due regard to the public service be 


the Paper, the present rules and regula- carried into execution.” 


ViscouNt HELMSLEY said it seemed 
to him that the whole idea was to dis- 
courage the sending of the criminals back 
to the base. Supposing an officer was un- 


“i 
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He would like to see those lines main- | 


tained because they constituted a valuable 
protection to the private soldier. When 
there was a court-martial in the field 
they might adminster quick justice in 
hot blood which might not be the kind 
of justice they would give to men in this 
country. He urged, therefore, that those 
words should be retained. 


Lorp R. CECIL said the main 
effect of the alteration was to strike 
out the alternative of imprisonment. 
He understood that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not given to the Commit- 
tee the reason for omitting that as an 
alternative. He saw the hon. and gallant 
Member for Abercromby in his place, 
and he thought he would agree that it 
was very desirable that where they could 
imprison the soldier they should not be 
compelled to send him to the base. 


Mr. HALDANE said the very 
idea of field punishment was to 
put an end to skulking: There were 
people who skulked. If they were 
sentenced to imprisonment they were 
taken out of the ranks. 
to avoid that that the alteration had 
been made. The court-martial could still 
imprison if it thought proper. It was 
desired that field punishment should as 
far as possible be the rule and not the 
exception, so that there would be less 
temptation for the skulker to attempt 
to skulk. 


Mr. CARLILE said he could not agree 
with his noble friend in thinking that 
it was desirable to retain the present 


system of sending military criminals | 


to the base to be dealt with. 
proposal in the Bill was a distinct 
improvement. If a man who had been 
guilty of a military offence had to be sent 
to the base, he had not only to be taken 
out of the ranks himself, but he had to be 
accompanied to the base by another man. 
If the defaulter were retained at the 
front, he might have an opportunity 
of wiping the stain from his character. 


Viscount HELMSLEY expressed the | 


hope that the right hon. Gentleman 
would reply to the point which had 


been raised by the noble Lord the, 


Member for East Marylebone. 
Major Coates, 


{COMMONS} 


It was in order | 


The | 
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| Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.) said the 
Secretary of State had power to make 
rules from time to time. He understood 
that the rules would be laid on the Table 
of the House so that they might know 
what they were. They should have an 
opportunity of judging whether the 
rules were humane or not. 


Mr. HALDANE said he hoped to be 
able to lay the rules on the Table at an 
early date. 


Amendment negatived. 


Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) moved 
to report progress. The Committee had 
now come to the clause which he thought 
was the most important of all, and it 
ought to be discussed at a time when 
they were fully awake and able to deal 
with it. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.” —(J/r. Cave.) 
| 

Mr. HALDANE sai he would be 
very glad to meet the convenience of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, and of himself, but 
the necessity of passing the Bill wa: 
pressing. There was the Report Stage 
to come, and the other House had to be 
considered ; and with the Easter holidays 
so near, he felt that he must have the 
Committee Stage finished at that sitting. 


He had put down an Amendment to meet | 


the question of flogging which had been 
raised on the Second Reading, and there 
were very few other points of substance 
remaining. He thought that if the 
Committee allowed him to get the Bil 
through at that sitting they would agree 
on reflection that they had done the right 
thing. 


Mr. FORSTER hoped the right hoo. 
Gentleman would reconsider his decision. 
He could not understand why he 
sisted on pressing the Committee Stage 
of the Bill that day. The date o 
which the Bill must become law was 
April 30th, and there were _ three 
Parliamentary weeks after the Easter 
recess in which it could be discussed. 
There were a considerable number 0 
clauses raising points of substance whieh 
could not be properly dealt with after 
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such a prolonged sitting, and he thought 
that the right hon. Gentlemen should 
consent to the adjournment. 


Viscounr TURNOUR said that the 
right hon. Gentleman earlier in the even- 
ing told the Committee that he regretted 
that this Bill had been used more or less as 
a fighting ground by both Parties in the 
House. He would suggest to the right 
hon. Gentleman that if he wished, in the 
sessions to come, the Army Bill to go 
easily through the House, it would be by 
agreeing to the Motion proposed by his 
hon. friend. If the right hon. Gentleman 
was depending on the relays he was 
bringing down to the House, which he 
understood had been arranged for, he was 
making a grossly unfair use of his Parlia- 
mentary majority ; and it would be the 
duty of the Opposition to continue 
sitting until the Bill had been thoroughly 
discussed to theend. Nota moment more 
time had been taken in these discussions 
than was absolutely necessary, and he 
was astonished that hon. Members oppo- 
site could not keep awake so as to discuss 
such serious questions as punishments 
in the Army. If the right hon.’Gentle- 
man was sincere in his desire to facilitate 
the passage of the Bill in the future he 
would consent to the Motion. 


Lorp R. CECIL said he could not help 
hoping that the Government would con- 
sent to the Motion. It was not a matter 
of his own personal convenience at all ; 
he had been detained from the House 
on urgent private business, but he 
was now altogether free for the day. 
{An Hon. Memper: No _ briefs to- 
day! J He thought that such  pro- 
ceedings were jgreally a scandal to 
Parliament and an outrage on legis- 
lation. He did not believe that in 
years to come many people would credit 
the fact that the greatest example 
of Parliamentary Government in the 
world could conduct its business in the 
way it was doing. He would recall to the 
Committee what had actually occurred. 
There was under consideration a Bill of 
great importance dealing with the govern- 
ment of the Army for a whole year and 
containing a very drastic code. That, 
owing to an unfortunate misunder- 


standing for which those on the Front 
Government Bench 


were responsible, 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 
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had been brought on for discussion 
at two or three o’clock in the morning, 
when it was impossible for them to 
consider it owing to the disorderly inter- 
ruption of Ministerialists and the raucous 
laughter of hon, Gentlemen opposite. 
These indications and the appearance of 
the Secretary of State for War himself 
showed that the Committee was not really 
in a condition to discuss and deliber- 
ate upon the Bill. They desired to deai 
fairly with the Secretary of State for War, 
and they deeply regretted that owing to 
the extraordinary proceedings of some of 
his colleagues he had been compelled to 
discuss the Bill in that way, and at that 
time of day. {MINISTERIAL cries of “ Ob- 
struction !”] It was not a question of 
obstruction at all. The Bill was brought 
on at two o’clock in the morning, and it 
was conceded that it could not be dis- 
cussed in the time which was given 
to it. {An Hon. MEMBER: Seven 
hours.} What sort of hours? Every 
impartial man knew that discussions 
carried on under the conditions which 
had prevailed that night were not dis- 
cussions at all. The last time there was 
an all-night sitting the House was not 
released tillthe Prime Minister had had 
his breakfast. He wished to ask whether 
the Prime Minister could not be induced 
to have his breakfast now, and to come 
down to the House and release it from 
its extraordinary position. The Secre- 
tary for War said he did not mind ; but 
they knew he did mind. The energies 
he could devote to the service of his 
country after an all-night sitting were 
not worth having. The Committee would 
be well advised to accept the Motion, 
which would commend itself to all hon. 
Members able to form an impartial and 
sober judgment. [Cries of ‘ Order!” | 


Mr. FIENNES (Oxfordshire, Ban- 
bury) interposing, asked whether, as the 
noble Lord had not been present during 
the whole of the proceedings, he was 
a capable judge as to whether hon. 
Members were sober or not. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that was not a 
point of order. He did not take the 
word “sober,” in the sense in which it 
was used by the noble Lord, as conveying 
any reproach. 


Lorp R. CECIL, who spoke amidst 
great interruption, in conclusion said he 
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regarded the proceedings as a scandal — Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, 


disgrace. [MINISTERIAL cries of “Oh !”] 


Hon. Members opposite were not capable | be now put. 
of discussing a serious subject seriously. 


[Cries of “Oh!”] 


He appealed very | 


strongly to the Committee to accept the | now put.” 
Motion, and he was sure that in their | 


quieter moments they would agree with | 
his description of the proceedings. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy ( Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 


Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) | 


Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets.S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bethell,SirJ.H.( Essex. Row ford 
Black, Arthur W. 

Bowerman, (. W. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst. W. Bb. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir 'T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex. E.Grinst’d 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield., A. H. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy, (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell ( Bristol,S.) 
Dewar,John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Duncan,C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major FE. Martin( Walsall | 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) j 
Elibank, Master of 
Essex, R. W. 
Everett. R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. ( Boston) 
Fenwick, Chrles 
Ferens, T. R. 
Ffrench, Peter | 


Lord R. Cecil. 


of or 
' Noes, 37. 


AYES. 


Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 


Fuller, John Michael F. 


| Fullerton, Hugh 


Gibb, James (Harrow) 


| Gill, A. H. 


Gladstone,Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Right Hon. Lewis 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.( Derbyshire, N.E. 
Harwood, George 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 


Herbert, Colonel [vor (Mon.,S8.) | 
| Raphael, Herbert H. 


Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hudson, Walter 

Idris, T. H. W 

Tsaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hucson F. 

Kilbride. Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert. George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lever, A. Levv (Essex. Harwich 
Lever, W.H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 


Levy. Maurice 


Lough, Thomas 


Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald. J. R. (Leicester) 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down. S. 
MacVecigh,Charles (Donegal, E. 


, M’Callum, John M. 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M’Micking, Major G. 


| Manfield, Harry (Northants) 


Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Marnham, F. J. 
Morrell, Philip 


and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
Question put, “That the Question he 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197; 
(Division List, No. 66.) 


Morse, L. L. 
Murphy, John 


| Murray, James 


Nicho'son,CharlesN.( Doneast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

0’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke} 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price,C. E.( Ediaburgh, Central) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 


Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 


| Rea,Walter Russell (Scarboro’) 


Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’ mpt'n} 
Richardson. A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott (Bradf'd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 


| Shackleton, David James 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F, (Leitrim, 5. 
Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
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Wardle, George J. 
Waring, Walter 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
' Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax 
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Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, / 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


NOES. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. ) 
Ashley, W. W. 
Balearres, Lord 
Bignold. Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Bull, Sir William James 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
(Cave, George 
(avendish,Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feltham (Lewisham) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
ourthope, G. Loyd 


; Dalrymple, Viscount 

' Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Haddock, George R. 

| Hamilton, Marquess of 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey, F. W.F.( Bury 8. Edm’ds 
Hunt, Rowland 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Nicholson, Wm. G.(Petersfield) | 


Nield, Herbert | 


Question put accordingly. | 
| Noes, 205. 


AYES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish,Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) | 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. ) 
Craig,Captain James( Down, E.) 
Dalrymple, Viscount 

| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey.F.W.F.(BurySEdm’d’s } 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert ' 





NOES. 


Brooke, Stopford 
Bryce, J. Annan | 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burnyeat, W. J. D. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 

Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Alden, Percy 

Allen,A.Acland (Christchurch) | 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight ! 
Barker, John 
Barlow, Perey (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork S.) 
Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. | 
Benn,W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. | 
Bennett E. N. Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Bethell,Sir J.H.(Essex,R’mf’rd | Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) | 
Black, Arthur W. | Corbett,C.H(Sussex,E.Grinst’d | 
Bowerman, C. W. | Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth | 


Byles, William Pollard | 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

| Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
| Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

| Clarke, C. Goddard 

| Clough, William | 
Clynes, J. R. 





Branch, James | Crean, Eugene } 
Brigg, John 
Bright, J. A. 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 


| Crosfield, A. H. | 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
| Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 





Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) | 
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Williams, Llewelyn (Carm’rth’n 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chicnester) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 


Younger, George 


FOR THE Nors— 
Valentia and Mr. 


TELLERS 
Viscount 
Forster. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 36; 
(Division List, No. 67.) 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S. (Sheftield, Heclesall 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorst, W.) 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 


Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Viscount Valentia and Mr. 
Forster. 


Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 


| Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
' Dobson, Thomas W. 


Duckworth, James 


Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles | Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 


Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 


Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 


Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 


| Essex, R. W. 
Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew W.) | Esslemont, George Birnie 


Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 


Ferens, T. R. 


Ffrench, Peter 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 


| Fuller, John Michael F. 


Fullerton, Hugh 
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Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Right Hon. Lewis 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.( Derbyshire, N.E. 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon.. 8. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hudson, Walter 

Idris, T. H. W. 

fsaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lever,A. Levy (Essex,Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire. Wirral 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 


Army 


Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, and | 
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MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marnham, F. J. 

Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Donce’st’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Statfs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson,W. H. M. (Suffolk, Eye 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price,C.E. (Edinburgh, Central 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell )Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mp’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson.Sir G.Scott (Br’df’d 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott,A. H. (Ashton underLyne 
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Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford. 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, 8. 
Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin ; 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) , 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley,John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carm’rth’n 
Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nores—Mr, 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Motion made and Question put, “That 


claimed to move, “That the Question the {Question ‘That the words of the 
‘That the words of the Clause to the end | Clause to the end of page 6, line 7,, stand 


of page 6, line 7, 
Ciause,’ be now put.” 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch | 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. | 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Perey (edford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 





stand part of the | part of the Clause’, be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes. 204; 


Noes, 37. 


AYES. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Barry,Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 
Benn. W. (T’w’rHamlets,S8.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 
Bethell,Sir J.H. (Essex, Romf’d 


| Billson, Alfred 


Black, Arthur W. 
Boulton, A. C. F. 
Bowerman, C. W. 
Branch, James 
Brigg, John 


| Bright, J. A. 





(Division List, No. 68.) 


Brocklehurst. W. B. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 


| Puxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, William 
Clynes, J. R. 

| Coats, Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, WV 
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(obbold, Felix Thornley 
(ollins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett.C.H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
(rean, Hugene 
Crostield, A. H. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan) | 
Davies. Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dobson. Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 
Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett. R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens. T. R. 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone. Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gulland, John W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane. Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis j 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey. W.E. (Derbyshire, N.E 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8. 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hogan, Michael 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hooper, A. G. 
Hudson, Walter 
Idris, T. H. W. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead } 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Byles, William Pollard 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cavendish,Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. 
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Kearley, Hudson, E. 

Kilbride, Denis 
Kineaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. Py. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M. (Falkirk B’ ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 


MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M*Micking, Major G. 


| Manfield, Harry (Northants) 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Morrell. Philip 

Morse, T.. L. 

Murphy, Johr 

Murray, James 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Done’st’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

( Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny ) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O'Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswalil 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W. H.M.(Sutiolk, Eye) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinburgh,Central 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

taphael, Herbert H. 

Pea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mp’n 
Richardson, A. 


Ridsdale, E. A. 


NUES. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain James (Down, E. 
Dalrymple, Viscount 


. Finch, Rr. Hon. George H. 


Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Helmsley, Viscount 
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Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) ' 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott (Br'df’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford ) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford ) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, S. } 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthy: 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 
Wadsworth, J. 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester } 
Walsh, Stephen 
Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wardle, George J. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carm’rth’n 
Williamson, A. 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, WLR. 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Hervey, F.W.F. (Bury S.Edm’s 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
tutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Starkey, John R. 
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Talbot, Loid E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


Question put accordingly. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Baker,Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barran. hag Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry. Re >dmond J. (Ty _— N. 
Benn, W.(T’w rH’ mlets,S. Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bethell,Sir J.H. (Essex, R’mf’rd 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Rybuin 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 

Byles, William Pollard 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Channing, Sir Francis Allston 

Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 


Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W. | 


Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett,C.H. (Sussex, E.Gr’st’d 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 


| 


Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 


Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 


Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) | 
| Macdonald, J.M. (Falkirk B’gh | 


Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
KElibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, E. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 


{COMMONS} 


Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, AfStanley (York, E.R.) 
Younger, George 


| Noes, 40. 


AYES. 


Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

yoddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.( Derbyshire, N.E. 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8. 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hudson, Walter 
Idris, T. H. W. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | 


Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 


King, Alfred John (Knutsford) | 


Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lever,A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 


| Mackarness, Frederic C. 
' Maclean, Donald 
. Maenamara. Dr. Thomas J. 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down.S. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 


| M*Hugh, Patrick A. 


M‘Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 


' Markham, Arthur Basil 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 
(Division List No. 69.) 


|, Redmond, 
| Rees, J. D. 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Vig. 
count Valentia and Mr, 
Forster. 





Marnham, F. J 

Massie, J. 

Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 
Nicholson,Charles N. (Done’1) 
Norton, Capt. Ceci! William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Prien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’isrien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leck) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk. Eye) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price,C. E. (Edinburgh,Centr’l 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea,Walter Russell (Scarboro’) 
John E. (Waterford 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 


| Ridsdale, }°. A 


Roberts, Cherles H. (Linco-n) 
Yoberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson.SirG.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 

= amuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 

Scott, A. H. iio under aad 

Se averns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 

Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.} 


' Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 


| Ste inley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.} 
_ Strac hey. Sir Edward 


Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham, 
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Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 








Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. 
Craig, Captain James( Down, E.) 


Nield, Herbert 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 7, after the word “apply,” 
to insert the words’ * Provided that nothing in 
this sub-section, or im any rules made there- 
under, shall authorise flogging to be inflicted 
for any such offence.’ ”? —(.Mr. Haldane.) 


(Juestion proposed “ That these words 
he there inserted.” 


Lorp R. CECIL said the right hon. 
Gentleman had proposed this Amendment 
inorder to carry out a pledge which he had 
given. The section as drafted originally 
seemed to give power to the general in the 
field to bring back punishment by flog- 
ging after it had been abolished. The 
words at the end of the sub-section were— 

“ And the limitations on the power of making 
tules as to the punishment of prisoners and 
soldiers undergoing detention and as to the 
severity of imprisonment and detention shall 
not apply.” 

This was a very important matter, and 
they ought to know exactly what the 
effect of the clause, as the right hon. 
Gentleman proposed to amend it, would be. 
The Amendment would prevent  punish- 
ment by flogging, but the general in the 
field, so long as he did not flog a man, 
could do anything he liked in the way of 
physical punishment. So long as he did 
hot order flogging, he might range over 
all the tortures in history, so far as 
could be seen from the amended clause. 


VOL. CLXXI. [Fourtn Sertes.] 
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Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene (Ciackmannan) | Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wason,John Cathceart(Orkney) | Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) | TELLERS ror THE AYes—Mr: 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley,John Henry (Halifax) | 


NOES. 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 

| Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

| Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds | Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. VictorC.W. | Hunt, Rowland 

(Cecil, Lord R.(Marylebone, E.) | Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham) | Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. ©. 

| Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) | 
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Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wi'liam;on, A. 
| Wills, Arthur Walters 


| Winfrey, R. 


Whiteley and Mr. J. A; 
Pease. 


| Randles, Sir John Seurrah 

| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Smith, F. E.( Liverpool, Walton) 
Starkey, John R. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

| Turnour, Viscount 

| Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


| Wilson, A Stanley( York, E.R.) 


| Younger, George 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Viscount Valentia and Mr. 
Forster. 


Parker,Sir Gilbert(Gravesend) 


In point of fact the general in the field 
would be entitled to inflict any kind of 
corporal punishment other than flogging. 
He did not pretend to be violently opposed 
to corporal punishment in proper cases, 
but he thought it was right that the 
Committee should see exactly what they 
were going to do. He proposed as an 
Amendment to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s Amendment to leave out “ flog- 
ging” and insert “corporal punish- 
ment.” Although that appeared to him 
to be a proper Amendment, it would not 
render the clause complete, because it 
would still leave power to make the 
punishment more severe than was allowed 
in any public prison in England. It was 
quite clear that the rule might be used so 
as to inflict severe punishment on the 
concerned men, In his view there were 
certain forms of imprisonment which 
were much more severe than any form of 
personal chastisement. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) : 
No. 


Lorp R. CECIL said that the hon. 
Member for Crewe did not agree with 
that; but let him ask what was the 
effect of long solitary confinement ? 
That was a most wicked punishment, and 
was far more severe thav any form 
of corporal punishment It utterly 


20 





1103 Army 


many instances his mind. 
was that form of punishment, that 
stringent rules were laid down in England 
to prevent it. Of course, they might 
have imprisonment which involved star- 
vation, or other things which would have 
a very severe effect on the prisoner. He 
did not share the great horror that some 
hon. Members had of corporal punish- 
ment, because there was a certain kind of 
criminal who was more afraid of it than 
any other form of punishment. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 
“To leave out the word “floggins,’ and 


insert the words “corporal punishment.”--- 
(Lord BR, Cecil.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘ ] ’ . . 
flogging stand part of the proposed 
Amendment. 


Mr. HALDANE said the word « flog- 
ging’ was the word used in other por- 
tions of the Act, and it represented what 
it meant. He really did not know what 
corporal punishment meant. Last vear 
in the Army Act they abolished flogging 


by that name, and they desired to con- | 


tinue it to make it clear that the abolition 
extended to this Act. 


Major SEELY (Liverpool, Abercromby) | 


{COMMONS} 


destroyed a man’s moral fibre, and in, that in time of peace a general should not 


So serious 
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have the right to inflict the punishment of 
flogging. If the Amendment was divided 


| upon he would vote for it. 


Viscount TURNOUR said there was a 
general feeling that the arrangement of 
punishments under the Bill needed 
thorough revision. There was no system 
or method about them, and punishments 
were inflicted which were in no sense 
desirable. [Cries of “Oh!”| Of course a 
good many hon. Members who cried 
“Qh!” had not heard the matter discussed 
as, following the example of the Prime 
Minister, while the debate was going on 
they were sleeping in their beds. He 
earnestly appealed to the right hon. 
Gentleman to consider whether he should 
not revise the whole of the Act. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said the remarks 
of the noble Lord were not in order. He 
thought he ought to mention to the 
Committee that the real point they had 
to consider was whether they should 
amend the Amendment. He had not 
the least objection to the two things being 
discussed together—the..Amendment to 
‘the Amendment and the Amendment 
itself—-so long as it was understood that 
| there was no hiatus between the settling 
|of the two points. If he allowed hon. 
Members to discuss the Amendment to 
the Amendment as well as the Amend- 
ment there must be no after discussion 
of the Amendment. 





pointed out that the expression “ corporal | 


punishment ” was used in Section 133 and 

other parts of the Army Act. It would, 

he thought, be better to substitute it for 
5 

* flogging,” otherwise it might seem as 

though corporal punishment might be 

inflicted by a general officer in the field. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said the Com- 
mittee ought to pause before they lightly 
did away with flogging altogether in the 
Army. He was sure the Committee 
would agree with him that it was quite 


conceivable that, in the field, there might 
be such a state of affairs in the presence 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
it appeared to him that they had been 
discussing for thirty five minutes an 
entirely unnecessary point, The Amend- 
ment of the right hon, Gentleman 
suggested that the word “ flogging’ 
‘indicated a kind of punishment which 
'was to be abolished. It was suggested 
‘that corporal punishment might still be 
necessary, but he thought the general 
opinion was in favour of getting rid both 
|of flogging and of corporal punishment. 
| He should be willing to vote with the 
'noble Lord who had suggested that the 
_ words “corporal punishment ” should be 








of the enemy in which the absence of the | substituted for “ flogging,” but it seemed 
power to flog might necessitate the! to him that the whole difficulty might be 
infliction of the penalty of death in the | got rid of in a moment if both Amend- 
case of some offences, such as the mal- | ments were withdrawn and the right hon. 
treatment of women, which he was Gentleman in charge of the Bill moved 
sorry to say had often taken place. At the adoption of the words “ flogging of 
the same time he thought it was right | other corporal punishment.” 

Lord R, Cecil. 
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Mr. LUTTRELL (Devonshire, Tavis- | 
tock) supported the suggestion. | 


Mr. HALDANE was prepared to ac- | 
cept the Amendment, but hoped the | 
Committee would now give him the 
clause. 


CapratN CRAIG desired some expla- 
nation as to the difference between | 
“ Field Punishment No. 1” and “ Field 
Punishment No. 2,” and complained that 
it was impossible to recognise the two 
statements made by the Secretary of 
State for War, one at twenty minutes 
past four and the other at twenty minutes 
past ten. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said he had great 
difficulty in understanding what the 
hon, Gentleman was driving at. He 
appeared to be calling attention to two 
inconsistent statements of the right 
hon. Gentleman, but he did not see that 
what he had said had anything to do 
with the Amendment. 


Lorp R. CECIL said that so far as he 
was concerned he was quite willing to 
withdraw his Amendment, but he desired 
to move an Amendment which applied to 
one of the other conditions with regard 


to the discretion of the general in the 
field. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 
“After the word ‘flogging’ to insert the 


words, ‘ or other corporal punishment.’ ”—(J/r. 
Haldane.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be inserted.” 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
asked, supposing a soldier proved refrac- 
tory in the field where there was no fixed 
prison, would it be considered corporal 
punishment if he were tied up, or manacled 
and fettered? It seemed to him that 
the Amendment covered a very wide 
ground. If it was so held, it seemed to 


him that the officers commanding in the 
field would be practically prevented from 
resorting to the usual methods of deten- 
tion. Supposing a soldier proved re- 
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fractory and was arrested and placed 
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in detention in a tent and he still proved 
refractory, would tying him up to a post 
or putting him in irons be construed as 
corporal punishment ? 


Mr. HALDANE said the case put by 


the hon. Member did not come within the 


term corporal punishment. It was merely 
restraint. 


Question put and agreed to. : 


Lorp R. CECIL said there was a very 
important limitation which it was proposed 
to leave out so far as the general command- 
ing in the field was concerned. The sub- 
section was in exceedingly wide terms. It 
applied to the whole of the country in 
which we might be operating against an 
enemy. If they took the recent war, 
this sub-section, had it been then in 
operation, would have applied to the 
whole of South Africa, Cape Colony, 
Natal, the Transvaal, and the Orange 
River Colony. That would have been the 
country in which “operations against the 
enemy are being conducted.” In that 
wide area the powers of the Secretary of 
State were to be exercised by the officer 
commanding-in-chief. Things had gone 
so far that the right hon. Gentleman was 
going to make rules to restrict the 
commanding ofticer. The Committee 
had agreed that he should be limited as 
to flogging and corporal punishment, but 
he would still have the power to inflict 
any term of imprisonment under any 
conditions, however severe and terrible 
they might be. If he thought it necessary 
to imprison a man hundreds of miles from 
the front he could make most severe 
regulations as to that imprisonment. 
He attached enormous importance to 
the prevention of solitary confinement or 
underfeeding ; and unless they inserted 
some such words as he suggested,, the 
commanding officer would have com- 
plete control of the incidence of punish- 
ment. He moved as an Amendment to 
add— 

“Or any imprisonment or detention more 
severe than it is under the law in force for 
the time being in any prison in England 
subject to the Prison Act, 1877.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended —- 

“* After the words last inserted, to insert the 
words, ‘or any imprisonment or detention more 
severe than it is under the law in force for the 
time being in any public prison in England 
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subject to The Prison Act, 1877.’ 


Robert Cecil.) 


Question put, 
there inserted.” 


Mr. HALDANE said that nothing was 
further from the mind of the Government 
that anything of a barbarous or 
oppressive nature should be imposed | 
in the form of imprisonment. 


than 


“That those words be 





{COMMONS} 
*—(Lord 


the House. 





But the | 


effect of the words which the noble Lord | 


proposed to add was not specific ; 
and 
almost impossible to draw up regulations. 


were perfectly general, 


they | 


made it | 


There were no prisons of the ordinary | 


kind, but only a tent ; 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 37H 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain James( Down, E.) 


Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen,A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury,E. ) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry. Redmond J.(Tyrone,N. )| 
Benn,W.(T’w’r Hamlets,8.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,Sir JH(Essex, Romford 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stonford 

Buchanan, Thomas Rybu n 


and, as they had | 
excluded flogging and corporal punish- | 





Noes, 215. 


AYES. 


Dalrymple, Viscount 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F. W.F.( BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, Wm. G.( Petersfield) 


NOES. 


‘ Burns, Rt. Hon. John 


| Burnyeat, W. 


J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 


| Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 


| Cheetham, John Frederick 


, Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clough, William 


| Clynes, J. R. 
| Coats,Sir T. Glen (Renfrew,W.) 


Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
| Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crostield, A. H. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras,N. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 


, Duckworth, James § 





Mr. HALDANE: 
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ment injurious to life and limb, he hoped 
that the Committee 
Department free to frame proper regula- 
tions, which would be laid on the Table of 
The desire was that their 
hands should not be tied. 


would leave the 


Sir G. PARKER: When those regula- 
tions are laid on the Table shall we have 
an opportunity of discussing them ? 


Yes. 


Question put, 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 44; 
(Division List No. 70.) 


Nield, Herbert 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col: R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York,E.R.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Lord 
Robert Cecil and Sir Gilbert 
Parker. 


Duncan,C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harwood, Gecrge 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E 
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Adki 
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Aller 
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Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M.(Aberdeen, W.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hudson, Walter 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Leese, SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Lever,A Levy (Essex, Harwich) | 
Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk Bghs | 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh,Jereiniah (Down,S.) 
MaeVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) 
MCallum, John M. 

MW Hugh, Patrick A. 

M'Micking, Major G. 

Mantield, Harry (Northants) 
Marnham, F. J. 


A rmy 


Proposed words, as amended, there 


inserted. 


| Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 


| Pirie, Duncan V. 
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Massie, J. 

Molteno, Percy Alport 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, Ts L. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 
Nicholson,Charles N(Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall. Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C.E. (Edinb’ gh,Central) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 


; Redmond, John E. (Waterford) | 
| Rees, J. D. 


Richards,T.F.(Wolverh’ mpt'n 
Richardson, A. | 
Ridsdale, E. A. j 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) | 
Robertson,Rt. Hn. E.(Dundee) | 
Robertson,SirG.Scott( Bradf’rd | 
Robertson, J. M. (Lyneside) | 
Roe, Sir Thomas | 
Rowlands, J. | 

| 


Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) | 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 
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| Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford). 
| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sileock, Thomas Ball 
| Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 


Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanley,Hn.A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 


Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Catheart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry"( Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Williamson, A. 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


under the Standing Orders what was 


called consequential closure —— 





Mr. HALDANE rose in his place and 
claimed to move, “That the Question 
‘That the clause, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill’ be now put.” 


Lorp R. CECIL asked whether it was 
in order for the Chairman to put the 
Motion as proposed. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD sup- 
ported the protest on the ground that 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The question of consequential closure is 
not under consideration. 


Question put, “That the Question 
‘That the clause, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill’ be now put.” 


The Committee divided.—Ayes, 217 ; 
Noes 45. (Division List No. 71.) 


AYES. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) | 





Barker, John 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A.( Finsbury, E.) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 


Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S8.Geo. 
Berridge, T.H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 


| Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
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Bethell,Sir J.H.( Essex, Romf’r 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats.Sir T. Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett.C. H.(Sussex. E.Grinst’d 
Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh,S. ) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Dunean, (. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 
Gooch, George Peabody 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
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Henderson,,J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hooper, A. G. 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Hope,W. Bateman(Somerset, N. 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Lamb,Edmund G. (Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont. Norman 

Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lever, A. Levy(Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah( Down, S. 
Mac Veigh,Charles( Donegal, E. ) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Molteno, Percy Alport 
Montague, E. S. 

Morgan, J Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 
Nicholson,CharlesN.( Doncaster 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 


O’ Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid) | 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O'Malley, William 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Stafis. Leek) 


+ 
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Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
| Philipps, Owen CG. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pollard, Dr. 
Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Rees, J. D. 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt'n 
| Richardson, A. 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
| Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt.Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott( Bradf'rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rowlands, J. 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton underLyne) 
Seaverns, J. H. 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Stanley,Hn.A.Lyylph (Chesh.) 
| 
| 
| 














| Strachey, Sir Edward 
Summerbell, T. 

| Sutherland, J. EF. 

| Taylor, John W. (Durham) 

| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 

| Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 

| Thomasson, Franklin 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 

Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 

Weir, James Galloway 

Whitbread, Howard 

‘ White, George (Norfolk) 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 

Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 

Williamson, A. 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 

Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS ,FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Peace. 
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Bak 
Bar 
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Brig; 
Brig! 
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Broo. 
Buch 
Burn 
Burn 
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Buxt 
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Cheet 
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Cobbe 
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Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

B.idgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil,Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates,E.Feetham (Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antiim,S. 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 


Question put accordingly. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 
Allen A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury,E.) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barry, F. (Cork, 8.) 
Barry,Redmond J. (Tyrone,N.) 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius 
Bethell.Sir J.H.(Essex,Romf'd 
Billson, Alfred 
Black, Arthur W. 
Boulton, A. C. F. 
Bowerman, C. W. 
Brigg, John 
Bright, J. A. 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, William 
Clynes, J. R. 
Coats,SirT.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett,CH (Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
C ean, Eugene 





' Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 


| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Henderson,J.M.(Aberdeen,W.) 
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NOES. 


Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Heatoa, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 


Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Nield, Herbert 





The Committee divided.—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 72.) 


Noes, 45. 


AYES. 


| Crombie, John William 


Crosfield, A. H. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 
Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens, I. R. 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gibb, James( Harrow) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 
Grant, Corrie 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 


Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hogan, Michael 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 


Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 


Nicholson,Wm. G.(Petersfield) | 


Parker,Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
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Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Starkey, John R. 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
' Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
| Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Younger, George 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Vis- 
count Valentia and M2. 
Forster. 


999 - 


wan 


| Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones,SirD. Brnymor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Leese,Sir JosephF.(Accrington) 
Lever, A. Levy (Essex,Harwich) 
Lever, W.H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J.R.( Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M. (Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
| MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal,E.) 
| M‘Calmont, Colonel James 

| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


M‘Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marnham, F. J. 


| Massie, J. 


Molteno, Percy Alport 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 
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Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
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Ridsdale, E. A. | 


Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
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Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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Robertson,Rt.Hn.E.(Dundee) | Verney, F. W. 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradf’d | Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 


Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Walsh, Stephen 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 





Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Rowlands, J. 


| Wardle, George J. 


Nuttall, Harry 
O’Brien,Kendal (‘TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O'Malley, William 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E.( Edinb’gh,Central) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 








Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) | Waring, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) — | Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 


Scott,A.H.(Ashton underLyne) 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. | 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) | 
Shipman, Dr. John G. | 
Sileock, Thomas Ball | 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S. ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanley, Hn.A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George ( Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Williamson, A. 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


| Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §.) 


Winfrey, R. 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 





Raphael, Herbert H. Summerbell, T. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards,T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 





Thomas, David 


Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, John W. 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | 
Alfred (Merthy | 
| Thomasson, Franklin | 


. (Durham) 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A 
Pease. 


NOES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur H 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. | 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) | 
Coates, E.Feetham (Lewisham) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) | 


| Hunt, Rowland 


Nield, Herbert 


Sir F. BANBURY moved to report 
Progress. Private Bill Committees, he 
said, were about to sit, and hon. Sew} 
bers would be unable to do their duty | 
to Private Bills and at the same time | 
remain in the House. He understood 
also that the Prime Minister had an 
engagement at twelve o'clock. He 
begged leave to move to report Progress 
and ask leave to sit again. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again.” —(Sir F. Banbury.) 


Mr. HALDANE said that was the third 
or fourth time that the Motion had been 
made. 





He did not think there was any- 


| Craik, Sir Henry 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Finch, Rt. Hon. 
Haddock, George R. 

| Hamilton, Marquess of 

| Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Heaton, John Henniker 

| Helmsley, Viscount 

| Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds | 


Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Nicholson, Wm.G. (Petersfield) 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall 
Rutherford, V/. W. (Liverpool) 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Starkey, John R. 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
| Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
| Younger, George 


George H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Viscount Valentia and Mr. 
Forster. 


Parker,Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 


thing new under the circumstances which 
the hon. Baronet had put forward which 
made the slightest difference in the 
position. The Government did not pro- 
pose to accept the Motion. 


Lorp BALCARRES appealed to the 
Secretary of State to accept the Motion. 
He (Lord Balcarres) had been in the 
House now for twenty hours, and he 
submitted that there was no Parlia- 
mentary hurry for concluding the Bill 
at that sitting. There were three 
Parliamentary weeks after the holidays 
during which the statutory requirements 
could be carried out, and no case had 
been made out for urgency. He sub- 
mitted that it was not unreasonable that 
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at that hour they should be allowed to 
adjourn. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
the Government had taken three hours of 
the time of the House during which they 
might have been discussing the Army 
(Annual) Bill. Atall events, they on that 
side of the House did not think that 
the Government had a right to take 
those hours. He belonged to a Private 
Bill Committee, and he was now due, or 
rather overdue, and he appealed to the 
Prime Minister to allow the adjournment 
of the debate, for hon. Members were only 
human. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON said the 
Secretary of State for War had not 
replied to the argument as to the 
matter of urgency. Why not adjourn 
now, and put the continuation of 
the debate down for Monday? He 
appealed to the Prime Minister, not 
only on behalf of the Opposition, but on 
behalf of the officials, and also on behalf 
of the police, who had had a very hard 
night. They had been protecting the 
House of Commons, which had _ been 
practically throughout the night in a 
state of siege. 
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The police had been | 
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intention to occupy more than an hour’s 
time. The hon. Member said so—and I 
believe the hon. Member who moved the 
Motion last night said an hour and a 
half. It is said by hon. Members opposite 
that the trouble was caused by our 
interposing the Third Reading of the 
Consolidated Fund Bill. It has always 
been the invariable practice of the House 
to take the different stages of such 
Bills de die in diem. [regarded Thursday 
as the necessary night when the Third 
Reading of the Bill would occur. Accord- 
ing to the then arrangement the Com- 
mittee stage should have been taken on 
Wednesday, but at the request of the 
Opposition, and in order to study the 
desires of hon. Members opposite, the 
whole matter was advanced, to the con- 
siderable loss of the Government. And, 
therefore, what had been provisionally 
fixed for Thursday was taken on Wednes- 
day. Then we are told that the whole 
of this all-night sitting, which I have 
been fortunate enough to escape, accord- 
ing to the intrepretation now put upon 
it—which I would never have ventured 
to put upon it—is a pure piece of 
vindictiveness in consequence of some 
alleged misconduct of the Govern- 
ment with regard to the Consolidated 


engaged in conducting women to the} Fund Bill which has been explained. 


police station, and he appealed 


to | In consequence of that, all these Amend- 


the Prime Minister even on behalf | ments of such thrilling importance and 


of the Secretary of State for War. 
He (Mr. Wilson) appealed also on behalf 
of the unfortunate Members of the 
House who had been sitting through the 
debate. If hon. Members on the Govern- 
ment side could cross the floor and look 
at their own faces, he felt that they would 
have sympathy with themselves. 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS, although 


] 2 Member of a Committee, thought it was 


their duty on the Opposition side to stay 
inthe House and see the business through. 
The difficulty was not the making of the 
Unionist Members. He thought the 
Prime Minister ought to see that they 
should adjourn. Had the original 
arrangements been adhered to the Bill 
_ have been carried through in an 
our. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The hon, Member who has just sat down 
has thrown a light upon this matter. He 
says that this Bill should have occupied 
oly an hour, and that there was no 








absolute necessity, have been put down, 
one after another, and we are asked now 
to adjourn. No, Sir; we have no inten- 
tion of doing so. The hollowness of the 
whole thing is now exposed. In one 
way or another we will secure that 
the Report stage will be taken on 
Monday, and we are not prepared 
to interrupt our scheme of business and 
sacrifice days after Easter in order to 
gratify hon. Members opposite. 


Lorp ROBERT CECIL asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman was in order in 
imputing vindictiveness to hon. Members. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that the phrase 
was only a gloss on statements made by 
hon. Members and he did not, under the 
circumstances, consider it unparliamen- 
tary. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I might reply in what I believe to be a 
legal phrase tamiliar to the noble Lord— 
Habemus confitentes reos. If it had not 
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heen for the action taken in regard to the | would have no regard for hon. Members 
Consolidated Fund Bill this question|on the Opposition side of the House, 
might have been disposed of in an hour | If the right hon. Gentleman was ready 
or an hour and a half. We are not’ to fight, so were they. 
disposed to accede to this request. 
| Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, and 
Mr. FORSTER said he had been’ claimed to move, “That the Question be 
present almost continually in the | now put. 
House during the time that the Army 
Annual Bill had been under dis- 
cussion. They had learned from the 
Prime Minister that he would not treat 
the Opposition in a reasonable manner.| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 230 ; 
They had also learned from him that he | Noes, 47. (Division List No. 73). 


| Question put, “That the Question be 
/ now put.” 


AYES. 


Davies, W. Howell (Bristol,S.) | Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. | Jowett, F. W. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 


Alden, Percy | Dobson, Thomas W. | Kearley, Hudson E. 
Allen,A. Acland (Christchurch) | Duckworth, James | Kekewich, Sir George 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) | Duncan,C.(Barrow-in-Furness) | Kelley, George D. 
Ashton. Thomas Gair ; Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) |! Kilbride. Denis 


Asquith,Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry | Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Atherley-Jones, L. Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 


Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster) 


Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) | Elibank, Master of | Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) | Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward | Lambert, George 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) Essex, R. W. | Lamont, Norman 

Barker, John Esslemont, George Birnie Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) | Everett, R. Lacey Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | Faber, G. H. (Boston) Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 
Barry,Redmond J.( Tyrone,N.) | Fenwick, Charles Lewis, John Herbert 
Benn,SirJ. Williams (Devonp’rt | Ferens, T. R. | Lloyd-George, Rt.Hon. David 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo.) | Ffrench, Peter Lough, Thomas 

Berridge, T. H. D. | Fiennes, Hon. Eustace | Lupton, Arnold 

Bertram, Julius | Findlay, Alexander | Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Bethell,Sir J.H.(Essex,Romf’d | Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Billson, Alfred | Fuller, John Michael F. | Macdonald.J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs 
Black, Arthur W. | Fullerton, Hugh Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Boulton, A. C. F. | Gibb, James (Harrow) | Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Bowerman, C. W. | Ginnell, L. | MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down. 
Brigg, John Gladstone,Rt.Hn.Herbert Jn. | MaeVeigh,Charles (Donegal,E.) 
Bright, J. A. | Glover, Thomas M‘Callum, John M. 
Brocklehurst, W. B. Grant, Corrie | M‘Crae, George 

Brooke, Stopford | Greenwood, Hamar (York) | M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill | M‘Micking, Major G. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John ! Gulland, John W. Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. | Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 


Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | Marnham, F. J. 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles | Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 


Massie, J. 


Byles, William Pollard | Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) Meehan, Patrick A. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Harwood, George Molteno, Perey Alport 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight | Hayden, John Patrick | Montagu, E. S. 

Cheetham, John Frederick | Hazel, Dr. A. E. | Mooney, J. J. 

Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. | Henderson, Arthur(Durham) | Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Clough, William | Henderson,J.M.(Aberdeen,W.) | Morrell, Philip 

Clynes, J. R. | Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) | Morse, L. L. 

Coats,SirT.Glen (Renfrew,W.) | Higham, John Sharp Murphy, John 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley | Hogan, Michael Murray, James 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) Hooper, A. G. Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncaster 


Corbett,CH(Sussex.E.Grinst’d | Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) | Hope,W.Bateman(Somerset,N. | Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Crean, Eugene | Hudson, Walter | Nuttall, Harry 4 
Crombie, John William Idris, T. H. W. O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mi 
Crosfield, A. H. Jacoby, Sir James Alfred | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) Jardine, Sir J. | O’ Dowd, John 

Davies, M.Vaughan- (Cardigan | Jenkins, J. | O'Grady, J. 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) | Jones,Sir D.Brynmor (Swansea | O'Malley, William 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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0’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs., Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price,C. E.( Edinburgh,Central) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Remond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt.Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott( Bradf’d 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 


Balearres, Lord 


| Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 


' Summerbell, T. 


Balfour, RtHn. A.J.(City Lond.) | 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Hon Guy (Winchester) 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

(Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


Question put accordingly, “That the 
Chairman do report progress; and ask 


leave to sit again.” 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord | 
Balfour,RtHn.A.J.(City Lond.) | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


| Hamilton, Marquess of 





Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S.) 
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Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashtonunder Lyne) 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 


Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, S.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore CU. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George } 





NOES. 


Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. ) 
Craig,Captain James( Down, E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 


Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey,F.W. F(BuryS. Edm’d’s 
Houston, Robert Paterson | 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane- Fox, G. R. 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) | 


| Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 


Noes, 230. 





AYES. 


| Craig,Captain James( Down, E.) 


Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 4 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey,F.W.F.( BuryS. Edmd’s 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland | 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Dublin,S) 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


TELLERS 
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Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carm’rth’n 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M’Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson,Wm. G. (Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

Parker,Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 


Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Viscount Valentia and Mr. 
Forster. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 48 ; 
(Division List No. 74). 


Nicholson, Wm. G.(Peterstield) 
Nield, Herbert 

Parker.Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
2andles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 


| Younger, George 


FOR THE AYES— 
Viscount Valentia and Mr. 
Forster. 
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Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 
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Fullerton, Hugh 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Ginnell, L. 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 


Allen,A.Acland (Christchurch) Glover, Thomas 


Allen, Charles P. (Stround) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith,Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir Jonn (Portsmouth) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Perey (Bedford) 
Barry, E. (Cork. 8.) 


| Grant, Corrie 
| Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
| Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


aldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


H 
| Harcourt, Right Hon Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
| Harwood, George 


Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) | Hayden, John Patrick 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. | Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Benn. Sir J. Williams(Devony'rt | Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets.S.Geo. | Higham, John Sharp 


Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius 


| Hogan, Michael 
| Hooper, A. G. 
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Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O’ Malley, William 

O’Shee, James John 


| Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 


Parker, James (Halifax) 


| Partington, Oswald 


Bethell,Sir J.H.( Essex, Romf’d) Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
| Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. | 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Rees, J. D. 


Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton. A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brigg, John 

Bright. J. A. 

Brocklehurst. W. B. 

Brooke. Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Causton, Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats.Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett,CH (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crosfield. A. H. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar. John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson. W.H.(St. Pancras, N. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C.( Barrow-in- Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis. Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 








Hudson, Walter 
| Idris, T. H. W. 
| Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 
| Jenkins, J. 
| Jones, Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea | 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
| Jones, William (Carnarv’nshire | 
| Jowett, F. W. 
| Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

Lamb, Edmund G.( Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 


Pearce, Robert (Staffs, Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price,C. E.( Edinburgh, Central) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 
Raphael, Herbert H. 


Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 


| Richardson, A. 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee) 


| Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradf'd) 
| Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


Robinson, 8. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Leese,Sir JosephF.( Accrington) | 


Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 


Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral) | 
| Shackleton, David James 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs) 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


Scott, A.H.( Ashton underLyne) 
Seaverns, J. H. 
Seely, Major J. B. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Stanley,Hn.A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 


MacVeagh,Jeremiah (Down.S.) | 


MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 


| M‘Callum, John M. 


M‘Crae, George = 


| M*Hugh, Patrick A. 

| M‘Micking, Major G. 

| Maddison, Frederick 

| Manfield, Harry (Northants) 





| 
| 


| 


Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F, J. 

Massie, J. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Molteno, Percy Alport 
Montagu, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 


Strachey, Sir Edward 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


| Taylor, John W. (Durham) 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 


; Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury) 


Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 


| Verney, F. W. 


; Wadsworth, J. 
| Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 


Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wardle, George J. 


| Waring, Walter 


Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 








112 


Was 
Weit 
Whit 
Whi 
Whit 
Whit 








M 
defir 
dese 
abse 
subs 
Arm 
unju 
man 
and 
victe 
be li 
than 
he 1 
woul 
but 
one 
priso 
Com 
comn 
his p 
it w 
Civil 
convl 
to pe 
convi 


ha lig 


Ne 
Act : 
ment 
(Mr. 
first t 


Mo 
“Tha 


time. 


MR 
sible { 
clause 
once } 
but tl 
one ri 
in anc 
man. 
man ¢ 
and w 
repeat 
cases 1 
had 
sought 
posing 
Not acc 








ek) 
ke) 


ral) 


rd) 


tn 


lee) 
f'd) 


rd) 
ind) 


yne) 


rd) 


: B.) 


nan) 








1125 Army 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) | 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) | Winfrey, R. 


Mr. ASHLEY moved a new clause 
defining the punishment for repeated 
desertion, fraudulent enlistment, and 
absence without leave, and by way of 
substitution for the old clause in the 
Army Act, which he contended was 
unjust. It laid down the principle that a 
man tried for fraudulent enlistment 
and desertion by Court-martial, and con- 
victed of both of those offences, should 
be liable to a higher scale of punishment 


than if convicted of only one offence. If ' 


he was convicted of two offences, he 
would be liable to penal servitude, 
but if he was convicted of only 
one offence he would be liable to im- 
prsonment. He was sure that the 
Committee would agree that, if a man 
committed an offence twice, it was right 
his punishment should be increased ; but 
it was extremely unusual, in English 
Civil Law, that a man, because he was 
convicted of two offences, should be liable 
to penal servitude, whereas, if he was 
convicted of only one offence, he would 
bz liable only to imprisonment. 


New Clause (Amendment of Army 
Act as to Desertion, Fraudulent Enlist- 
ment, and Absence without Leave)— 
(Mr. Ashley)—brought up, and read the 
first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a 
time. ” 


_Mr. HALDANE said it was impos- 
sible for him to accept the proposed new 
clause. A person enlisting fraudulently 


j once might do so under some impulse, 
but the person who had deserted from | 


one regiment, and fraudulently enlisted 


in another, was a very different type of | 
House were in an exceedingly reasonable 


man. Under the section as it stood, a 
man came under the second category, 
and was liable to penal servitude, who 
repeatedly fraudulently enlisted. Those 
tases were very few, but penal servitude 
had been inflicted. The 
sought to take away the power of im- 
posing that punishment, and he could 
hot accept it. 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 


Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) | Whitehead, Rowland 
| Whiteley, John Henry( Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carm’rth’n) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 


second | 


new clause | 


_ Amendment. 
,a division, he would support him. 
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| Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
' 2 “™ 
| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 

Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


| Pease 
| 


Sir F. BANBURY said the right 
hon. Gentleman’s argument was no 
doubt extremely good, provided that the 
punishment was limited to a certain 
number of years of imprisonment. He 
quite agreed that a man who committed 
an offence knowingly the second time 
should have a heavier punishment than the 
man who committed it for the first time, 
That principle applied to every offence 
under the statute. They all agreed that 
fraudulent enlistment was a_ serious 
offence, that it acted very detrimentally 
tothe Army, and was one for which there 
should undoubtedly be a fresh and 
increasing punishment to act as a deter- 
rent in case of repeated offences ; but the 
punishment provided in the Act was of a 
different category altogether. They were 
not content to say that the. punishment 
should be increased, but they said that a 
different kind of penalty should be im- 
posed. Could the right hon. Gentleman 
tell them of any offence in law for which 
a different penalty was inflicted on a 
second conviction! He believed there 
was no statute which said that, provided 
a man had been convicted before, he 
should be liable to a_ punishment 
different from that to which he was 
liable on first conviction. Under those 
circumstances, he thought they ought to 


pause and consider whether they should 


not accept the new clause. The Com- 
nittee, he thought, were indebted to 
his hon. friend for pointing out what 
he believed to be an absolute injustice. 
None of them was desirous of 
giving any facility for desertion or 
fraudulent enlistment, and they all 
regarded the Army as a serious pro- 
fession. He hoped those Members who 
had legal experience would show them if 
they were wrong in supporting the new 
clause, because they on that side of the 


frame of mind, and, if it could be shown 
that, as laymen, they were making a 
mistake, they would no doubt reconsider 
the matter. He, however, contended 
that they had not made a mistake, but 
that they were right in supporting the 
If his hon. friend went to 
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Mr. CAVE said they were not deal-| brought home to him. 
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If he then 


ing with the case of a man who had | committed the crime again, a severer 
been already convicted, nor with the| punishment ought to be administered, 
case of a man who had been convicted| But in this case the man was not 


more than once of fraudulent enlist- 
ment, but with the case of a man 
who had fraudulently enlisted and then 


} 


given any opportunity for repentance, 


_ He had enlisted fraudulently, but he had 


was not found out until he was brought | 
fraudulently enlisted, he deserted. That 


up asadeserter. He might then be tried, 
at one and the same time, for fraudulent 
enlistment and desertion. It was the 
first time he was charged, but he was 
charged with two offences at once. In an 
ordinary criminal Court, the man would 
be dealt with as though he was a first 
offender in each case; but under the 
section which his hon. friend sought to 
modify, if he was convicted for the first 
offence, he was liable, when charged with 
the second offence, to be treated as an 
old offender. That was neither right 
nor in accordance with the rules of our 
criminal law. 
of men brought up at the same Court on 
two charges, and they had never been 
treated on the second charge as old 
offenders. It was never done, and he 
doubted whether it could be done. 


He had known hundreds | 


not had the real significance of his crime 
brought home to him. Then, havin 


was a serious thing, but the man would not 
havejfully realised the heinousness of his 
offence in the way he would have done if 
he had already been imprisoned for it, 
He, therefore, agreed with his hon. friend 
who had raised the question, that the case 
was entirely different from that of a man 
who had committed an offence, been 
punished, had had time to consider it, and 
had then deliberately repeated the offence, 
The right hon. Gentleman must see 


|that he had put the soldier on an en- 


| 


It was | 


under this Act only, so far as he knew, that | 


a man tried with a double offence could 


be treated as an old offender and sent to, 


penal servitude for what was really | 
did not’ think | 


only one offence. He 
that that was either fair or just. 
It was certainly not in accordance with 
the rules of English civil law, and if 
the hon. Gentleman would only look into 
the matter and see what it meant, he was 
sure he would agree with them. The 


Amendment was to leave out of Section | 
12 certain words at the end, which pro- | 


vided it should be lawful, on conviction 
of a person of two or more offences, to 
award him the higher punishment pro- 


vided for a second offence, as though he | 


had been convicted by a previous Court- 
martial of one of such offences. He sup- 
ported the proposed new clause. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER heartily 
supported the proposed new clause. 
It was generally held that the object of 
punishment was to prevent a man 
from committing the offence again. If 
the man did repeat the offence after 
punishment, then the Court, as a rule, 
took a more severe view of the case, 
and properly so. The man had had time 
to think of the offence he had committed, 





'_tirely different basis from any other man 


who committed a misdemeanour or crime, 
He appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
to accept the clause, which would, 
he honestly believed, obviate unfair 
treatment of a man who had had no 
opportunity whatever of repenting of 
his offence. 


Mr. LANE - FOX was sorry to 
have to disagree from his hon. friend, 
but on this occasion he could not 
support him He entirely agreed with 
the view taken by the right hon. 
Gentleman. It was not a question between 
a first and second offence, but between 
one offence and one very much greater. 
Everybody knew that a man who habi- 
tually deserted was a far greater nuisance, 
and committed a far more serious crime, 
than could be fairly gauged by the 
question between one and two. 


was no hardship. 


penalty was seldom imposed, and surely 
it was desirable that there should be a 
severe penalty for the habitual deserter, 
who, after all, was not easy to discover, 
was a constant source of trouble, 
and might also be a source of danger. 
He could not, therefore, support the new 
clause. 


Lorp R. CECIL said the case put 
by the hon. Member for Blackpool 


and the effect of his conduct had been! was that the two offences were really 












He | 
thought, when hon. Members considered | 
the matter, they would see that there | 
The Act said that a | 
man might be sent to penal servitude; | 
but everybody knew that the maaimum | 
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one. It was not only that the man 
had not been warned, but the Court 
which had tried and found him guilty of 
one offence was naturally prone to think 
him guilty of the second offence, and the 
man did not get an impartial trial. The 
conviction of two offences by the same 
Court at the same time was not the 
same thing as the conviction of a man by 
different Courts for different offences. 
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Mr. COURTHOPE thought that if 


his hon. friends would look at the 
cause again they would see that 
their objections to the alterations 


fell to the ground. ‘lhe proposed altera- 
tion in Clause 12, as he read it, was not 
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to prevent an increased penalty being 
given for an offence committed a second 
time, but was one to prevent two offences, 
| brought up at one and the same time and 
| tried together, being treated as first and 
second offences. 


Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, “That the Question he 
now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.’ 





| Noes, 52. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232 ; 
(Division List No. 75.) 


AYES. 


Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith. Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 

Barry, E. (Cork, S,) 
Barry.Redmond. J.(Tyrone.N.) 
Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn,Sir J.Williams(Dev’np’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, 'T. H. D. 

Bertram. Julius 

Bethell, Sir J. H. (Essex, Romf’d 
Bethel, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W, 

Boulton, A, C.F, 

Brige, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Byles, William Pollard 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clough, William 

Ulynes, J. R. 

Coates, SirT.Glen-(Renfrew, W. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett,C H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh, 
Dickinson, W.H. (St.Pancras,N . 


Essex, R. W. 


Ferens, T. R. 
Ffrench, Peter 


Ginnell, L. 


Grant, Corrie 


Gurdon, Sir W. 


Hooper, A. G. 
Idris, T. H. W. 


Jardine, Sir J. 
Jenkins, J. 


Jowett, F. W. 





Debson, Thomas W. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon, John Edward 


Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 


Fiennes, Hon. Eustac> 
Findlay, Alexander 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Giover, Thomas 


Greenwood, Hamat (York) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchil! 
Gulland, John W. 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B, 
Harcourt, Right Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Herbert, I’. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hogan, Michael 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hudson, Walter 


Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor (Swansea 


Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh’e 


' Kearley, Hudson FE. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kelley, George D. 
Kilbride, Penis 
Kineaid-Smith, Captain 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominst’r 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lupton, Arnold 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederick C. 
Maclean, Donald 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E. ) 
M ‘Callum, John M. 
M‘Crae, George 
M*Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginalil 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F, J. 
Massie, J. 
Meehan, Patrick, A. 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 
Mooney, J. J. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philin 
Mo se, L. L. 
Murphy, John 
Murray, James 
Nicholson,Charles N. (Doac’r) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 
, O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 


Brampton 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O'Malley, William 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward H_ re 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C.E. (Edinburgh,Central) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mp’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. FE. (Dundee 
Robeitson,Sir G.Scott (Br'df’d 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (City Lond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
tanner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Faring, Hon. Guy W achester 
Bignold, Sir Arthuc 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Ma ylebone, E. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


Question put accordingly, “That the 
Clause be read a second time.” 


Acland-Hood, Rt. Hn. Sir Alex. F 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J. (City Lond | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 


{COMMONS} 


Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, A.H.( Ashton under Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Th mas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, 8S.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanley,Hn.A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. 8. (Mile End) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 


NOES. 


Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain James (Down, E. 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 

Givbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hervey,F.W.F. (Bury S. E’m’ds 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland } 
Lane-Fox, G. R. | 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. | 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) | 


| M ysey-Thompson, E. C. } 





Noes, 240. 


AYES. 


Cavendish, Rt.Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates,E.Feetham (Lewisham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Captain James (Down,E. 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 


| Haddock, George R. 
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Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Wad worth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leices er 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wardle, George J. 

W ring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackma nan 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway ' 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whiteley, John Henry (Halifax 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carm’rth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M’Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 


| Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


Starkey, John R. 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart: 


| Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland -Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 50: 
(Division List No. 76.) 


Hamilton, Marquess of y 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hervey, F.W.F.(Bury 8.Ed'ds 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland ont 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. ©. — 
Nicholson, Wm. G.(Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 


’ Parker,Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 


Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
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Roberts,S. (Sheftield, Ecclesall) | Valentia, Viscount 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


Starkey, John R. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 


Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Alcen, Perey 

Allen. A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Alen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
saring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow. Percy (Bedford) 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 
Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn,Sir J.Wil’izms (Devonp’t 
Benn, W.(T’ wr H’ mlets,8.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,S ir J.H. (Essex,R’ mf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
lillson, Alfred 

Pirrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

surt, Rt. Hon. Thomes 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, William 

(‘lynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett.C.H.(Sussex,E.Gr’st’d) 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugere 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Crostield, A. H. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, MW. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras, N 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 
Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett. R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Bostoz.) 


VOL. CLXXI. 


Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 


NOES. 


Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Faller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Right Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hert-Davies, T. 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 


| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hogan, Michael 

Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hudson, Walter 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 


| Jenkins, J. 


Jones,Sir D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E, 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lever,A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W.H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs) 


| Mackarness, Frederic C. 


[FouKTH SERIFs. ] 


Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
MacVcigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
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Younger, George 


TELLERS FoR THE AyES—Mr. 
Ashley and Mr. Claude Hay. 


M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks,G. Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Molteno, Perey Alport 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O'Malley, William 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price,C.E. (Edinburgh,Central) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mp’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt.Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson,SirG.Scott (Bradf’d 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Rose, Charles Day 


Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott,A.H. (Ashton under Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, 8. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Elward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | 


Army 


Verney, F. W. 


Mr. ASHLEY said he wished to move 
another new clause with reference to 
fraudulent enlistment. He proposed to 
omit in paragraph 8, Sub-section 1, Section 
13, the words “obtain a regular discharge 
therefrom or otherwise.” He moved this 
new clause for tworeasons. In the clause 
as it stood there were, in his opinion, 
words which were redundant, and which 
therefore ought not to be retained. 
In his new clause it was said that a man 
must fulfil the conditions to enable him 
to enlist; and therefore he saw no 
necessity why it should be said that he 
must “have obtained a regular discharge 
from the Regular Forces.” He must 
have done so to fulfil the conditions. As 
the clause stood it would be practically 
impossible for an officer who belonged to 
the Regular Force to join a local force 
such as was raised in 1897 during the 
South African War without coming under 
the dire pains and penalties of imprison- 
ment, and, if he did it twice, of penal 
servitude. 


New Clause (Amendment of Army 
Act as to Fraudulent Enlistment)—(J/,. 
Ashley)—brought up, and read the first 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed : 
“ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. HALDANE said he could not 
gather what was the purpose of the hon. 
Member in moving the new clause. The 
words he proposed to strike out were the 
very essence of the clause. If a man 
enlisted in two corps he disturbed the 
situation in a way which introduced great 
confusion, and consequently it had been 
made a specitic offence to enlist in 
another corps without having first 


{COMMONS} 


| Tennant,Sir Elward (Salisbury 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, Davi 1Alfre 1(M rth yr) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugen>(Clackmannan) 
| Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
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Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Wiitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn (Carm’rth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. RB.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §,) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE Noes—Mr, 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 


Pease. 


obtained a regular discharge from the 
one he joined first. The Government 


‘could not, therefore, consent to havinz 


the clause cut down: 


Viscount TURNOUR thought the 
clause, as it stood, imposed rather hard 
restrictions upon officers of the Auxiliary 
Forces. He called particular attention to 
the words “ or any force raised in India or 
the Colonies,” and asked what was the 
definition of the word “Force” in that 
connection. He was in the Yeomanry. 
Supposing he went into the Colonies and 
joined a rifle club, the members of which 
drilled together, would he be guilty 
of having joined a force raised in 
the Colony without first obtaining his 
discharge from the Yeomanry? 

Mr. HALDANE: Of course it must 
be a regular corps. 


Sir F. BANBURY said the right hon. 
Gentleman had told them he could not 
accept the new clause because, if a man 
enlisted in two different corps, it caused 


confusion and no doubt showed the 
nominal strength greater than the 


actual strength. That seemed to be 
a fallacious argument. Supposing they 
adopted the new clause; what would 
They would be putting the 
Auxiliary Forces on the same footing 
as the Regular Forces. Was not that 
what the right hon. Gentleman was 
trying todo in his scheme? Was he not 
trying to make the Army one homogene- 
ous whole? He thought, if the right hon. 
Gentleman further considered the matter, 
he would sce that his hon. friend was 
right. He would put another point to 
the right hon. Gentleman. The Militia 
was going to be abolished. What was 
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the use, therefore, of making a special 


provision for a corps which was not going 
to exist ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order. I 
do not consider that kind of argument is 
in order. We have to take things as 
they are. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that he under- 
stood from the Chairman’s ruling that 
they could not go into the whole question 
of what would happen under the new 
scheme, but his argument was that, 
supposing the new scheme came into 


Army 
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existence, there was no reason why the 
Militia and the Yeomanry should be put 
in a different position from that of the 
Regular Army. 


Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 244 ; 
Noes, 57. (Division List No. 77.) 








Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Ga'r 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
B-ker,Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 


Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) ' 


Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. P. 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 
Beale, W. P. 

Benn,Sir J. Williams (Devonp’t 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,Sir J.H. (Essex, R’mf’d 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T’. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex,E.Grn’st’d | 
Craig,Herbert J. (Tynemouth) | 
Crean, Eugene | 
Crooks, William 
Crosfield, A. H. 


Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) | 
Davies,M.Vaughan- (Cardigan) | 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 


AYES. 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H. (St. Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 


| Gibb, James (Harrow) 


Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 


| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
| Gulland, John W. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 


| Hazel, Dr. A. E. 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 


| Hogan, Michael 
| Hooper, A. G. 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset,N 
Hudson, Walter 

Idris, T. H. W. 
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Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Jones,Sir D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lea,Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, FE. 
Leese,Sir Joseph F. (Accr’gton) 
Lever, A.Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J. M. (Falkirk Bg’hs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnarmara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Mac Veagh,Jeremiah (Down,S.) 
Mac Veigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks, G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnhan, F. J. 
Massie, J. 
Meehan, Patrick A. 
Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Perey Alport 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 


| Montagu, E. S. 
| Mooney, J. J. 


Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 


| Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Morrell, Philip 
Morse, L. L. 
Murphy, John 
Murray, James 
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Nicholson, CharlesN(Doncast’r 
Norman, Sir Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Grady, J. 

O'Malley, William 

Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Peerce, William (Limehouse) 

Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard. Dr. 

Price, C.E.(Edinb’gh, Ccntral) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Yedmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 

Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 

Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee 


{COMMONS} 


Robertson, J. M. (‘Tyneside) 
Robinson, 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, A. H. (Ashton under Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, 8S.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley. Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, b. S. (Mile End) 
Summerbell, 'T' 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Sir Edward(Salisbury 


NOES. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Dalrymple, Viscount 
Ashley, W. W. Fell, Arthur 
Balcarres, Lord Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(City Lond. | Forster, Henry William 


Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 





Question put accordingly, * That the | 
Clause be read a second time.” | Noes, 252. 


AYES. 


Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham) | 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex. F 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHn.A.J.(City Lond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 





Robertson, Sir G.Scott( Bradf’rd | 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
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Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan, F.) 
| Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
| Thor e, William 
Torranc , Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 
Wadsworth, J. 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 
Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wardle, George |J. 
| Waring, Walter 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carm’rth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon’ 3-4 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Nicholson, Wm.G.(Petersfield) 

Nield, Herbert 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 

| Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Starkey, John R. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nores— Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


57 


(Division List No. 3 By 


| Corbett, T. L. Down, North) 

| Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

| Dalrymple, Viscount 

| Fell, Arthur 

| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 

| Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West 
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Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. | 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helinsley. Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F( BuryS.Edm’('s 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R 

Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col.A.R 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. 


Army 


Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Bak>r, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 

Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Benn,SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Berridge, 'L. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 
Bethell,SirJ.H (Essex, R’ mf’rd) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

srigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Buxto a, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
syles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerinan, Sir H. 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
“hurcbill, Winston Spencer 
Clough, William 
Clynes, J. R. 
Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex,EGrinst’d 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W. H. (St.Panceras, 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 

M ysey-Thompson, E. C 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, Wm.G. (Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Packer, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Starkey, Jchn R. 

Talbot, Lord (E. Chichester) 


NOES. 


Dunean,C.( Barrow-in-Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Dsenbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Essex, R. W. 
Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens, ‘1. R. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Firench, Peter 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJobn 
Glover, Thomas 
Grant, Corrie 
Greenwood, Ha nar (York) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r) 
Hart- Davies, T. 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, Sharp John 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hogan, Michael 
Hooper, A. G. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Hudson, Walter 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Idris, T. H. W. 
Jackson, R. S. 
Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 
Jenkins, J. 
Jones, SirD. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jowett, F. W. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
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Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 


Younger, George 


TEELLRS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Roberts and Mr. Watson 
Rutherford. 


Kelley, George D. 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 
Lea, HughCecil(St. Pancras, E.) 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington) 
Lever, A Levy(Essex, Harwich) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-G orge, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh, Charles(Donegal,E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Micking, Major G, 
Mallet, Charles E. 
Manfield, Harry -(Northants) 
Marks, G.Croydon(Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 
Massie, J. 
Meehan, Patrick A. 
Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Perey Alport 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montague, E. S. 
Mooney, J. J. 
Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 
Morse, L. L. 
Murph », John 
Murray, James 
Nicholson, CharlesN(Doncast’r 
Norman, Sir Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Dowd, John 
O’Grady, J. 
O'Malley. William 
Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
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Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C.E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clar ) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 


Robertson, Rt.Hn. E. (Dundee) | 


Robertson,SirG. Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H.( Brentford) 
Samuel, HerbertL. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott,A. H. (Ashton-und.-Lyne 


{COMMONS} 


Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silecock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 

| Smyth, Thomas F, (Leitrim, S.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 


Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 


Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sstraus, B. 8. (Mile End) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
| Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, SirEdward(Salisbury 
Thomas, Sir A (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thorne, William 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 





(Annual) Bill. 


Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Cla *kmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors.—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 





Mr. ASHLEY moved as a 


new 
clause to insert in Clause 97 of the 
Army Act after the word “attes- 


tation” the words “in a non-European 
corps.” He pointed out that under 


| 
} 
| 
| 


the Army Act a master in the United | 


Kingdom could regain the 
of an apprentice if he enlisted in His 
Majesty’s Regular Army before the con- 
clusion of his term of indenture. The 
object of his new clause was to ensure 
that a master in England should not 
have preferential treatment over a master 
in one of our Colonies. He was sure 
that hon. Members opposite, who always 
wished to be fair to everybody and did 
not often succeed, would see that if his 
clause were accepted by the Committee 
it would enable a master in the Colonies 
to recover the services of an apprentice 
if he absconded and enlisted in a native 
regiment, just as a master at home could 
recover his apprentice’s services. He 


could not conceive anybody object- 
ing to pass such a clause. Why 
should a master who had an_ in- 


dentured labourer working for him 
lose the services of that labourer, and 
not be able to get him back, if he 
absconded and enlisted in one of the 
native corps which were scattered all 
over the Empire—in Hong Kong, 
Singapore, the West Indies, and other 
places ? 


New Clause (Amendment of Section 
97, 


Army Act, as to indentured 


services | 


labourers) —(Mr. Ashley)—brought up’ 


| and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question _ put, 
“ That the clause be read a second time.’ 


Mr. HALDANE found it difficult to 
discover what the purpose of the hon. 


| Member was in moving this alteration in 





the law. There was no distinction in 
principle between Clauses 96 and 97. 
lf a young man below twenty-one who 
wa3 an apprentice, enlisted in the Army, 
he could be reclaimed under certain con- 
ditions. He saw no need for differentia- 
tion between a European and a non- 
European corps. 


Viscount HELMSLEY thought the 
point raised by the Member for Black- 
pool was a very valuable one. To make 
the provisions in Clauses 96 and 97 
clearer, he would suggest the insertion of 
the words “whether in a European or 
non-European corps.” 


*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
CALDWELL) pointed out that the ques 
tion before the Committee was that 
the clause be read a_ second time. 
When it was read a second time would 
be the time to amend it. 


Sik F. BANBURY said the Secre- 
tary for War did not evidently under- 
stand his own Act, because he had said 
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that the result of the alteration which the proposed clause that the Army Act 


his hon. friend had proposed would be was not clear at present. 


When the 


to put the indentured labourer in a | clause was passed it could be amended so 


different position from the apprentice. 
But it would do nothing of the kind. 


What it really meant was that the pro- | 


visions of the Act not having been made 
sufficiently elastic to cover the case of 


as to make the matter perfectly clear. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY considered that 


| the discussion had made it quite clear that 


forces regular and irregular which were | 


serving in the Colonies, non-European 
forces serving in the Colonies could not 
come under it. It was very clear that 
something of the sort must be inserted 
in the clause, or else they would be in 
the position that an indentured labourer 
who left his employer and went into the 


native foree at Hong Kong or in some | 


parts of India—— 


*THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : Order, 


order. The simple question is whether 


this clause shall be limited to enlistment | 


in a non-European corps or not. 


Sm F. BANBURY thought it an 


extremely good argument in favour of 


the new clause moved by his hon. friend 
was one of considerable importance. It 
was essential that the Committee should 
know exactly where it was in limiting 
or extending the conditions under which 
indentured labourers might be either 
taken for military purposes as in this 
case—— 


*THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : These 
general observations are not relevant to 
the question before the Committee. The 
question is that this clause be read a 
second time. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 57, 
Noes, 261. (Division List No. 79.) 





Acland-Hood, Rt.Hn.SirAlexF. | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Balcarres, Lord 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Banner, John S. Harmood 
Baring, Hon, Guy (Winchester) | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgeman, W. Clive. 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E.Feetham( Lewisham) 
Corbett, IT. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 





Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 








| Hamilton, Marquess of 


AYES. 
Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan | 
Fell, Arthur 


Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 


Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F(BuryS.Edm’ds | 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Long, Col.CharlesW(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Dublin,S. | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Mason, James F.(Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, Wm.G. (Petersfield) | 


NOES. 


Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, SirJ.Williams(Devonp'rt 
Benn, W(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 
Bethell,SirJ.H.( Essex,Romf’rd 





Nield, Herbert 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Starkey, John R. 

| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

| Thomson, W. Mitchell- (Lanark) 


Turnour, Viscount 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 


Younger, George 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 


Ashley and Sir Gilbert 


Parker. 


Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 
Bottomley, Horatio 
Boulton, A. C. F. 
Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
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Byles, William Pollard 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 3 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, William s+ 

Clynes, J. R, 

Coats, SirT.Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 


Army 


Corbett,C H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d | 


Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
C-ooks, William 

Crosfield, A.8H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 
Duncan, C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hardie,J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael ¥ 

Hooper, A. G. : 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N) 


t 
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Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 
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' Lewis, John Herbert 


Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnol 1 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
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| Norton, Captain Cecil William 
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Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n | 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Mr. COURTHOPE moved a new clause 
repealing Clause 187 of the Army Act. 
He explained that the clause dealt with the 
application of the Army Act to the 
Channel Islands and the Isle of Man. If 
it were examined in connection with the 
early clauses of the Army Annual Bill 
some very curious inconsistencies would 
be revealed. In the second clause of the 
Bill the Channel Islands and the Isle of 
Man were grouped with the United 
Kingdom in regard to the date when the 
Act should come into force, but in Clause 
187, with which he was dealing, the 
Channel Islands and the Isle of Man for 
certain purposes in the Act were to be 
deemed to be Colonies, Clause 2 of the 
Bill provided that in the Colonies the 
Act should come into force on 31st July. 
Therefore, there was this curious state of 
things —that, for certain purposes, viz., for 
the purposes of the regular forces in the 
Channel Islands, the Act should come 
into force on one day, and for the purposes 
of the Auxiliary Forces in the same 
islands the Act should come into force 
on another day. By Clause 186 it 
was provided that under certain condi- 
tions the Auxiliary Forces should be 
deemed to be part of His Majesty’s Forces 
within the meaning of the Act. There- 
fore, there was hopeless complexity. In 
the Isle of Man the state of things was 
similar, although not identical. The Isle 
of Man was a colony for the purposes of 
the Militia, but not for the Auxiliary 
Forces. Thus, for Militia purposes the 
Act would come into force on one date, 
and for all other purposes on a different 
date. He submitted that that was a 
very undesirable state of things and would 
cause great confusion. He failed to find 
any reason for this extraordinary state of 
things, and it seemed to him that Clause 
187 should be cut out. The effect of the 
clause would be that the existing in- 
consistencies would be done away with 
without any inconvenience to the Forces 
: the Crown or to those who administered 

em. 


Army 


Winfrey, R. 


. 


New Clause (Repeal of Section 187 of 
Army Act)—(Mr. Courthope) — Brought 
up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question put, “That 
the clause he read a second time.” 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8S.) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Mr. HALDANE said the hon. Member 
was under an illusion. This clause of 
the Army Act did not apply to any place 
to which it was not extended by the 
Army Annual Act. The Army Annual 
Act had its own provisions with regard 
to the time of application. When the 
Army Act did apply, there were certain 
modifications of its provisions for the 
purpose of adapting the machinery of 
the General Act. If they took Clause 
187 they found that, while the Act 
prima facie did apply to the Channel 
Islands and the Isle of Man, as regarded 
billeting and impressment of carriages, 
which was one subject by itself, the 
provisions of the Act were not ex- 
tended either to the Channel Islands 
or to the Isle of Man. As regarded 
sentences of penal servitude these islands 
were deemed to be Colonies. For the 
purposes of the Auxiliary Forces they 
were made Colonies also, and that took 
the Auxiliary Forces out of the establish- 
ment of the British Militia and other 
Forces of the Crown. When the principal 
Act applied, these particular modifications 
were made for this specific purpose. It 
would be found that the principal Act 
and the Army Annual Act were quite 
harmonious. 


Sir F. BANBURY thought he under- 
stood the explanation of the Secretary 
of State for War. The right hon. Gentle- 
man did not wish the Militia in the Isle 
of Man to come under the Army Annual 
Act, but he wished to preserve that body 
as an independent force under the com- 
mand of the Governor. 


Mr. HALDANE: I was not touching 
that question ; I was only taking it as a 
particular case of the alteration under 
the Army Annual Bill. I see no reason 
for disagreeing with the statement of my 
hon. friend that in the Isle of Man the 
Militia for certain purposes would not be 
under the provisions of the Army Act. 


Sm F. BANBURY considered that 
that was an extremely awkward predica- 
ment for the Militia to be in, for they 
would find great difficulty in discovering 
whether they were under the provisions 
of the Army Annual Act or not. The 


_ officers might be able to understand the 
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extreme technicality of the Act, but the 
poor ordinary Militiaman would not. 
They would, no doubt, find that 
they had committed offences which, 
if they had understood the Army Annual 
Act, they would not have committed. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
the clause which it was proposed to 
omit exempted from impressment of 
carriages and billeting the Isle of Man 
and the Channel Islands. But what 
were the objections to provisions as to 
billeting and impressment of carriages 
applying to those islands? If the 
provisions were good, why should they 
not be operative there also? He could 
see no reason why, if troops required 
the use of carriages, carts, wagons 
and accommodation, they should not be 
able to have them in the Channel Islands 
and the Isle of Man as elsewhere. Un- 
less some better explanation were given 
by the Secretary for War as to why he 
objected to the new clause, he should 
certainly support it. 


Army 
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Mr. CLAUDE HAY considered that it 
was abundantly clear from the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman that it would 
be very difficult for persons unaccustomed 
to the language in which these docu- 
ments were couched to understand the 
clause. He therefore appealed to the 
Secretary for War to find words, before 
the Report stage, which would make 
it quite clear to all the Forces how 
they stood in the Isle of Man and 
the Channel Islands with respect to 
billeting and other provisions in Clause 
187 of the Army Act. It seemed 
somewhat ridiculous that in those two 
parts of the King’s dominions there 
should be no provision for impressment 
of carriages and for billeting when 
necessary. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 54; 
Noes, 262. (Division List No. 80). 


AYES. 











Acland-Hood,RtHn.SirAlex.F. | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Bigno d, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Lord R.(Marylebone, E.) 





Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Captain James (Down, E. 
Craik, Sir Henry 


Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) | 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hon.HerbertHenry | 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | 
Barber, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnes G. N. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Barry,Redmond J. (Tyrone, N. 


Sir F. Banbury. 


Dalrymple, Viscount 


Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Govan | 
| Fell, Arthur 


Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Helmsley, Viscount 


Hervey, F.W.F'.(BuryS.Edm’ds | 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Tone Rt. Hn. Walter ‘oeeael 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Nicholson, Wm.G.(Petersfield) 


NOES. 


Beale, W. P. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,Sir J. Williams( Devonp’rt 
| Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 


| Bertram, Julius 
| Bethell,Sir J.H.(Eesex,Romf’rd 


Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 
Black, Arthur W. 


| Bottomley, Horatio 
| Boulton, A. C. F. 

| Bowerman, C. W. 

| | Bramsdon, T. A. 


| Brigg, John 





O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Randles, Sir John Scurrah 


Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Starkey, John R. 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thomson, W. Mitchell (Lanark) 
Turnour, Viscount 
VaJontia, Viscount 

| Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 

Wilson,A. Stanley (York, E. R. 


Younger, George 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES.—Mr. 
Courthope and Mr, Clande 
Hay. 


Brocklehurst. W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Channing, Sir Francie Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 

Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew,W.) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
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Henry, 
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Hogan, 
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Hyde, C 
Iris, T. 
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Corbett,C. H. (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

(raig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
(rean, Eugene 

(remer, William Randal 

Crooks, William 

(rosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W. H.(St. Pancras,N. 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 

Dobson, Thomas W. 

Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F, 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 
(Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamer (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
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Halpin, J. 
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Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Hooper, A. G. 
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Hudson, Walter 
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Hyde, Clarendon 

liris, T. H. W. 

Jackson, R. S. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea | 
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Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
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Maclean, Donald 
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MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
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M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


| M‘Micking, Major G. 

| Mallet, Charles E. 

| Manfield, Harry (Northants) 

| Marks,G. Croydon(Launceston) 


Massie, J. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Napier, T. B. 
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Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Sir Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


| Rees, J. D. 


Rendall, Athelstan 
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Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee) 
Robertson,SirG.Scott(Bradfr’d 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
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Shipman, Dr. John G,. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 
Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Sir Albert 


| Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
| Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
| Strachey, Sir Edward 





Straus, B. 8S. (Mile End) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore, C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glan.organ,E.) 
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Thomasson, Franklin 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Verney, F. W. 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
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Wardle, George J. 
Waring, Walter 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
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Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
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Whitehead, Rowland 
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Wilkie, Alexander 
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Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8S.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


es 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A 
Pease. : 
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CAPTAIN CRAIG moved a new clause, 
the effect of which was to increase the 
penalty provided in sub-section 4 of 
Clause 98 of the Act, on a summary 
conyiction, for interfering with the 


recruiting of his Majesty’s forces from | 


£20 to £50, or three months im- 
prisonment. He wished to lay special 
stress upon the seriousness of the crime 
of directly or indirectly, interfering 
with recruiting. In certain parts of 
Ireland the present fine had proved 
insufficient to prevent seditious litera- 
ture being circulated and intimidation 
practised. The men who, undeterred 
by that intimidation had joined the 
territorial regiments in Ireland had 
proved to be as good soldiers as served 
anywhere in His Majesty’s dominions ; 
therefore his remarks must not be con- 
sidered as casting any reflection upon 
such well known honourable regiments 
as they had in Ireland. Recruits from 
all sections of the population having once 
accepted service proved themselves—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN said he could not 
allow this new clause to be made an 
excuse for dealing with the Irish recruit- 
ing question. The hon. and gallant 
Member must confine himself to the 
question whether or not the penalty for 
interference with recruiting should be 
altered. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL (Dublin 
University) asked whether the hon. 
and gallant Member was not entitled to 
show the extent of the mischief. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said he did not 
think that was the proper time to go 
into the question of Irish recruiting. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL asked when | 


would be the proper time. It seemed 
impossible that there could be a more 
suitable or reasonable opportunity for 
considering the matter than when a 
clause was moved which aimed directly 
at the prevention of interference with 
enlistment. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said the question 
was simply whether or not the penalty 
should be increased. 


Captain CRAIG said that under the | 


circumstances he could do no more than 
formally move his proposed new clause. 
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‘and to the Empire. 








(Annual) Bill, 


New clause (Additional Penalty op 
interference with recruiting) —(Captain 
Craig.) —brought up and read a first 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the clause be read a second time. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said that 
although the new clause proposed to 
increase the penalty for interfering with 
recruiting, under the ruling of the 
Chair they were not allowed to give any 
reason why the penalty should be 
increased. That seemed to be a very 
hard ruling —— 


CHAIRMAN | said the _ hon, 
Member must not criticise the ruling 
of the Chair. Under the circumstances 
in which the [louse was sitting he 
thought he was perfectly justified in 
refusing to allow the question of recruit. 
ing in Ireland to be discussed on that 


*The 


occasion. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said it was a 
curious thing that the Chairman should 
accept a clause dealing with an increased 
penalty for interference with recruiting, 
and then refuse to allow proof to be 


brought of such interference. 


*The CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 


must not criticise my ruling. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I bow to your 
ruling, Sir. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL pointed 
out that the object of the new clause 
was to make more real and _ effective the 
existing enactment in the Army Actin 
reference to any attempt to interfere, 
directly or indirectly, with recruiting for 
His Majesty’s Army. In order to keep 
within the ruling of the Chair, he would 
avoid going into detail, but in Ireland 
there existed at present an anti-enlist- 
ment crusade carried on by secret means, 
and the only available method of dealing 
with it was to deal with the persons 
who circulated anti-enlistment pamphlets 
and posted up intimidatory _ notices. 


More stringent measures were absolutely 


essential if they were to preserve what 
in the past had been one of the most 
fertile recruiting grounds for men who 
had proved a credit to their native land 
Public opinion was 
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resisting the pressure. 


recruiting in the Army. 


prese nt 


checking the evil, the 


practically giving 


anti-enlisting ¢ rusade, 
hon. Gentleman that they 


to the necessity for 


penalty. 


Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, oo J.(Tyrone, 
Beale, W. P. 

Bell, his hard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, Sir J. Williams (Devonp't 
Benn, W. (‘T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo 


N.) 


Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius 


Bethell, Sir J.H. Essex,Romfd) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Bottomley, Horati 

Boulton, AC. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 





not the same in Ireland as here, and 
the whole pressure of powerful political 
organisations was behind the men carry- 
ing on the anti-recruiting crusade. 
humble men who might be encouraged 
to enlist were often “quite incapable. of 
The matter 
one of the most serious that could be 


sentative of the Irish Government been 
he would have asked 


increased facilities 
the persons engaged i in that seditious and 


discussing the action of His Majesty’s 
Government, and he must confine himself 
increasing 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 
Mr. 
The 


dealing by 


Was 


raised on the Army Bill, the agitation 
having already done great injury to 


Had a repre- 
said the 
whether 


Government were 


to 


*Tue CHAIRMAN reminded the right 


were not now 
now put. 


the 


Noes, 57. 


AYES. 


a Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clough, William 
Clynes, J. R. 
Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett, CH (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8S. 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Ran ‘al 
Crooks, William 
Crosfield, A. H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy lorry 


Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.‘St. Pancras,N. 
Dillon, John 

Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 


JAMES CAMPBELL 
would content himself with pressing upon 
the Committee the strong necessity for 


(Juestion put, 
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said he 


legislation with the daily 


increasing seditious agitation in Ireland, 
the avowed purpose of which was to 
exclude all Irishmen from service in His 
Majesty’s forces, naval or military. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH pointed out that 
the pamphlet by means of which it was 
anti enlistment 
carried on was really a reprint from 


crusade was 


the practice enforced by the late Adiminis- the Annual Report of the Reyistrar- 
tration, under which they took into General on the morality of the Army. 
custody persons caught in the act of And as to the alleged secret means, the 
as intimidatory i ar pamphlets were issued by the Irish 
had been countermanded by a circular [yionist Alianc  Ciset rene 
itt msi oe 


Mr. BUCHANAN rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 


‘That the Question be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 272, 
(Division List No. 81.) 


Dunean, C. ( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Essex, R. W 
Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
F. nwick, Charles 
Ferens, T. R. 
Ferguson, R. C. 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fi nnes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gill, A. H. 
Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert Jn. 
Glover, Thomas 
Grant, Corrie 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 
Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 


Munro 


, Harvey, W.E. (Derbyshire,N.E 
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Harwood, George | Marnham, F. J. | 
Hayden, John Patrick | Massie, J. 


Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) | 


| Masterman, C. F. G. 

| Meehan, Patrick A. 

| Micklem, Nathaniel 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 
Mooney, J. J. 


Higham, John Sharp | Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) | 
Hobart, Sir Robert | Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen}'! 
Hogan, Michael | Morrell, Philip | 
Hooper, A. G. | ‘Morse, L. L. 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somers’t,N. | 
Hudson, Walter | 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 


Murphy, John 
Murray, James 
Napier, T. B. 

| Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’) | 
| Nolan, Joseph 

| Norman, Sir Henry 


Jackson, R. 8. | Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Jardine, Sir J. | Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Jenkins, J. | Nuttall, Harry 


Johnson, John (Gateshead) | O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
Jones, Sir D.Brynmor(Swansea | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) | O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | Q’ Dowd, John 

Jowett, F. W. | O'Malley, William 

Kearley, Hudson E. O’Shee, James John 
Kekewich, Sir George | Parker, James (Halifax) 
Kelley, George D. | Paul, Herbert 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Kilbride, Denis : Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Lecminster | Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) Pirie, Duncan V. 

Lamont, Norman Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) | 
Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. | Pullar, Sir Robert 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington | Raphael, Herbert H. 

Lever,A. Levy(Essex, Harwich | Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) | Redmond, William (Clare) 
Lewis, John Herbert Rees, J. D. 

Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David | Rendall, Athelstan 

Lough, Thomas Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes Richardson, A. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) Rickett, J. Compton 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs | Ridsdale, E. A. 

Mackarness, Frederic C. Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Maclean, Donald Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. Robertson, Rt.Hn. E. (Dundee | 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift Robertson,SirG.Scott (Bradf’rd | 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. | Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal,E.) Robinson, S. 

M‘Callum, John M. Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
M‘Crae, George Roche, John (Galway, East) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. Roe, Sir Thomas 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) Rose, Charles Day 

M‘Micking, Major G. Rowlands, J. 

Mallet, Charles E. Runciman, Walter 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) | Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


NOES. 


Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

| Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C. W. 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J.(City Lond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | ‘ 
Banner, John S. Harmood- Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. ) 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) | Coates,E.Feetham (Lewisham) 
Bignold, Sir Arthur Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Bowles, G. Stewart Courthope, G. Loyd 








| Helmsley, Viscount 
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| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 


| Shackleton, David James 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F,(Leitrim,S.) 
Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 


| Stanley, Hn.A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 


Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 


Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 


| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
| Taylor, John W. (Durham) 

| Taylor, Theodore C.(Radcliffe) 
| Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury 
| Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
| Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
: Thomasson, Franklin 

' Torrance, Sir A. M. 


Toulmin, George 


| Verney, F. W. 


Vivian, Henry 
Wadsworth, J. 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 


| Walters, John Tudor 


Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, §,) 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Wardle, George J. 
Waring, Walter 


| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Wedgewood, Josiah C. 
Weir, James Galloway 


| Whitbread, Howard 
| White, George (Norfolk) 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


| Whitehead, Rowland 
| Whitley,John Henry (Halifax) 
| Wilkie, Alexander 


Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarthn) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Williamson, A. 

| Wilson, HenryJ.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 

| Winfrey, R. 


Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYFS—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A 
Pease. 


Craig, Capt. James (Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 
Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Fell, Arthur 

Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
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Hervey, F. W. F.(Bury S.Edmd’s 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Liddell, Henry 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Dublin,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton | 
Morpeth, Viscount 


Question put accordingly, ‘“‘ That the 
clause be read a second time.” 


Acland- Hood, Rt. Hn.SirAlex F. | 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. | 
Balcarres, Lord | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(City Lond. | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Banner, John S. Harmood- | 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. | 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Collings, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm’gham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Charles Curtis( Antrim, S. | 


Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury,E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,Sir J. Williams(Devonp’t 
Benn, W.(‘T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 
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Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
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Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield | Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 


O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 


Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 


| Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


Younger, George 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | TeLLers ror THE Nozs—Vis- 


Starkey, John R. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) | 
| Turnour, Viscount } 


Noes, 288. 


AYES. 


Craik, Sir Henry 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Gov’n | 
Fell, Arthur 

Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F. W. F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Liddell, Henry 

Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. 


| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompton, E. C. 
Middlemore,John Throgmort’n 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


NOES. 


Bethell,Sir J.H.(Essex,R’mf’rd 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 


count Valentia and Mr. 


Forster. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 64; 
(Division List No. 82.) 


; Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) 


Nield, Herbert 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Turnour, Viscount 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Craig and Major 
Coates. 


Coats, Sir 'T’.Glen( Renfrew, W.) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 


| Dalziel, James Henry 


Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 


| Daies, Timothy (Fulham) 


Davies W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N 
Dillon, John 


| Dobson, Thomas W. 


Duckworth, James 

Duncan,C. ( Barrow-in- Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
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Edwards;' Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwich. Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone. Rt. Hn. Herbert John | 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 
Halpin, J. 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r. 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, W. E. (Derbyshire, N. 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) | 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jackson, R. S. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb,Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lamon, Norman 

Lea, Hugh Cecil(St.Pancras,E, 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A.Levy( Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral | 


A; my 


| M‘Crae, George 


' M'Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
| M‘Micking, Major G. 


| Meehan, Patrick A. 


| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


| Murphy, John 
| Murray, James 
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Mr. T. L. CORBETT moved a new 
Clause providing that the accused soldier 
should have the right to ask for written 
evidence. The object of his Amendment 
was simply to ensure that the accused 
should see the evidence in writing. 
[* Speak up.”] 


Army 


*TueE CHAIRMAN : If hon. Members 
will keep quiet it will be quite possible to 
hear the hon. Member. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said there were 
none so deaf as those who would not 
hear. The clause provided that the 
evidence should be committed to writing, 
and he wanted the soldier to have 
the right to see it. He did not 
wish to weary the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for War. They 
all recognised his courtesy and admitted 
he was fighting the battle in a way 
worthy of a War Minister, but in the 
interest of justice for the uneducated 
man he asked the right hon. gentleman 
to accept this Amendment. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH: It is 


after a quarter to three. 


now 


SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS: What 
does that matter / 
Mr. J. MACVEAGH: The hon. 


Member is talking against time. 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 
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Mr. T. L. CORBETT said the lon. 


Member accused him of doing what ho 
had often done himself. He could say with 
a clear conscience that no one had spoken 
less against time than he had in the 
past. His only object was to assist 
the Government and to get the Bill 
made clear. 


New Clause (Amendment of Army Act 
as to right of accused to have evidence 
in writing)—brought up and read the 
first time.—(Vr. 7. L. Corbett.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. HALDANE said that though the 
purpose of the Clause was laudable he 
feared that the object aimed at by the 
hon. Member would be defeated by the 
very means he suggested. By the exist- 
ing regulations the evidence would be 
taken in writing in a court-martial, but 
in the case of subordinate proceedings 
before acommanding ofticer the provision 
would mean a burden to the prisoner and 
not a relief. 


(Juestion put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70; 
Noes, 304. (Division List No. 83.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Rt. Hn.SirAlex.F, 


Morpeth, Viscount 


Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
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Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
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Castlereagh, Viscouat 

Cave, George 
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Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Collings, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm’gham 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalymple, Viscount 
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Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
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Nield, Herbert 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
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tutherford, W. W. (Liverpool! 
Starkey, John R. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Turnour, Viscount 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuarc- 
Younger, George 


‘LELLERS FOR THE AYES— Mr. 
T. L. Corbett and Mr. Charles 
Craig. 
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Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitave, R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
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Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
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Bigrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W 

Boland, John 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 
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Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. E. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 
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Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Cooper, G. J. 
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Craig, Herbert J. (‘Tynemouth) 
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Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
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Macdonald, J.M. (FalkirkB’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
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Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Perks, Robert William 

Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, C.E.( Edinburgh, Central 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, T. F. (Wolverham’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 
Robertson, Sir G. Scott (Bradf’d 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
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Samuel, Herbert 


Sears, J. E. 


Sileock, Thomas 


Snowdon, P. 

Soames, Arthur 
Soares, Ernest S 
Spicer, Sir Alber 


Stuart, James ( 
Summerbell, T. 


Taylor, Austin ( 
Taylor, John W 


Thorne, William 
Torrance, Sir A. 





Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD moved 
anew clause, with the object of deleting 
the word “ shamefully ” from the fourth 
section of the Act, which relates to court- 
martials on officers who have “shame- 
fully” abandoned or surrendered their 
posts. He was, he said, not going to 
weary the Committee. He only desired 
to give Ministers an opportunity of carry- 
ing out a reform which many of them had 
heen demanding for years. The object 
of the clause as it stood in the original 
Act was to provide for a court-martial on 
an officer who had abandoned or sur- 
rendered his post, and upon conviction he 
was liable to sentence of death or such 
less penalty as might be awarded. = He 
had heard the point discussed on three 
occasions, and on one of them the present 
Attorney-General, who he was sorry not 
tosee in his place, so convinced him by 
his eloquent pleading that the word 
“shameful” ought to be left out that he 
then and there made up his mind 
that should he ever be in opposition 
he would do his utmost to get 
sich a reform carried. He presumed 
the hon. and learned Gentleman was still 
of the same opinion ; he could not possibly 
have changed his mind in two years. 
Amy officers were in a different position 
irom naval officers in this matter. The 


RCH 1907} 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne | 


Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, S.) 


Sutherland, J. E. 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | 
Tennant, Sir Edward(Salisbury | 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. | 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr | 
Thomasson, Franklin 
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L. (Cleveland) ; Toulmin, George 

| Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

| Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Wardle, George J. 

| Waring, Walter 

| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan} 

| Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 

| Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
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Ball 


Wellesley 


, | Weir, James Galloway 
rt | Whitbread, Howard 
Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
| Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
| Wilkie, Alexander 
Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Williamson, A. 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


Sunderland) 


East Toxteth) 
*, (Durham) 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


M. j Pease. 


latter charged with a like offence were 
afforded an opportunity of clearing them- 
selves at a court-martial. An Army 
officer was not, and the result was 
that on many occasions the military 
authorities had hesitated to have a 
court-martial because they did not see 
their way to try an officer for a “ shame- 
ful” act, the consequence being that the 
accused officer bad been afforded no 
opportunity of clearing his character and 
setting himself right in the face of the 
world. The retention of the word 
“shameful” was the cause of consider- 
able injustice to many officers.during the 
Boer War. He appealed to the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill to 
consult his colleagues on this Amendment 
and to carry out their views. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. HALDANE said the military 
authorities held that it was essential to 
retain the word, otherwise it would be 
impossible to justify the death penalty 
for the offence of abandoning a post. To 
strike out the word would be to vitiate 
the whole principle on which the clause 
was founded. 


2Q2 
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Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said | 
that as the right hon. Gentleman did not 
care to avail himself of the opportunity | 
offered him to carry out the views of his | 
own colleagues, he did not feel called upon | 
to press the matter, and would therefore | 
withdraw his proposal. 


Proposed new clause, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) | 
moved to report progress, but said that 
he did not intend to press the Motion 
to a division if, as he hoped, they came | 
to an agreement with regard to the 
future course of business. He was in the 
same relatively fortunate position as the | 
Prime Minister, of being able to approach 
the question without the memory of an 
all-night sitting behind him, and he was, | 
of course, dependent on hearsay for an 
account of the course of the controversy, | 
and of the reasons which had brought | 
them to their present position. He could | 
not help regretting, as he always did | 
regret, that the House or the Committee | 
should be driven to these very prolonged | 
and exhausting sittings. If he had been | 
rightly informed, he could not help ex- | 
pressing his regret at the course the Gov- | 
ernment had adopted. He understood | 
that the whole difficulty had arisen from | 
the Government's insisting on taking the 
Third Reading of the Consolidated Fund | 
Bill on the previous night, instead of per- | 
mitting the House, in the ordinary course, | 
to go on with the discussion in Committee | 
of the Bill which had kept them there for | 
so many hours. He asked the Prime | 
Minister the other day as to the course | 
of business, and the reply was perfectly | 
explicit. He would like to remind the 
right hon. Gentleman of the exact words 
he used. On March 14th the right hon. 
Gentleman said that on Thursday (that 
was that day) it was proposed to move the 
Speaker out of the chair on the Civil 
Service Estimates and to take the Third 
Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill. 
No words could be more precise or less 
capable of being misunderstood. He 
was not aware that the right hon. 
Gentleman had said anything to qualify 
that statement. But there was a 
reason given that morning for de- 
parting from that specific pledge. He 
was informed that that reason was 
based on an imaginary practice which 





required the successive stages of the 


Consolidated Fund Bill to be taken on 
successive days. There was no such rule 
in existence. The Prime Minister knew 
that it was pure imagination, and they 
had only to look back to quite recent 
records to see that there was no justifica. 
tion for the statement. Last year the 
Government themselves did not take the 
stages of the Bill on successive days. It 
might be said that the intervening day— 
a Friday—was a private Members’ day, 
and that therefore the Bill was taken on 
successive Government days. He did not 
think that even that could be held 
to be adequate justification for the 
alleged rule; but if it were, let them 
go back to 1905. When the late 
Government was in office there was 
an acute controversy on questions 
connected with the Army. ‘Then, far 
more than now, there was difficulty in 
obeying the law which required that 
certain financial business should be done 
before March 31st, because they did not 
finish the Third Reading of the Consoli- 
dated Fund Bill until March 30th; yet 
under that pressure the (rovernment 
allowed a day to intervene between the 
Committee stage and the Third Reading. 
Votes A and 1 of the Army Estimates 
were interpolated by the Government of 
that day between the Committee stage 
and the Third Reading of the Bill. The 
Committee would see, therefore, that the 
alleged reason why the explicit pledge 
was departed from was one which had no 
basis either in Parliamentary practice or 
in Parliamentary law. There was no 
foundation for the argument except 
in the imagination of Ministers. The 
Prime Minister, like himself, had had 
long experience of the House of 
Commons, and would admit that when 
a pledge of the (Government was 
broken, for a reason which was clearly 
a bad reason, there must arise a state of 
feeling which led to these prolonged, ex- 
haustive, and fruitless sittings. The 
Opposition had acted as any other Op: 
position in their place would have done. 
The Government, he hoped, would now 
feel that had there been a little more 
anxiety to meet the legitimate desires ol 
the Opposition they would not then be 
continuing a sitting begun more than 
twenty-four and a half hours before. He 
hoped that business would now be 
brought to a rapid termination, and be 
begged to move his Resolution pro formu. 
He regretted all that had occurred, but, 
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unless he had been wholly misinformed, 
the blame must rest on the shoulders of 
those who had rashly and inexpediently 
departed from the pledged word of the 
Leader of the House, and who had 
justified their actions by alleged Parlia- 
mentary practice and Parliamentary law 
which had no justification either in the 
Standing Orders or in the records of the 
House. 


Army 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report progress 
and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
recognised the dispassionate and reason- 
able spirit in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had spoken. He had referred to the 
legitimate desires of the Opposition, but the 


{20-21 Marcu 1907} 











(Annual) Bill. 1174 
questions affecting the conduct of the 
Government. There were not only the 
various stages of the Consolidated Fund 
Bill, but there was also the opportunity 
afforded by the Motion to adjourn for the 
Easter holiday. There was nothing un- 
reasonable, unusual, or unfair in what 
had happened atall. And even sup- 
posing the Government had been mis- 
trken in bringing forward that stage of the 
Bill, was that any reason for occupying 
he did not know how many hours in dis- 
cussing the details of the Army Bill, 
which might have been disposed of in an 
hour? [Cries of “ Yes.”} Was it a suffi- 
cient reason for all the disturbance that 
had been caused to the House? The idea 
was to punish the Government for a 
certain fancied wrong over the Consoli- 
dated Fund Bill by talking about a 
measure which it was admitted might have 


me : ° ig » fs ¢ ; oN, 
whole difficulty had arisen from the fact | been disposed of in aboutan hour. [“No, 


° . ” 
that the Government did yield to the legi- | 89’ | 


That was the reason put forward 


timate desires of the Opposition. [* No.” | by the right hon. gentleman. When he 


The Government had proposed that the | spoke before he had to deal with com- 
Second Reading of the Consolidated | paratively unimportant persons. 


Fund Bill should be taken on Tuesday, | 
and it was on that footing he named | 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD, on 


Thursday as the night for the Third _a point of order, asked whether the Prime 


Reading. But in accordance with what 
the Government thought the legitimate 
desire of the Opposition they advanced 
the stage by a day, and gave up Mon- | 
day to the Second Read ng, and there- 
fore the whole scheme of business he had 
proposed, so far as it affected the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill, was altered by being 
brought forward by one day. He pro- 
posed that the Second Reading should | 
be taken on Tuesday, Committee on | 

| 





Wednesday, and Third Reading on 
Thursday. The right hon, Gentleman 


opposite said “No, we must have the 
Second Reading on Monday.” Very well, 
the Government agreed, and that was 
the whole matter. And he would remind 
the Committee that there was no great 
constitutional question affected by this 
whole matter. The Consolidated Fund 
Bill had not the peculiar virtues of an 
Appropriation Bill. That was a doctrine 
he had often heard expounded by an 
authority the right hon. Gentleman would 
recognise. Sir W. Harcourt had always 
objected to the idea that the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill had the peculiar 
sanctity which was possessed by the 
Appropriation Bill. There was ample 
Opportunity given at this period of the 
session for the discussion of general 








| Minister 


had any right to describe 
Members of the House as “ unimportant ” 
Members. 


Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said his phrase was ‘“ comparatively un- 
important” Members. If all Members 
on the other side were of equal importance 
that did not say much for the estimate 
in which they professed to hold the 
leader of their Party. That, too, was 
the excuse put forward by the Leader of 


'the Party in cold blood, without any of 


the warmth which might be generated 
by an all-night sitting, in justification of 
what had happened. He had another 
point to urge, and to some hon. Members 
it might seem to be a strange point. He 
was not supposed to be a particular parti- 
san of the House of Lords, but the other 
House had to be considered in these 
arrangements ; and therefore it was 
necessary for the Government to take 
the Third Reading of the Consolidated 
Fund Bill the previous night, because 
the House of Lords had to receive the 
Bill that day in order that they might 
dispose of it before adjourning for the 
Easter recess. The whole thing, there- 
fore, was perfectly straight. On the 
invitation, and at the expressed desire, of 
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the right hon. Gentleman and his friends, 
the Government put the business forward 
a day. That arrangement having been 
made, and arrangements elsewhere 
having been made on that footing, the 
Government proceeded to deal day after 
day with the several stages of the Bill. 
But, whatever might be said of the 
arrangement, there was no justification 
for keeping the House sitting from one 
o'clock in the morning until half-past 
three o’clock in the afternoon in order to 
discuss a series of Amendments which, 
by confession of hon. Members opposite, 
could have been disposed of in one hour. 
[Cries of “ No.”] In any case the Govern- 
ment had no intention whatever to yield 
a point in the matter, because they were 
perfectly right. He was happy to gather 
that the right hon. Gentleman and his 
friends were not going to carry on the 
struggle any longer [OPPOSITION cries 
of “We will”), and if that was so, the 
Government would be relieved and 
pleased. Should the case be otherwise, 
however, the Government would insist 
upon proceeding with the programme 
they had indicated. 


Army 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that his 
experience of the House was a long one, 
but he had never listened to a more 
infelicitous speech and a more infelicitous 
intervention by a Leader of the House. 
He appealed to hon. Members as a whole 
to say whether he had not put the case of 
the Opposition in a moderate way ; but 
how had he been met by the right hon. 
(sentleman? [An Hon. MEMBER: By 
a plain straightforward statement.] The 
right hon. Gentleman whose Government 
had deliberately—had at all events 
broken its pledge [MINISTERIAL cries of 
““No.”] expressed no regret, felt no 
regret, and was apparently the fortunate 
Leader of a Party which felt no regret. 
He would like to appeal in this matter to 
a Party in that House which had had 
many sharp collisions with every Govern- 
ment successively, but had always kept 
their pledges, and he ventured to say 
that they had listened with disgust and 
horror at the absolutely reckless repudia- 
tiun of a Parliamentary pledge. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: If I am 
not listaken, the right hon. Gentle- 
man alludes to the Irish Party. We 
have during the hours since eleven 


o'clock last night shown our disgust and , 


Sir H. Camphell-Bannermun, 
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horror at the action of the Government 
by remaining up to support them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon, 
and learned Gentleman mistook his point. 
He never doubted that the hon. and 
learned Gentleman was going to support 
the Government ; but it did not follow 
that he approved of their conduct. The 
Prime Minister did not deny that so far 
as form was concerned he had _ broken 
his pledge. The only question was 
whether he had kept it in the spirit, 
What was the right hon. Gentleman’s 
justification 1 That when he said the 
Third Reading was going to be taken on 
Thursday he intended Committee to he 
taken on Wednesday and the Second 
Reading on Tuesday. In answer to an 
appeal he ventured to make, the right 
hon. Gentleman altered the Second Read- 
ing from Tuesday, which was only half a 
day, to Monday, which was a whole day, 
and he contended that that carried with 
it by implication the alteration of the 
Third Reading. It was not on implica- 
tions of that kind that public business 
could be conducted. If the Third Reading 
Stage needed to be altered they ought 
to have had notice of that alteration. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
it was out of pure kindness to the Opposi- 
tion that he had transferred the Second 
Reading from Tuesday to Monday. It 
was, indeed, the result of an appeal made 
by him, but that could never have been 
carried out if the Opposition had not 
agreed to the preliminary stage which 
made it possible to take the Second 
Reading on Monday. As the Opposition 
did not object to that preliminary stage, 
the Government were able to advance 
their business by a day. Nothing oe- 
curred which justified the right hon. 
Gentleman in without notice violently 
altering the programme. It was impos- 
sible to conduct the business of the House 
smoothly and without friction unless 
every Party felt that they had the fullest 
right to rely on the spirit and the letter 
of any statement with regard to business 
made by the Leader of the House. On 
more than one occasion last session slight 
difficulties arose, and he was sorry to say 
that a diffienlty had arisen again. The 
right hon. Gentleman, so far from admit- 
ting that he had unintentionally done 
some wrong, seemed to think all the 
wrong was on the side of the Opposition. 
He had said that whilst they admitted that 
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the business of the Army Annual Bill could 
be done in an hour they had taken a 
great many hours over it. Who had 
admitted that it could be done in an 
hour? [Cries of “ Banbury” and 
“ Roberts. ”] 


Army 


sir F. BANBURY rose to make a 
personal explanation. He said that at 
half-past eleven o'clock the night before 
he rose in his place, and pointed out that 
if the Government would take the Third 
Reading of the Appropriation Bill on 
Thursday the Opposition would en- 
deavour to meet them in discussing the 
Army Annual Bill. He added that he 
did not suppose they would sit much 
after twelve or one o'clock, but the hon. 
Member for West Derby Division of 
Liverpool at once dissented from that 
view. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he chal- 
lenged the statement that anyone on 
that side of the House said the Bill could 
properly be discussed in an hour. [Cries 
of “ Roberts.”| He appealed to past ex- 
perience and practice. He knew indeed 
of no case in previous years in which the 
House had commenced the consideration 
of the Army (Annual) Bill at two in the 
morning. He did not know why the 
present Opposition should be supposed 
to have less to say on that Bill than their 
predecessors, who, though not embittered 
by any breach of pledges, had kept the 
House sitting till a fresh Parliamentary 
day had begun, not in one year, but in 
many years. He did not think the 
tight hon. Gentleman's speech was either 
conciliatory in tone or reasonable in 
substance. However big his majority 
might be, he was not acting in the 
right way to get business through the 
House. 
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traditions of his predecessors. Mr. Glad- 
s one would never have done what the 
right hon. Gentleman had done. Unless 
they could regain some fresh confidence 
in the programmes of business which the 
right hon. Gentleman announced, he did 
not see how the harmony which, not- 
withstanding political differences, had 
always characterised that Assembly could 
be maintained, 


Major SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) said that since he was the hon. 
Member who was responsible for the 
various stages of the Consolidated Fund 
Bill not being taken on consecutive days 
on the occasion referred to by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition he would like to say a few words. 
He, for one, deprecated the statement 
that the Army Annual Bill could be 
discussed in one hour ; it was a ridiculous 
assertion. The right hon. Gentleman 
would remember that it was on his 
request that in 1905 Votes A and 1 were 
interpolated between the Committee 
Stage and Third Reading of the Consoli- 
dated Fund Bill, and the reason was that 
it had been thought necessary owing to 
the congestion of business to put those 
Votes into the Closure Resolution ; but as 
there were manifold changes proposed in 
the Army he suggested that those Votes 
should be taken out and discussed at 
another time. The right hon. Gentle- 
man met him with great courtesy which 
he was always glad to acknowledge, and 
took out the Votes from the Closure Re- 
solution. It was for that reason that in 
that year the various stages of the Bill 
were not taken on consecutive days. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 79 ; 
(Division List No. 84-) 


AYES. 


Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn.HughO. 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (¢ ‘ity Lond. ) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 


Cave, George 


Cleland, J. W. 





Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. | Craig, Capt. James (Down, E.) 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 


Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

Cecil, Lord R. (Maryle’ one, E.) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Wore. 


Coates, E. Feetham(L wisham) 
Collings, Rt.Hn..J.( Birm’gham) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down. N-rth) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


| é ‘raig, Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. ) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dunean, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. 
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Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Liddell, Henry 

Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Magnus, Sir Philip 


Army 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, Sir J. Williams(Devonp’t 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 
Bethell,SirJ.H.( Essex, Romf’rd 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustive 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight , 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hor. R. R. 
Churchill, Win: ton Spencer 
Clancy,John Joseph 
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Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore, John Throgmorton 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, 8. (Sheftield, Ecclesall 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sassoon, Sir Albert Edward 
Starkey, John R. 


NOES. 


Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, SirT.Glen( Renfrew) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm..J(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper. G. J. 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, EGrinst’d 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cox. Harold 

Craig. Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie. John William 
Crooks, William 

Crosfield. A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Davies. Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson. W.H.(St.Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Duckworth. James 

Dunean,C.( Barrow-in-Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards. Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett. R. Lacey 

Faber. G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens. T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes. Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fowler. Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn.HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch,'George Peabody 

Grant, Corrie} 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, Georg> 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


' Greenwood, Hamar (York) 


Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churviill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Hon. Right Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil} 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, W.E.( Derbyshire, N.E. 
Harwood, George 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart. Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, SirD. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson EF. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paut 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 
Lamont,;Norman 

Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E.) 
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Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever. A. Levy( Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Lewis. John Herbert 
Llovd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough. Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Lupton, Arnold 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah(Down, S. 
MacVeigh, Charles (Donegal, E. 
MCallum, John M. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Hugh. Patrick A. 
M‘Laren. H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Mallet, Charles E. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield. H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marks, G.Croydon(Launceston 
Marnham, F. J. 
Massie. J. 
Masterman, C. F. G. 
Meehan. Patrick A. 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu. E. S. 
Mooney, J. J. 
Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 
Morse, L. L. 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 
Murray, James 
Napier, T. B. 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
0’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
0’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 
0’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N, 


Mr. WILLIAM 








RUTHERFORD 
moved a clause the object of which was 
to alter the terms of Clause 42 of the 
Act in order to give an officer the same 
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O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shee, James John 
Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps,Col. Ivor (S’thampton) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Price, C.E.(Edinburgh,Central) 
Price, Robert John( Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E. 
Pullar, Sir Robert 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 
Rendall, Athelstan 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mptn 
Richardson, A. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, FE. A. 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland ) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt.Hon. T. (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Bal] 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 


by 


tight of redress as was possessed by the 


private soldier. 
had been a 


In former years this 
favourite Amendment of 


tight hon. and hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


The very desirable alteration which he 
proposed was that an officer who suffered, 
or considered he suffered, through the 
wrong of his superior officer should have 
the right to have the matter inquired into 
hy the Commander-in-Chief and redress 


granted to him. 
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Snowdon, P. 


' Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh. }, 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth} 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.(Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, FE. } 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thorne, William 
Tomkinson, James 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 
Vivian, Henry 
Wadsworth, J. 
Walsh, Stephen 
Walters, John Tudor 
Walton,Sir John L.(Leeds,S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) | 
Wardle, George J. 
Waring, Walter 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Wedgewood, Josiah C. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, Jobn Henrv ( Halifax} 
Wilkie, Alexander 
Williams, Llewelyn(Uarmartn tu 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Williamsen, A 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R-} 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE Noes—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr J. A. 


Pease. 


New Clause (Amendment ot Section 
42 as to redress of wrongs complained of 
officer) —( Mr. 
brought up and read the first time. 


WV. Luther ford)— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. HALDANE thought the Amend- 
ment, if carried, would deprive the“officer 
who considered he had a right of redress 
for some act of his superior officer of bis 
best chance of getting justice, because the 
complaint would go to the Commander- 


'in-Chief, who would be the sole judge 
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‘whether or not redress should be given. justice and he had declined to accept it. 


Under the present system the Commander- 
in-Chief was required to make a statutory 
report, which came before the Secretary 
That was a desirable procedure 


-of State. 


in that it secured the attention of some 


‘one absolutely independent to the matter. 


=. RUTHERFORD 
‘said he had given the right hon. Gentle- 
man the opportunity of doing a piece of 


Mr. WILLIAM 


Acland-Hood,Rt. Hn.SirAlex.F, 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn. Hugh O. 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. E on.Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
‘Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
‘Carlile, E. Hildred 

"Cave, George 

( avendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C. W. 
‘Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A (Wore. 
Coates, E.Feetham (Lewisham) 
‘Collings, Rt. Hn.J.(Birmingh’m) 
‘Courthope, G. Loyd 
‘Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 


-Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. ) 
Agnew, George William 
-Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J.(T yrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,Sir J. Williams (Devonp’t 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 
Bethell,SirJ.H.(Essex, Romf’rd 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 


Mr. Haldane. 


Noes, 306. 
AYES. 
Craig,Captain James (Down, E. 

Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robt. (Lanark, Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 


| Forster, Henry William 


Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 


| Heaton, John Henniker 


Helmsley, Viscount 


_ Hervey, F.W.F.( Bury 8. Edm’ds 


Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Liddell, Henry 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn.Walter (Dublin,S. 


NOES. 


Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H.W. ~ 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,SirT.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir WmJ.(S. Pancras, W. 


' Cooper, G. J. 


Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Grinstd 


He had no option, therefore, in view of 
the numerical majority behind the right 
hon. gentleman, but to ask leave to with- 
draw the clause. 


Leave to withdraw the clause refused. 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 68; 
(Division List No. 85.) 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nield, Herbert 

Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Starkey, John R. 
' Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. T. L. Corbett and Mr. 
Clande Hay. 


Cory, Clitford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 5. 

Craig, Herbert J (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crostield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Ellis William (Eition) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H. (St. Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John id 
Dilke, Rt, Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Duckworth, James 

Duncan, (. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. ©, Munro 
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Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F, 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 








Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gywnn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie,J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) | 
Hart-Davies, T. 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E. (Derbyshire,N.E. | 
Harwood, George 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Hooper, A. G. H 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Howard, Hon. Geottrey | 
Hudsen, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jenkins, J. | 


Johnson, John (Gateshead) | 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor (Swansea | 
Jones, Lief (Appleby ) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lea,Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. | 
Leese,Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever,A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 


| Murphy, John 
| Napier, T. B. 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| Nuttall, Harry 


| Parker, James (Halifax) 


| Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
| Perks, Robert William 
| Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 


| Raphael, Herbert H. 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 


| Rendall, Athelstan 
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Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John “Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E. | 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick, A. 

M'Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles EF. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marks,G. Croydon (Launceston 
Mainhan, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. ‘ 
Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 
Morse, L. L. 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 


Nicholson,Charles N.( Doneast’r 


| Nolan, Joseph 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W ) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James(Ros:ommon,N. | 
Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 


| Paul, Herbert 


Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 


| Price,Robert John (Norfolk. E. 


Priestley, W. E.B.( Bradford, E.) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 
Radford, G. H. 


Rees, J. D. 


Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee | 


| Robertson,Sir G.Scott (Bradf’d | 
‘ Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
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Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Rogers, F. E. Newman 


Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


| Samuel,Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, A. H.( Ashton-under- Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinelair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 
Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 
| Spicer, Sir Albert 


Stanley, Hon. A.Lyulph (Chesh. 
Steadman, W. C. 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 


Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summoerbell, T. 


Sutherland, J. E. 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
| Taylor, John W. (Durham) 


Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 


| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 


| Thomasson, Franklin 


Thorne, William 
Tomkinson, James 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 


| Toulmin, George 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 


| Wadsworth, J. 


Walsh, Stephen 


| Walton, Sir John L.(L2eds, 5S.) 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 


| Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, Llewelyn (Carmarth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williamson, A. 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey. R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 
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Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD foreign armies. But the War Office must 


moved a new clause to provide that 
no recruit under 18 vears of age 
should he enlisted, and that each 
recruit should produce his birth certificate 
or other satisfactory evidence of his age. 
He desired to give the right hon. Gentle- 
man an opportunity of carrying out the 
expressed wishes of many of his sup- 
porters. Moreover, asthe Government had 
declared their intention of reducing the 
Army, one of the best ways of effecting 
such a reduction was to stop the enlist- 
ment of undesirable and immature 
recruits, 


New Clause (Addition to Part II. of 
Army Act as to age of enlistment)—(J/r. 
William BR utherford)—brought up and 
read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time. 


Mr. HALDANE said there might be 
circumstances under which it would be 
possible to look for recruits at an even 


cut their coat according to their cloth 
and must frame their regulations accord- 
ing to the necessities of the case. Accord- 
ingly, to stereotype the age at 18 would 
not only be embarrassing in present 
circumstances, but would not represent 
the best age at which recruiting could 
take place. It was much better and 
more convenient from every point of view 
to fix the age from time to time according 
to circumstances. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD ex- 
plained that the object of the clause was 


not to fix the age for recruiting, but to. 


lay down an age below which recruiting 
should not take place. 


Mr. HALDANE said that an emer- 
gency could be conceived in which it 
might be desirable to take recruits at 
another age and train them. The effect 
of the proposal would be to take away 
the power of making regulations to suit 
varying circumstances, and that would be 
a retrograde step. 





later age than i8. 
at 19, or even older, 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F. 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Butcher. Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Coates, E. Feetham( Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hn. J.(Birmingh’m 
Corbett, T. L. (Down. North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim.S. 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 


Abraham,!William (Cork, N.E.) 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen,|Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 


If they could be got 
it would be of great 
advantage to the Army, and would be in 
accordance with the practice of the best 





| 


Noes, 292. 


AYES. 


Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Harwood, George 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 


| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Hornby,Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law,’ Andrew Bonar,( Dulwich) 


NOES, 
Astbury, John Meir , 
Atherley-Jones. L. 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.( Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 


| 
| 
\ 
| 
| 


Question put. 


71) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 69; 
(Division List No. 86.) 


Liddell, Henry 
Long,Co].CharlesW.( Evesham} 
Lonsdale. John Brownlee 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Morpeth, Viscount 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker,Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah «4 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesal) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward*Albert 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Starkey, John R. 

Thomson,W Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thorne, William 

Thornton, Percy M. 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Watson Rutherford and Mr. 
Claude, Hay. 


Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (1sedtord) | 
Barry, E. (Cork. S.) 
Barry, Redmond3J.(Tyrone,N.} 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 
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Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,SirJ. Williams (Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’ w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 
Bethell,Sir J.H.( Essex, Romf’rd 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Brigg. John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen( Renfrew, W.) 
Collins,4Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, C. H. (Sussex, Grinst’d 
Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crostield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur(Edinburgh,S. ) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 

Duckworth, James 

Duncan,C.( Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. ‘Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
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Findiay, Alexander 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJonn 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Ha na” (York) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Caurchill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie,J Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire, N.E. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles 8. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor(Mon.,S.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold( Wycombe) 
Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Hooper, A. G. 

Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones. William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kineaid-Smith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Limb, Ernest H.(Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lea,|Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A Levy(Essex, Harwich 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


’ MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 


M‘Callum, John M. 


| M’‘Crae, George 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
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M*Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M'Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall( Lincoln) 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carimarthen) 
Morrell, Phillip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Napier, T. B. 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph  =# 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans * 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Sir Charles Mak 
Parker, James (Halifax) 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 


| Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 





Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Frice, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central 
Price, Robert John(Norfolk,E. ) 
Priestley, W. E.B.( Bradford,E. ) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. . 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, T.F.( Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson, Sir G.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentfor1) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
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Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 

Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shaw, Charl-s Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
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Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan. E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
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Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway ; 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 


Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth,'Thomzs F. (Leitrim,S.) 
Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanley,Hn.A Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 


Verney, F. W. 
Vivian, Henry 
Wadsworth, J. 


Waring. Walter 


Viscount HELMSLEY moved a new 
clause dealing with Section 81 of the 
Army Act, his purpose being to allow a 
recruit wio repented of his bargain within 
three months of enlistment to obtain his 
discharge on payment of £5 instead of 
£10. He submitted that £10 was an ex- 
cessive amount to charge a recruit under 
the circumstances, seeing that only a 
very small amount could have been spent 
on his training. A payment of £5 would 
be quite sufficient for the purposes of the 
Government, and more within the means 
of those who would have to make it. 


New Clause (Power to recruit to pur- 
chase discharge)—(Viscount Helmsley) — 
brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a_ second 
time.” 


Mr. HALDANE said the figure of 
£10 was fixed some time ago after careful 
consideration ; the system had worked 
well in practice, and as it was impossible 
to say what the effect of the change pro- 
posed would be in the way of dislocating 
recruiting, he deprecated the Amendment. 
It was not desirable to encourage men 
lightly to withdraw from the obligation 
into which they had entered. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that no 
reason whatever had been given to show 
that £5 would not be sufficient to meet 
the necessities of the case. Ifa young 
man found that he had no vocation to 


Tomkinson, James 
Torrance, Sir A. 

Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, .’oseph (Barnsley) 
Wardle, George J. 


Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
M. Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williamson, A. 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §.} 
Wood, T. M’Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE NorES—Mr. 
Whiteley aud Mr. J. A. Pease. 





serve His Majesty in the Army it ought 
not to be made too difficult for him to 
withdraw. If men were unwilling they 
would never make good soldiers, but 
would give rise to more trouble than was 
involved in their withdrawal within 
three months of enlistment. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER asked how 
many recruits in the course of a vear 
purchased their discharge within three 
months of enlistment. Mest men who 
enlisted had not £10, and it would le 
practically as difficult for them to raise 
the smaller sum of £5; therefore the 
question of encouraging withdrawals 
from obligations incurred hardly arose. 


Mr. HALDANE said the Committee 
were under the disadvantage of having 
to consider clauses which were not on the 
Paper ; hence he had had no opportunity 
of obtaining such information as that 
asked for by the hon. Member for 
Gravesend, 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY pointed out that 
the Government had only themselves to 
thank for having to deal with Amend- 
ments without notice. It was not until 
4 o'clock on the previous afternoon that 
Members had the opportunity of ascer- 
taining the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
views on the Bill. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 74; 
Noes, 309. (Division List No. 87). 


AYES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.Sir H. 


Balcarres, Lord 





Banner, John S. 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 


Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bowerman, C. W. 


Harmooa- 
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Bow 
Brid 
Bute 
Cam 
Carli 
C Jars 
Cast 
Cave 
Ceci 
Clyn 
Coat 
Colli 
Cork 
Cou 
rai 
Crai 
Dou 
Dun 
Dun 
Fab 
Fard 
Fell. 
Fine 


Abré 
Acla 
Agnt 
Ains 
Aller 
Anst 
Arm 
Asht 
Asqi 
Asth 
Athe 
Bak 
Bak 
Balf 
Ban! 
Bari 
Bark 
Barl 
Bart 
Bart 
Barr 
Beal 
Beat 
Beck 
Bell, 
Bell: 
Ben 
Ben: 
Ben 
Berr 
Bert 
Bet] 
Bills 
Birr 
Bola 
Bi vl 
Brat 
Brig 
Broc 
Broc 
Bry« 
Buel 
Burl 
Buri 
Burt 
Bux 
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Bowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Clynes, J. R. 

Coates.E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Collings, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm’ng’m 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G, Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Craig. Captain James( Down, E.) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, (. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan.Robert (Lanark,Gov’n 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,RtHn.Sir Alex.F 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Armitage. R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone, N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, Sir J.Wiiliams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.('T’ w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. L. 

Bertram, Julius 

Betheil.Sir J.H.(Essex,Romf’d 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg. John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
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Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS. Ed’d’s 
Hill,Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hudson, Walter 

Hunt, Rowland 

Jowett, F. W. 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Liddell, Henry 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Magnus, Sir Philip 


NOES. 


Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Coats, Sir T. Glen( Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirW m.J.(S.Pancras, W. 


Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C.H.(SussexE.Grinst’d 
Cory, Clifford John é 


Cotton, Sir H. J.S. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W, Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
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Mason, James F, (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Morpeth, Viscount 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall): 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorgeD~ 
Starkey, John R. d 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark }: 
Thorne, William 

Thornton, Perey M. 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Viscount Helmsley and Mr. 
Lonsdale. 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett. R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F, 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert Johm 
Gooch, George Peabody 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, WE(Derbyshire, N. E 
Harwood, George 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Hooper, A. G. 4 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 
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Idris, T. H. W. 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, Sr James Alfred 
Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, Sir D. B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lea, HughCecil(St. Pancras, EF.) 
Leese, Sir Joseph F( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. ©. 

Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Rt.HnLt-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Dublin, 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Maclean, Donald 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Statford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marks, G.Croydon( Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 

Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 


Schedule 1 :— 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
suid he wished to raise a point of order 
of considerable constitutional importance. 
By the First Schedule of the Army Act 
of last year the total amount payable per 


day toa soldier was 5s. 8d. 


be verified by any hon. Member who cared 
to obtain the Act of last year and 
add up the 


schedule. 





If, 
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Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncaster 
Nolan,'Joseph 

Norton, Captain C>cil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Brien, Kendal Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 
Parker, James (Halifax) 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs, Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C.( Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E.( Edinburgh, Central 
Price, Robert J. (Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E. 
2adford, G. H. ; 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett. J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
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up the schedule pre 


posed to be incorporated in the present 


That could 


however, 


Bill they would find that the amount 
came to 6s. 3d. per head. 
raise any objection to the extra 7d. as 
far a3 it went, but he wished to point out 
that it would amount on the whole toa 
very considerable expenditure. 
been laid down by Sir Erskine May 
that whenever a measure was submitted 
to the House the object of which was to 
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increase the drain upon the public funds, 
it was necessary before the Bill could be 
read a second time that Resolutions should 
be submitted, such Resolutions to be 
recommended by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment—by the Crown—and submitted to, 
and approved of by Committee of the 
House. The same practice went a step 
further and dealt distinctly with cases 
where Bills were brought forward which 
had not got for their object a drain upon 
the public funds, but which proposed ina 
small way to create an increased charge. 
He contended that the Bill, having as it 
had the material object of increasing the 
cost per head by 7d., made a distinct 
additional charge upon the public funds. 
The consideration of the schedule was the 
proper place to consider the point he had 
raised. They could not, he contended, 
proceed with this particular part of the 
Committee’s work ; it must be postponed 
and a Resolution brought forward and 
considered by the Whole House, in 
accordance with Parliamentary practice, 
before they could proceed to deal with 
the schedule. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 
Member should have raised his point 
upon consideration of Clause 3 of the 
Bill, but he would decide the matter 
apart from that and upon its own 
grounds. In his opinion the schedule 
did not make any definite charge, but 
only allowed payments to be made out 
of moneys provided in the Estimates if 
accommodation were provided. Again, 
the schedule had been increased in 
like manner on previous Bills, and, 
therefore, a precedent had already 
heen established for the increase 
proposed under the schedule of the 
present Bill. There had never been any 
_ Resolution preparatory to the 
ill. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
that when Clause 3 was before the 
House he was called on to move his 
Amendment embodying the point he 
had just raised, but he was closured 
before he had said six words. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 8, at beginning to insert 
the word ‘hot.’”—(Mr. Haldane.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 
Schedule 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘** In page 7, line 24, after the word ‘ break- 
fast’ to insert the word ‘hot.’” — (Mr. 
Haldane.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 
Schedule 3 :— 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY moved to omit 
from line 23, the words “or in a public 
prison.’” He said he had brought for- 
ward this Amendment in order that the 
Secretary of State for War might give 
some information as to what the ar- 
rangements were to prevent soldiers 
being committed to local prisons if, 
after they had served their sentence, 
they were going to rejoin the Army. 
It would be within the memory of 
the right hon. Gentleman and_ those 
hon. Members who were in the last Par- 
liament that this subject was then much 
debated, «nd that considerable feeling was 
aroused in the matter. It was found that 
owing to an insufficiency of accommoda- 
tion in the military prisons throughout 
the country, military prisoners had to be 
sent into civil prisons. He held very 
strongly that if a soldier was committed 
for a substantial period to a civil prison 
such punishment rendered him unfit to 
rejoin the Army. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 9, line 33, to leave out the words 
‘or in a public prison.’ ”—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Schedule.” 


Mr. HALDANE replied that if a 
3 offence 
which caused him to be sent toa civil 


| prison and the case was a serious one, he 


was discharged from the Army. That 
was done not by any Act of Parliament 
but by virtue of an executive authority 
military authorities possessed. 
Therefore, the power being an executive 
one the provisions of the Act were put 
in general terms. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY thought it was 
much to be regretted that the right 
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hon. Gentleman had not informed the 
Committee what the principle was in 
regard to soldiers who had been put into 
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civil prisons and returned to the Army | 


after the expiration of their sentences ; 
for what offences soldiers were sent by 
the military authorities to civil prisons. 
If the right hon. Gentleman could promise 
be seriously | Noes, 74. 


that the matter would 
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| tackled and provision made to remove 
/such a stain from the Army he would 
| withdraw his Amendment. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 325; 
(Division List No. 88.) 
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Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
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Adjourninent 


Schedule agreed to. 


Bill reported, as amended, to be con- 
sidered upon Monday next. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: I 
rise to move the adjournment of the House. 
In doing so I would say that the House 
will meet on Saturday for the purpose of 
getting the Speaker out of the Chair on 
the Civil Service Estimates. I have 
another announcement to make, waich I 
hope the House will allow me to make, 
upon this occasion. It is with reference 
to the Channel Tunnel Bill. <A noble 
friend of mine, some time ago, said he 
would ask a Question in another place as 
to the policy of the Government in the 
matter. This question has been fixed for 
to-day. Yesterday the hon. Member for 
the Limehouse Division of ‘Tower 
Hamlets had a Question upon the 
Paper to the same effect. I will now 
inform the House the course the Govern- 
ment intend to pursue in regard to the 
Channel Tunnel Bill. I asked my hon. 
friend to postpone his Question until to-day 
in order that the information might be 
given in the two Houses at the same time. 
Events, however, have occurred to-day 
which put Questions out of the question. I 
have thought it would not be respectful to 
the House if any intormation on this sub- 
ject were given in one House and not in 
the other. Therefore, if the House will 
allow me, I will give the Answer :—“ His 
Majesty's Government fully recognise 
the deep concern telt in this matter, 
and have no other desire than to take 
the House fully into their confidence, 
even in anticipation of the early stages 
of the Bill. Briefly I may say that our 
view of the public interes: leads us to be 
opposed to this project of a tunnel. Even 
supposing the military dangers involved 
were to be amply guarded against, there 
would exist throughout the country a 
feeling of insecurity which might lead to 
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| TELLERS FOR THE NorES—Mr. 
Claude Hay and Mr. Watson 
Rutherford. 


a constant demand for increased expendi- 
ture, naval and military, and a continual 
risk of unrest and possibly alarm, which, 
however unfounded, would be most in- 
jurious in its effect, whether political 
or commercial. On the other hand, 
there has not been disclosed any such 
prospect of advantage to the trade 
and industries of the country as 
would compensate for those evils. As 
to the personal convenience of passengers 
and the transit of light articles, it seems 
well that further consideration should be 
given to other means of conveyance, such 
as are used in the ferries across great 
channels of the sea in other parts of the 
world. These considerations lead us, 
while rejoicing in anything that facilitates 
free communication with our neighbours, 
to view this project with disfavour.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this Heuse do now adjourn.”— 
(Sir I. Campbell-Bunnerman.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards 
the last part of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s statement I do not need discuss it. 
I may, however, be permitted to express, 
on my own behalf and on behalf of right 
hon. and hon. Members on this side of 
the House, great satisfaction at the 
declaration of policy which His Majesty's 
Government have just made. As regards 
the first part of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s statement, which deals with more 
immediate affairs, I understand that he 
will put down a Motion to be taken at 
12 o'clock to-morrow with regard to the 
Saturday sitting, and that if a Saturday 
sitting is agreed to by the House, the 
proposal is to get the Speaker out of the 
Chair and to take no further business. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly _ at 
twenty-four minutes before 
Six o’clock on Thursday 
afternoon. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Th ursdau, 21st March, 1907. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


General received and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


ember 


Midland Railway Bill [H.L.]. Petition 
for additional provision ; of the Midland 
. Railway Company under their Common 
= Seal, together with the proposed clauses 
>and Amendments annexed thereto ; read, 
= and referred to the Examiners. 


~ 
~ 
A 


i 
xs 


Burnham (Somerset) Pier Bill [H...]. 
~ Reported from the Select Committee, 
: with Amendments. 
: York (Micklegate Strays) Bill [1.1]. 
: Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
: mitted. The Committee to be proposed 
~by the Committee of Selection. 
> Birmingham Corporation Bill [H.L.]. 
« Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
- Commons. 


Byrne’s Divorce Bill [H.L.]. Read 3* 
(according to order), and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (ESTIMATES). 


Approximate Estimate of expenditure 
under the Military Works Acts of 1897, 
1899, 1901, and 1903. 


30ARD OF EDUCATION, 


Statement showing the numbers and | 
salaries of teachers in voluntary schools 
in England and Wales, for the year 
ended 31st July, 1906. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 
Annual Report of proceedings under 
the Diseases of Animals Acts, the Markets 
and Fairs (Weighing of Cattle) Acts, etc., 


{21 Marcu 1907} 


York (Micklegate Strays) Bill [H...]. 
Report from His Majesty’s Attorney- 


—— | 


(No. 1) Bill. 1206 


CONGESTION IN IRELAND (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Third Report of the Commissioners, 
with Appendix (Minutes of Evidence 
taken in London, 3rd to 20th November, 
1906, and documents relating thereto). 


Presented (by Command) and ordered 
to lie cn the Table. 


ARMY (MILITARY SAVINGS BANKS). 

Statement of the amount due by the 
public to depositors on 31st March, 1905, 
and of the receipts, interest, and disburse- 
ments during the year ended 31st March, 
1906, etc. Laid before the House (pur- 


suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

Statute made by the Governing Body 
of University College, Oxford, on the 
lst December, 1906 (and sealed on the 
7th December, 1906), amending Statute 
III., Clause 11, of the statutes of the 
college. 


Statute made by the Governing Body 
of Oriel College, Oxford, on the 11th 
October, 1906, and sealed on the 29th 
November, 1906), amending Statute VI, 
5, of the statutes of the college. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. [No. 22.] 


NEW BILLS. 





DESTRUCTIVE INSECTS AND PESTS 
BILL [H.L.]. (No. 23.) 
A Bill to extend the Destructive In- 


sects Act, 1877, to all pests destructive to 
crops, trees, or bushes. And, 


SALMON AND FRESH WATER 
FISHERIES BILL [u.1.]. (No, 24.) 
A Bill to enable Provisional Orders to 


be made for regulating salmon and fresh- 
water fisheries. 


Were presented by the Earl Carring- 
ton ; read 1*; and to be printed. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons, and read 





ete. for the year 1906. 
VOL. CLXXI. [FourtH SErtes.] 





1*. 
28 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. ment are, but I do think it a matter of 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. con-| great importance that they should not 
sidered (according to order), and sus- keep the public any longer in ignorance 
pended for this day’s sitting. of them. Whether they be opponents of 
the measure who consider it a_ vital 
matter of policy, or whether they be pro- 
THE CHANNEL TUNNEL. moters of the measure to whom every 
Tue Earn or ROSEBERY rose “ To | day’s delay means enormous expenditure, 
ask His Majesty’s Government whether | I think there is a claim on behalf of the 
they have any definite policy to announce | public to know what is the policy of His 
with regard to the construction of the | Majesty's Government in this matter. |] 
Channel Tunnel; and to move for | will, therefore, simply ask the Question 
apers.” ‘The noble Earl said: My | of which I have given notice, moving also 
Lords, I have to thank my noble for any Papers which may be pertinent 
friend, Lord Wemyss, for giving me to the matter and which may be presented 
priority for my Question, and I promise | to Parliament consistently with the public 
not to detain your Lordships a minute in Interest. 
asking it, as I propose only to ask it in 
the House of Commons fashion, without) *TyE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
any comment on the subject-matter of it. COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): My 
My main difficulty has been, where I was | Lords, I desire to join my noble friend in 
to ask it from. Iam afraid I am not in| thanking the noble Earl, Lord Wemyss, 
active communion with either of the for allowing this Question to be taken as 
Front Benches, and yet 1 am so accus- the first Order to-day. It seems to me 
tomed to this Table that I am more than that his courtesy involves a corresponding 
loath to leave it. My noble friend the obligation on our part not to stand longer 
Duke of Devonshire, under somewhat than we can possibly help between him 
similar circumstances, addressed the and the Motion which he has next on the 
House from the end of the Table on the Paper. That subject is one of great im- 
other side, but I am given to understand portance, it is one in which the noble 
that by the inscrutable provisions of th's Earl takes a keen interest, and [| under- 
House that end of the Table is no more a _ gtand that there are many noble Lords 
part of the House than it is a part of who desire to say something upon it. In 
Stonehenge ; and therefore one must these circumstances, I venture to ap- 
either address the House from one side of peal to noble Lords in all parts of 
the Table or the other, and I must ask the House, whatever view they may 
the courtesy of my noble friends behind take of the statement which I am about 
me to allow me to speak here, + for it is to make, and whether they approve or 
more convenient to ask a Question face to disapprove of it, that they should not 
face than by turning one’s back to the attempt to institute anything like a 
«questionee, debate on this occasion. From that 
point of view the matter cannot be 
regarded as urgent, and any noble Lord 
who wishes to raise the question again 
can easily find an opportunity of doing 
so after the Easter recess. With regard 
to what my noble friend on the Cross 
Benches said about the position from 
which he addressed the House, I can only 
say that, although we are always very 


I put this Question down a long time 
ago at the opening of Parliament for this 
simple reason. I was not able to attend 
the sittings of Parliament, and it struck 
me that during the very interesting 
debates on the Address one of the most 
important topics which might have en- 
gaged the interest of His Majesty’s 
(sovernment was omitted—this topic of : 
the Channel Tunnel. I therefore wrote glad to have him on our side, at the 
to Lord Ripon to ask his permission to | S4me time—and I am sure [ am saying 
put it to him, but for divers reasons, some | What is in the minds of everybody in the 
concerning him and some concerning me, House—we are also always glad to hear 
I have not been able to put the Question him from whatever part of the House he 
until this moment. I do not know what ™4y desire to speak. 
the intentions of His Majesty's Govern-| 1 wi simply confine myself to making 


+ His Lordship was standing at the Opposi- 4 Statement similar to that which my 
tion side of the Table. 


‘right hon. friend the Prime Minister 
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either has made, or is about to make, in 
another place; and I have to say that 
His Majesty’s Government fully recognise 
the deep concern felt in this matter, and 
they have no other desire than to take 
Parliament fully into their confidence 
even in anticipation of the early stages of 
a Bill which has been introduced in 
another place. I may say, briefly, that 
our view of the public interest leads us to 
he opposed to the project of the Channel 
Tunnel. Even supposing that the mili- 
tary dangers involved were to be amply 
guarded against, there would, in our 
opinion, exist throughout the country a 
feeling of insecurity which might lead to 
constant demands for increased expendi- 
ture, both naval and military, and a con- 
tinual condition of unrest, and possibly 
even of alarm, which, however unfounded, 
would be most injurious in its effects, both 
political and commercial. On the other 
hand, there has not been disclosed any 
such prospect of advantage to the trade 
and industry of this country as would 
compensate for these evils. 


As to the personal convenience of 
passengers and the transit of light articles, 
it seems well that further consideration 
should be given to other means of con- 
veyance, such as are used, for instance, 
in ferries across great channels of the sea 
in other parts of the world. These con- 
siderations lead us, while rejoicing in 
anything that facilitates freer communica- 
tion with our neighbours, to view the 
project with disfavour. In reply to my 
noble friend’s Motion for Papers, [ have 
to say that I regret we are not able to 
lay any Papers on the Table. Practically 
the only documents which would be of 
interest in the matter are memoranda of 
the Defence Committee, which, as the 
House will fully understand, are of a 
purely confidential character, and cannot 
therefore be produced. 


THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I shall certainly be guided by 
the advice of the noble Earl who has just 
addressed you, and stand for as short a 
time as possible between the House and 
the interesting debate in which we shall 
presently take part; but I think it would 
be scarcely decent that this subject should 
be passed by without a word from these 
Benches, and I have, as the House is 
perhaps aware, a particular reason for 
taking on interest in it. 


{21 Marcu 1907} 
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I had the honour twenty-four years 
ago of presiding over the Joint Committee 
of the two Houses upon this subject, and 
I plead guilty to having been the author 
of a Report in which the construction of 
the tunnel was favoured. I was sup- 
ported by the late Lord Aberdare, the 
late Mr. Baxter, and my noble friend 
Lord Peel, who is, I think, not in his 
place this evening. I am bound to say 
that the arguments which convinced me 
in 1883 do not appear to me nearly so 
convincing at the present moment. I[ 
remain of opinion that the tunnel would be 
of very great convenience to that portion 
of the public which desires to cross the 
Channel, and I certainly should not 
speak slightingly of the sufferings which 
a portion of that public has to undergo. 
[am reminded of a saying of a gifted 
Irish authoress, who once said that she 
wondered why people were so apt to 
ridicule those who suffered from sea- 
sickness. She said that to her seasickness 
always presented itself in one of two 
lights. It was either pathetic or disgust- 
ing—pathetic if she was seasick herself, 
disgusting if anybody else was. Nor 
do I think we ought to put on one 
side too hastily the commercial advan- 
tages of such means of communication. 
And, besides that, I am attracted, as I 
think everybody must be, by the prospect 
of an addition to the many great 
triumphs over natural obstacles which 
our engineers are able to achieve, and 
which, I have no doubt, they would 
| achieve in the present instance. 





__ Passing from that to other considerations 
| I still believe that it should be possible, 
| humanly speaking, to render almost cer- 
tain the denial of the tunnel to a foreign 
adversary. But I am bound to sav that if 
the chances of its being used against us 
were only as one in a hundred, or one in 
a thousand, I do not think that the people 


of this country would tolerate an 
operation which would oblige us to 


run that hundredth or that thousandth 
chance. That is the real question. 
We may be able to convince ourselves 
that we should run no risk, but I do not 
believe that we shall ever convince the 
public that that is so. And if that is true 
it follows that we should, by allowing 
this tunnel to be built, occasion not only 
a new source of anxiety in time of peace, 
but a grave additional cause of anxiety 
| When war was going on, or when war 
282 
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was imminent. We can picture to our- 
selves, without very much difficulty, the 
condition of things which would arise if 
we were engaged in war with a great 
Power, or if such a war were imminent. 
We can think of-disturbed trade, of rising 
prices, of interrupted communications— 
perhaps in the absence of the Fleet 
engaged in another part of the world; of 
the terror of invasion, of the prospect of 
raids, of the clamour for measures of 
protection. Well, my Lords, if to all 
these causes of anxiety we were to super- 
add the apprehension which I have no 
doubt would be created by the presence 
of this tunnel, we should make the posi- 
tion, already grave and anxious enough, 
doubly grave and doubly anxious. 


It is upon these grounds, which I am 
almost inclined to describe as of a senti- 
mental character, that I bas my 
conclusion, rather than upon strategical 
or historical considerations. I am_ in- 
clined to think that we have rather 
wasted our time in the examination of 
historical precedents. It does not seem 
to me that it would at all follow that 
because in the past war has been waged 
according to certain rules, that the rules 
of the game should necessarily be 
observed in the future. I know that I 
have myself been taken to task lately on 
account of a statement made in the 
Report of the Committee to which I 
referred just now—a statement which 
was alluded to the other evening by my 
noble friend Lord Lovat—I mean, a 





statement in which we referred to the , 


seizure of the Danish Fleet by this 
country in the year 1807. That occurrence 
was put on one side by us upon the 
ground that it was justified by the 
discovery by the English Government of 
the secret articles of the Treaty of Tilsit, 
by which the Navy of Denmark had 
been put at the disposal of France. 
It has been represented to me that on 
that point our history was incorrect, and 
there is, perhaps, some truth in that, 
hecause, I believe, the secret Articles of 
the Treaty cf Tilsit were not known to 
the Government of this country until 
many years afterwards. But what the 
Government of the day did know was 
that the condition of Europe was ex- 
tremely disturbed, that the minor Powers 
were threatened and would, in all 
probability, be drawn into the vortex of 
war. We believed that Denmark would be 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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unable to maintain her neutrality, and 
accordingly — resorting, no doubt, to 
rough and ready methods—we sent an 
ultimatum to Denmark, and, as that 
ultimatum did not produce the desired 
effect, we seized her fleet. 


Army. 


But, as I said just now, the question of 
precedents does not seem to me very 
greatly to matter. To my mind we are 
concerned not with the past, but with 
the present ; and so far as the present is 
concerned I am bound to say that, having 
regard to the state of public opinion on 
the subject of the Channel Tunnel, 
having regard to the fact that its con- 
struction would create something like 
general dismay in this country, I do not 
think the noble Earl opposite could have 
given any Answer other than that which 
he has just addressed to the House. 

THE Eart or ROSEBERY : I with- 
draw my Motion for Papers. 


THE TERRITORIAL ARMY. 
*THE EarL or WEMYSS rose to move 
the following Resolutica :—‘‘ That this 
House, having three years ago successfully 
opposed the absorption of the Militia into 
the Regular Army, is now of opinion that 
the proposed amalgamation of the Militia 
and Volunteers in a ‘ speculative ’ so-called 
‘national army’ is a wrongful ignoring 
of the good service rendered by the 
Militia in the past, and of its capabilities 
in the future, while it would fail to secure 

a reliable force for home defence.” 


The noble Earl said: My Lords, | 
would ask your kind indulgence while | 
endeavour, as shortly as I can, to give 
the reasons for the Motion which I have 
placed on the Paper, and which I hope 
will be satisfactory to your Lordships. 
I do not intend to go into the general 
questions raised by the Army Bill, nor to 
consider whether it is, or is not, desirable 
in the interests of the nation, seeing the 
state of armaments abroad, where millions 
of men can, in a few hours, be made 
ready for war, that we should reduce the 
strength of our Regular Army. That is 
a moot point on which persons can form 
their own opinion. I have a strong one 
myself, which is that it is not advisable 
in present circumstances to do so. 


It is more particularly to the Militia 
that I wish to call your Lordships 
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attention. We know that the Secretary 
of State for War proposes, with the fairy’s 
wand of an Act of Parliament, to trans- 
form the whole of the Auxiliary Forces 
into what he calls a Territorial Army. 
The Militia, the Yeomanry, and the Volun- 
teers—three single gentlemen—are to be 
rolled into one. I think it would be well 
for your Lordships to consider on what 
the present Auxiliary Forces rest, what 
is their base, and then compare that with 
the base on which this Territorial Army 
is supposed to rest. What is the base 
upon which the Militia rests? It is com- 
pulsion and nothing less. That is the 
foundation of our military system for 
home defence. 

Last year the Secretary of State for 
War, in one of his speeches in the 
country, said that he intended to give 
the nation an Army on purely British 
principles. 
House at the time to traverse the sound- 
ness of that view, and to show that purely 
British principles were absolutely the 


converse of what the right. hon. gentle- | 


man intended. For the whole gist and soul 
of the British military system is compul- 
sion for home defence. You cannot get 
out of that. I very much doubt whether 
there is any such principle, or any 
principle you can trust, in regard to the 
Territorial Army. The Government are 
about to destroy a force resting upon 
compulsion, upon every man being bound, 


if called upon by the King, to serve his | 


country, and we are to be left merely 


with the hope of the author of the scheme | 


that the people of this country will 


sacrifice themselves by taking to military | 
duties in preference to football, cricket, | 
They now go in untold | 


and other games. 
thousands to see men in the mud playing 
football with their heads, but they give 
no thought to the defence of their 
country. Will this Bill, without com- 
pulsion, induce them to change? I very 
much doubt it. Therefore, you are 
getting rid of a system which is sound 
in every way, and establishing in its 
place one which has no foundation of any 
sort whatever. 


Such being the case, I have put down 
this Motion, which in the first place refers 


to what the House did three years ago. | 


Your Lordships then prevented the 
absorption of the Militia in the Regular 
Army. The present proposal is for the 
absorption of the Militia in a nondescript 


{21 Marcu 1907} 


I ventured in your Lordships’ | 


Army. 1214 

Territorial Army. My Motion next refers 
to the good service rendered by the 
Militia in the past. I need not dwell 
upon that, for it is written on every page 
of our history. Nor need I dwell on the 
capabilities of the Militia in the future if 
properly worked, for those capabilities 
are untold. I now come to the point— 
Why is the Militia to be got rid of ? 
What is the reason? On what principle 
do you do it? Mr. Haldane says it is 
moribund and anemic. I admit that. 
But why is it moribund? Why is it 
anemic? Because you do not give it its 
due. It is entitled by law to a certain 
amount of food in the shape of flesh and 
blood. But it is not given that food. 
You have not the courage to exercise the 
power you have of filling the Militia. 
You keep it starved, and then complain 
'that it is anemic. The Secretary of 
'State for War himself would become 
/anemic and moribund if he did not get 
his daily food. If the existing law 
were enforced all your military 
problems would fall by the way, 
and the country would be made in- 
' vulnerable. 

Having got rid of the Militia and 
substituted this other force for it, what 
do you get? Do you get a reliable 
force? You certainly do not. When the 
Secretary of State first went about the 
‘country explaining his ideas, he asked 
for 790,000 or 900,000 Volunteers, but 
now he is satisfied with a mixed lot of 
|only 300,000 men. I do not know why. 
But I dare any one to say that with the 


| training proposed the Territorial Army 
will be fit to contend with the picked 
| troops it might have to meet in battle. 
Then the idea that an enemy would give 
us six months notice before commencing 

hostilities is ridiculous. They will come 
| like a bolt from the blue. Read Kuropat- 
| kin’s account of the battles in Manchuria. 
| He states that Port Arthur was not 
| sufficiently garrisoned. Why? Because 
| the Russian Blue Water School believed 
'in the impregnability of their fleet. And 
| what happened? That fleet was sent to 
'the bottom without a declaration of war 
of any sort or kind, and the officers and 
men of that fleet, when the ships were 
| being sunk, were on shore socially enjoy- 
ing themselves. If we have a big war 
| it will be on that principle. 


| This scheme is absolutely condemned. 
_And by whom! By its author. For Mr. 
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Haldane himself said it was speculative. 
There is no speculation about getting rid 
of what you have. That is a certainty. 
But what is to take its place is an absolute 
speculation. In making that statement 
I am only quoting the words of the 
Secretary of State for War himself. I 
venture to think that the questions at 
issue are too serious to be left in this way 
to speculation. You cannot speculate 
with certain things—at least you ought 
not—least of all should you speculate 
with the defence of this country. The 
stakes are too high to permit of any game 
of speculation. For what are the stakes ? 
The stakes are neither more nor less than 
hearth, home, and Empire, and I hope, 
if the Bill comes up to this House, that 
your Lordships will decline to enter into 
a speculative enterprise when those are 
the stakes that have to be played for. 

I noticed in the newspapers the other 
day that Lord Beauchamp, in discussing 
Lord Avebury’s pet subject, Sunday 
trading, said there was a time when he 
himself was very anxious, as far as 
possible, to suppress Sunday trading. 
He said— 

“Twas then acting and speaking with the 
courage of ignorance. ” 


But as he got more information he be- | 


came wiser, and was not so keen for 
suppressing Sunday trading. What 


strikes me is that to get rid of our old | 


constitutional Militia, to tear up by the 


roots our military system, is more than | 


courageous—it is audacious, but it is 
the audacity of moral cowardice, for it 
is done simply to avoid compulsion. If 
the country were asked they would 
gladly submit to the ballot, but the 
Secretary of State is afraid to ask 
them. 


Your Lordships some years ago passed 
a sensible Resolution to the effect that, 
putting the Navy aside, this country 
should be so strong at home in land 
defence that no nation would ever in 
any form attempt a hostile landing on 
our shores. I suggest that your Lord- 
ships should bear that wise Resolution, 
which was passed unanimously, well in 
mind, and whenever a Bill of any kind 
dealing with home defence comes before 
you, test it by that Resolution. As re- 
gards this Bill, if it is carried in its 
present form, including the Militia, my 
conviction is that the country will be 
in a state of chronic alarm, knowing that 
The Earl of Wemyss. 
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it has no means of meeting any attempt 
_ that might be made against it. 


Army. 


I have received a wire from my military 
adviser. The noble Lord the Under- 
Secretary of State for War is always 
talking of his military advisers ; therefore 
why should I not quote mine ? My 
military adviser is Lord Wolseley, and | 
will back him against the military 
advisers of the Government any day, 
What does Lord Wolseley say? He 
wires from Rome that he is in hearty 
agreement with my views and looks upon 
this territorial Army as nothing but in- 
sanity. I have nothing more to say, 
but to move the Motion which stands in 
my name. 


Moved “ That this House, having three 
years ago successfully opposed the absorp- 
tion of the Militia into the Regular Army, 
is now of opinion that the proposed amal- 
gamation of the Militia and Volunteers ina 
‘speculative,’ so called, ‘national Army’ 
is a wrongful ignoring of the good service 
rendered by the Militia in the past and of 
its capabilities in the future, while it 
would fail to secure a reliable force for 
home defence.”"—(7he Earl of Meiyss.) 


*THe DukEOF BEDFORD: My Lords, 
I venture to intervene in this debate for 
the purpose of asking His Majesty's 
Government for some information con- 
|cerning their intentions towards the 
Militia force, and also for the purpose of 
conveying to them the feeling of that 
force, so far as I know it, in regard to 
some of the proposals which have already 
been made. The Militia is so closely 
connected with the Regular Army that 
you cannot touch the one without affect- 
ing the other. Our military history 
|shows that since the re-organisation of 
the Militia by Mr. Pitt the force has 
never failed the country in the hour ot 
need. It isan accepted fact that without 
the support of the Militia the Regular 
Army could never have brought toa 
satisfactory conclusion any of our great 
campaigns. 

In our recent campaign in South 
Africa the Militia was our only military 
force which was able to provide complete 
units of itself for active service, and that 
after having sent many of its best officers 
and men to the Line. All the 124 
infantry Militia battalions of the United 
Kingdom were embodied, and thirty-two 
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units of artillery, and two regiments of 
engineers. For every Militia battalion 


embodied at home a Line battalion is | 


liberated for service abroad. There 


served in South Africa sixty-one battalions | 
of infantry, and, in the Mediterranean | 
In addition | 


and Egypt, nine battalions. 
to these, nine companies of garrison 
artillery, and three and a half companies 
of engineers served abroad. The number 
of officers and men of the Militia who 
served in South Africa, in Egypt, and in 
the dependencies abroad exceeds a total 
of 100,000. In addition, the Regular 
forces employed in South Africa must 
have drawn by transfers fully 50,000 men 
from the Militia. The Militia probably 
supplied in all not less than 120,000 men 
for the purposes of the war, a contribution 
far in excess of that made by the 
Yeomanry, Volunteers, and _ over-sea 
Colonial contingents together. 


It is the case, I know not why, that | 
both at home and abroad, both in peace | 


and in war, the Militia is judged not by 
its best battalions, but by its worst. 
There are good battalions now at home, 
but it is always of the battalions greatly 
below their strength that we hear. Some 
battalions deprived by the Line of their 
best officers and men, may have been a 
cause of anxiety to general officers in 
South Africa. It is, I believe, the general 
impression that the Militia did little in 
South Africa, except cause anxiety to 
general officers on lines of communication. 
As the Militia is now being weighed in 
the balance, and seems likely to be con 
demned as wanting for the purposes of 
war, | hope your Lordships will allow me 
to mention some of their services in 
action during the South African War. 
In his address at Kroonstad, on the 
departure of the 3rd_ battalion, The 
Buffs, for St. Helena, General Sir W. G. 
Knox, K.C.B., said— 

“You have acquitted yourselves nobly, and 
I cannot reeall one single instance in which you 
have failed me. Wherever I expected an 
attack and knew the 3rd Butts were there, 
I always felt perfectly safe, and never had one 
moment’s anxiety.” 


Sir A. Hunter said of this battalion 
that it was like a seasoned Line battalion. 
General Sir Charles Knox, in reference to 
the 3rd Battalion Royal Scots (Lothian 
Regiment), said that— 

“The esprit de corps and the admirable 
system which prevails in the battalion leaves 
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nothing to be desired, and might well serve as 
| anexample to many Line battalions I coul t 
” 
| name, 


Army. 


The battalion had formed part of a 
force under General Sir Charles Knox, 
and had marched nearly 700 miles 
in three months with much fighting. 
The 3rd Battalion King’s Own (Royal 
Lancaster Regiment) with a few Mounted 
Infantry, formed the garrison of the 
|Zand River. They were attacked by 
| about 800 of the enemy with two pom- 
| poms and a field gun on 14th January, 
| 1900, and signally defeated their assail- 
‘ants. Lord Kitchener issued orders 
thanking the regiment for their gallant 
conduct. The 6th Battalion Lancashire 
Fusiliers joined General Settle’s column 
and took part in a fight at Luckoff on 
28th November, 1900, when the enemy’s 
position was cleared by this Militia 
| Battalion at the point of the bayonet in 
| such a manner as to occasion the following 
appearing in the General’s orders— 

“The final assault, which contributed to the 
rout of the Boers, was highly creditable to 
the Battalion ;” 


the record adding— 

‘* It fell to the lot of few Militia units to take 

part in an engagement of this character, and 
the skilful and intelligent manner in which 
the Battalion carried out the attack showed 
what Militiamen can do when given wie 
opportunity.” 
The Militia, in common with all other 
forces, met with disaster. The 4th 
Derby Militia was compelled to surrender 
at Rhenoster. They were attacked by 
a superior force of the enemy supported 
by five guns. They were without any 
artillery support. They fought on till 
their commanding officer was_ killed, 
and they had lost 140 men killed and 
wounded. Zhe Times history of the war 
says-— 

“They made a brave fight, though it was 
hopeless from the first.” 
With regard to the 4th Battalion the 
Cameronian (Scottish Rifles), Major 
General Paget, in his Report, commented 
on their steadiness and pluck at Lieukop 
under a heavy shell fire, enough to shake 
the nerves of any but the best troops. 
The 4th Battalion the Prince of Wales’s 
(North Staffordshire Regiment) success- 
fully defended Fraserburg. General 
French complimented the garrison for 
their successful resistance, and thanked 
the troops for their splendid behaviour. 
This battalion subsequently occupied 
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eighty miles of blockhouses, and before 
leaving for home General French 
addressed the Battalion and accorded all 
ranks high praise for their arduous and 
self-sacrificing labours throughout thecam- 
paign. A subaltern of the 4th Battalion 
King’s Own (Royal Lancaster Regiment) 


with thirty men, on 23rd February, 1901, | 
successfully held Fish River bridge and | 


station for four hours against an attack 
made by 250 of the enemy until the 
armoured train came to their assistance. 
Lord Kitchener telegraphed his con- 
gratulations— 


{LORDS} 


_ Army. 
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Army. They do much more than that. 
They decide to destroy the only foree 
which has never failed to supply that 
organised expansion outside the Regular 
Army on the necessity of which the Royal 
Commission insists. It is true that the 
Secretary of State for War hopes at some 
distant time the new territorial force may 
number some 800,000 or 900,000 men, 
and will take the field abroad in complete 
divisions for the expansion of the Regular 
All that we know for certain 
about the territorial force is that it has 


no existence at present, and, when it does 


“Gallantly maintaining the defence, and | ’ bss, a 
' Parliament to the United Kingdom. 


continuously refusing to surrender.” 
Corporal Cummings, of the 3rd Battalion 


Royal Scots, with a small piquet, success- | 


fully maintained his position against fifty 
Boers on 12th January, 1901. Lance- 
Corporal McKinnon and six men of the 
same regiment were attacked by 100 
Boers when holding a small post near 
Hallfontein, but drove the enemy off. 
Both these men were specially com- 
mended for gallantry in the field by the 
General Officer commanding communica- 
tions, Orange River Colony Kroonstad, 
in his Divisional Orders. 

There are many more favourable 
mentions of the Militia in action; 
226 Militia Officers were mentioned 
in despatches, and 245 non-commis- 
sioned officers and men. His Majesty’s 
Government have spent a year in pass- 


ing in review the military forces of the | 


country, and appraising the value of 
each for the purposes of war. In spite 
of the facts that I have just mentioned, 
in spite of the lessons of military history 
which prove the supreme value of the 
Militia in time of war, they have con- 
cluded not to reorganise and restore, but 
to disorganise and destroy, the force. I 
hope that His Majesty’s Government may 
be able to tell us the reasons which led 
to that decision. 


The Militia is the only force we have 
which can, on the declaration of war, 
carry out the expansion of the Regular 
Army at home and abroad by organised 
units. This most important duty the 
Militia has always efticiently discharged 
in the past. By abolishing the Militia, 
His Majesty’s Government not only reject 
as valueless the finding of the Royal 
Commission on the South African War as 
to the imperative need for organised ex- 


pansion outside the limits of the Regular , 


The Duke of Bedford. 


appear, it is to be confined by Act ot 


Nothing which by any stretch of the 
imagination could be called an Army can 


'be evolved for many years out of the 


chaos which will be created by the pro- 
posed scheme, and then only if the present 
Government and successive Governments 
are prepared to spend enormous sums of 
money on all the equipment, the sub 
sidiary services, the adjuncts and the 
highly trained officers essential for an 
Army. No training is to he given to the 
territorial force until war has been 
declared. It would therefore be many 
months before any organised unit could 
be used to expand the Regular Army, 
and in the meantime a great part of that 
Army is tied down to its garrison duties 
both at home and abroad and cannot be 
employed in the actual theatre of war. 
Can the Government say why it is, in 
their opinion, advisable to deprive the 
Regular Army of all means of expansion 
until six months after war has been 
declared ? 


The natural results of the South African 
War upon the Militia was the depletion 
of all its ranks. No effort has been made 
on the part of successive military admin- 
istrations to assist the Militia to recover 
from the drain made upon its resources 
by its enormous contribution to the South 
African War. Militia officers are fully 
aware of the deficiency of the force as at 
present organised. But they are agreed 
upon the remedies necessary to raise the 
whole force to a uniform standard of 
efticiency. We know precisely what is 
wanted, from the representation of the 
force upon the Army Council down to the 
bounty to be given to the recruit on first 
enlistment. None of the reforms which 
we advocate entail serious additional ex- 
pense. None require the sanction of 
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Parliament, save the addition of a clause 
to the Militia Act of 1882 making the 
Militia available for foreign service on 
embodiment, a condition which we believe 
the Militia is prepared to accept, pro- 
vided that the Act of 1882 remains other- 
wise unchanged. I do not propose at 
present to enter upon the reorganisation 
of the Militia, but I can assure your 
Lordships that we know exactly the 
measure which would restore power and 
vitality to the force. 


The Militia is our oldest military 
organisation. The long continuity of its 
existence is a proof that it is a form of 
service congenial to the people of this 
country. Once destroyed, it can never 
be restored asasystem. It affords asure 
and solid foundation ready for the work 
of construction. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment reject construction on a_ solid 
foundation. They prefer to drop the 
substance which they have, in order to 
catch at the phantom forces of a specula- 
tive Army. All the Auxiliary Forces are 
to be amalgamated, and then called the 
territorial force. This force is to be a 
purely civilian force, administered on 
Volunteer lines, and will be the present 
Volunteer force under a new name. In- 
asmuch as there are no Volunteers in 
Ireland, the Irish Militia must be 
separated from what has hitherto been 
the Militia of the United Kingdom and 
become a separate force. As far as I 
understand, the Irish Militia is to be 
enlisted for foreign service and made 
liable for drafting to the line. 


The Militia in Great Britain is asked 
to change its conditions of service from 
that of a paid military force serving 
under the Army Act to that of a civilian 
force conducted on Volunteer lines, to be 
paid only for a week or a fortnight if a 
camp should happen to be held. There 
is to he no preliminary recruit training. 
Company drill and musketry practice is 
to be carried on throughout the year out 
oi the men’s sparetime. The question is, 
Will the Militia Officers and men be able 
to accept these changed conditions of 
service ! How can the men accept them ? 
The Militia is recruited from among the 
working and labouring classes. A labour- 
ing man may possibly get every alternate 
Saturday afternoon to himself. Is it 
reasonable to expect that man to give up 
his few hours of fortnightly holiday in 
order to attend company drill, or possibly 
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Army. 


to travel, at considerable expense to him- 
self, across his county to get to a rifle 
range ? Not only will he receive no pay, 
and be out of pocket for travelling 
expenses, but he will lose the chance of 
profitable employment on that afternoon. 
An annual training of four weeks is a 
very different affair. Then the Militia- 
man gets his food, his daily pay, and his 
training bounty. He takes away with him 
useful clothing, such as boots, shirts, and 
socks. In addition, he receives his non- 
training bounty during the winter months. 
He is expected to give all that up for the 
sake of 1s. a day fora week ora fortnight, 
and to sacrifice all his spare time as well. 
Is a working man justified in playing the 
patriot at such a sacritice to himself and to 
his family ? I have heard it stated repeat- 
edly of late that men cannot afford to come 
out for four consecutive weeks training. 
This is certainly not the case when the 
common-sense rule is applied of training 
during the slack season of the local 
industry. It is not true, in my experience, 
to say that the depletion in numbers of 
the Militia is due to the four weeks of 
training, or that working men cannot 
afford to serve in the Militia. They only 
cannot afford to do so when, as now 
proposed, they are expected to serve 
without pay. 


It is equally impossible for Militia 
officers to serve on Volunteer lines. 
Possibly, in a Militia battalion, a quarter 
of the officers may be resident in the 
county. The rest are non-resident. 
Many of these may be connected with 
the county, or have friends in it, and be 
very glad indeed to return there for a 
month in each year. But how can 
officers, who are non-resident in the 
county, be expected to travel down at 
their own expense to the country villages 
for afternoon drills, or to go to remote 
rifle ranges and probably find that no 
men turn up for practice? In the event 
of men not appearing for drill or 
musketry, is any penalty to be inflicted ? 
If a penalty is to be inflicted I 
cannot conceive any man’s being so 
foolish as to enlist in the new 
force. On the other hand, if no penalty 
can be inflicted, then at once you arrive 
at a go-as-you-please, do-as-you-like state 
of affairs, which reduces military training 
to an absolute farce. Your Lordships 
will, I think, allow, on account of the 
reasons I have given, that service in the 
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new territorial force is impossible alike 
for Militia ofticers and men. 


I may inform your Lordships that 
since His Majesty’s Government have 
announced their plans for the amalgama- 
tion of all the Auxiliary Forces, I have 
asked my brother Militia commanding 
officers the question, Do you consider 
it possible for the unit under your 
command to accept the conditions ot 
service proposed by the Secretary of 
State for War? Those are the conditions 
I have just explained to your Lordships. 
One hundred and four have answered 
** No,” and three have answered “ Yes,” 
and from fourteen I have had no replies. 
It is not a case of will not ; it is a case of 
cannot. You are asking the impossible. 
You cannot convert a paid military force, 
recruited from among the labouring 
classes, into an unpaid civilian force, for 
the simpie reason that working men can- 
not afford to serve not only without pay but 
at some expense to themselves. Soldiers 
in the Army and men in the Militia come 
from much the same class, but men in 
that class have different outlooks on life. 
Some prefer Regular soldiering and some 
prefer Militia soldiering. This is the 
class of men who in the past have won 
and maintained our Empire. They may 
be rather a rough lot. I have known 
some very rough diamonds among them. 
But they have a splendid fighting record, 
and our country has good reason to be 
grateful to them. The abolition of the 
Militia deprives the labouring classes, to 
whom we owe all our great military 
achievements, of a form of military 
service, outside the Regular Army, fitted 
to their condition of life. 


But the Militiaman is to disappear. 
For the future we are to create a 
new force for the accommodation of a 
superior class of men, who have never 
been the back bone of British Armies. 
It is all very well to talk of converting 
Militia cadres into Volunteer battalions, 
whatever that may mean, or of turning 
the Irish Militia into drafting bodies for 
the Regular Army. But none of these 
changes are possible with the men now 
serving, except they are ready, which is 
most improbable, to change a bargain 
which suits them, and of which they 
cannot be deprived, for one which does 
not. At present a Militiaman receives 
about £7 a year. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment offer him 7s. a year in exchange. 

Lhe Duke of Bedford. 


{LORDS} 


Ariny. 


He will not accept. Militiamen now 
serving will not change their existing 
form of service. They will continue it 
till their time expires. Militia officers, 
as far as possible, will serve on with their 
men. But it will not be for long. | 
apprehend that within four years of 
cessation of enlistment for the Militia 
the force will die out, but during these 
four years it will be a drifting derelict, 
an impediment to reconstruction, useless. 
for service, and consequently most costly 
to the country. 


The Militia has always been, and is 
now, the main feeder of the Line. In 
1902 more than 18,000 men joined the 
Army from the Militia, but with the 
diminishing numbers of the Militia the 
number of transfers fell in 1905 to rather 
more than 12,000. About 20,000 recruits 
are required annually for the Line. Thus 
more than half the requisite supply 
comes at present from the Militia. Ii 
the Militia is abolished, it is certain that 
the Line will be, even in time of peace, 
unequal to their Imperial garrison duties. 


1224 


As far as I understand, His Majesty's 
Government attempt to ‘neet the recruit- 
ing difficulty for the Line due to the 
abolition of the Militia as follows. They 
intend to raise some seventy-four nucleus 


battalions, which will form a_ short- 
service, a very short-service, Regula: 
Army. These men_ will not be 


Militiamen, but will belong to the in- 
fantry of the Line. The evolution of these 
nucleus battalions is most interesting. 
In time of peace these nucleus battalions 
will not be real military units, but only 
amorphous bodies inhabiting depots. On 
mobilisation these bodies, | do not know 
how else to Cescribe them, will become 
the home and asylum for all the boys to 
young for foreign service, all the Re- 
servists and men who are medically unfit, 
and all recruits. To this crowd will be 
added officers from the Reserve of officers. 
Finally the whole of this mass of unsound 
and unseasoned humanity will hatch out 
into seventy-four new Line battalions, 
designed by His Majesty’s Government 
to be the Reserve, the support, and the 
backbone of the British infantry in the 
field. These seventy-four battalions can, 
at most, be but what are known in the 
Service as.rag-bag battalions. But it 's 
from these rag-bag battalions that in time 
of war the very first drafts for the reg 
ments at the front will have to be 
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furnished. The period of training in this ; barracks, and chance the rest.” If you 


new Home Service Army will be six 
months, and the age of enlistment seven- 
teen. Thusa boy will be discharged from 
the new Home Service Army into the 


Regular Reserve at the age of seventeen- | 


and-a-half. He will train for two weeks 


each vear, I presume at the depot, because | 


to send these short-service Reservists to 
train with any regiment at home would 
mean a great expense in travelling. 

Not the least remarkable feature of 


this new Reserve is the fact that none of | 


the men will ever have served with a 
regiment until they join one on active 
service. The depot is only a machine for 
shaping the raw material, not for fitting 
it in its place in the fighting line. They 
will go on service without ever having 
had any battalion training at all. Now, 
is it the opinion of the military advisers 
of His Majesty’s Government that a 
regiment reinforced by some 600 or 700 
of such short-service Reservists could 
possibly be fitted to remain in the first 
tighting line ? 

These nucleus battalions are designed 
to serve a double purpose, which is per- 
fectly impossible of accomplishment. 
The reason for enlisting seventeen-year 
old boys is to pass them into the Line in 
place of recruits now obtained from the 
Militia. But if vou send these boys into 
the Line, then what happens to your 
Reserve ! Clearly you have turned all 
your Reserves into serving soldiers. If 
you stop them going into the Line, then 
how are you going to get those recruits 
for the Line which you have lost owing 
to the abolition of the Militia? I hope 
His Majesty's Government may be able 
to suppply the solution of this puzzle. 
Except they can do so they must admit 
that they have no Reserve for the Line. 

These nucleus battalions will have none 
of the attractions of a regiment. Men 
will never serve with the same comrades. 
They will never serve under the sam2 
officers or non-commissioned _ officers. 
They will be liable to be drafted abroad 


whenever the Reserve is called out. I) 


cannot conceive any more absolutely un- 
attractive form of soldiering. Indeed, it 
seems to me so very unattractive that 
except very generous terms are offered 
none but the conscripts of hunger will 
accept. No doubt if a man were actually 
starving he would say sooner than starve, 


“T will go and do six months in the | the Regular Army. 


have neither the wit to attract, nor 
the power to compel, you must rely on 
hunger, and that is the great principle- 
of recruiting from the gutter upon which 
His Majesty’s Government rely for 
raising these new nucleus battalions, who: 
are to be the support and reserve of the 
Regular Army. Militiamen now serving 
will certainly not transfer tc these nucleus 
battalions. They have everything to: 
lose and nothing to gain by so doing. 
Men are asked to leave their regiments: 
and accept the liability for foreign service 
and for drafting, which they hate. I 
beg to ask if His Majesty’s Government 
propose to begin recruiting for these 
short-service battalions at once, or 
whether they mean to postpone doing so- 
till the existing Militia has died out ;. 
also if they mean to offer any bounty or 
special terms to serving Militiamen to 
transfer to the new short-service Army. 


Now, in the all-important problem of 
recruiting, some very interesting expeti- 
ments have recently been made, from 
which all those, who, like myself, do all 
we can to support the voluntary principle, 
hoped for the very best results. ‘The 
first experiment was due to civilian initia- 
tive, and was undertaken by Mr. 
Strachey, of the Spectator newspaper. 
He and others formed a company of 100: 
men, who agreed to train under Army 
conditions, and at Army rates of pay, for 
six months. Only one of the 100 men 
who first joined that company meant to 
go into the Army. Since their six 
months training, twenty-eight of these 
men offered to join the Army, and 
twenty six were accepted. The lesson 
in recruiting from that experiment is 
that if men have a chance of giving 
military training a trial a certain num- 
ber will join the Army who would 
never otherwise have done so. The 
Militia affords men an opportunity of 
making a trial of soldiering. If they 
join the Militia for the six months pre- 
liminary drill, they know that after the 
end of the battalion training, when they 
have seen what soldiering is like, they can 
either transfer to the Regular Army or 
remain in the Militia, or buy their 
discharge for a sovereign. Many men 
join the Militia to see if they like soldier- 
ing or not. If they are well treated and 
made comfortable, many will pass on to 
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At the present time experimental 
recruit training for six months is being 
carried out in the Militia. These experi- 
ments have proved the greatest success, 
and have suggested to the Government 
the idea of applying them to the short- 
service Army, where they are bound to 
prove a failure, because the Regular Army 
is not the Militia, and the conditions are 
wholly different. The battalion under my 
command is among those selected for 
this trial. I have now 170 recruits, who 
assembled in November, and who will go 
on training until the middle of June, 
that is, six months of recruits’ training 
and one month of battalion training. I 
am confident that 70 per cent. of these 
recruits will pass on to the Line. Very 
few, however, would have enlisted 
straight into the Line. The plunge into 
unknown conditions of life, from which 
escape is difficult, is too great for any 
men, except they are impelled by dire 
necessity. They need a stepping stone, 
and this is supplied by the Militia. 
To make this system of recruiting a 
success, the men must assemble in the 
barracks of their own county and be 
made reasonably comfortable. This is 
the plan of recruiting for the Regular 
Army through the Militia without the 
aid of cold and starvation. No doubt it 
may be said that if you send seventy 
per cent. of your recruits to the Line, 
what is going to happen to the Militia ? 
We believe if complete control of its own 
recruiting arrangements was restored once 
more to the Militia, together with the 
assistance which the force formerly 
derived from the Lords-Lieutenant and 
the Deputy-Lieutenants—all of them 
being Militia Ofticers, but placed by the 
War Office, for the last thirty years, on 
the dormant list—that then we should 
find sufficient recruits, both for the Militia 
and for the Line. 


The Territorial 


The Militia, however, is to be abolished, 
so good-bye to all the assistance and 
support it has given to the Regular Army 
in the past, and would give again in the 
future, in increased measure, if it were 
properly reorganised. Lords-Lieutenant 
and Deputy-Lieutenants are to be trans- 
ferred from the defunct Militia to the 
new force. The Militia was a rural and 
a territorial force, but the new force will 
be urban and municipal. I trust that 
Lords-Lieutenant and Deputy-Lieutenants 
may prove of great assistance to the new 


The Duke of Bedford. 


{LORDS} 
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force, but all their influence, which might 
have been used for the benefit of the 
Regular Army by recruiting through the 
Militia, will be lost to the Army, because 
the new territorial force is to be a purely 
civilian force, composed of a different 
class of men from those who enlist in the 
Army. 


It is significant that the scheme of the 
Government is warmly approved by those 
who advocate conscription. They regard 
it as the certain prelude to some form of 
compulsory service. After all, if you 
abolish the Militia, and thereby render 
the supply of recruits to the Army 
inadequate, if you amalgamate the 
Yeomanry and Volunteers under condi- 
tions which are not acceptable to many 
members of those forces, and consequently 
entail reduction of their numbers, you 
will have achieved the complete break- 
down of the voluntary system both for 
the Regular Army and for the Auxiliary 
Forces. This is exactly the end which 
advocates of conscription desire to 
accomplish. They certainly never thought 
that His Majesty’s present Government 
would do it for them, and at the same 
time establish a territorial organisation 
which lends itself readily to the inception 
of an obligatory system. 


I venture to suggest to His Maiesty’s 
Government that they should give the 
Militia control of their own recruiting, 
and leave them outside the speculative 
force, as determined by their own 
Memorandum dated 30th July of last 
year. This, my Lords, I believe to be the 
only hope of maintaining the Regular 
Army by voluntary enlistment. In con- 
clusion, I beg to ask His Majesty's 
Government if they will not issue a 
Memorandum explanatory of their pro- 
posals in reference to the Militia Force. 
I can assure them that at present the 
statements made regarding the changes 
in the Militia are so vague, so con- 
tradictory, and so impossible, that the 
Militia Force is quite at a loss to under- 
stand their meaning. 


*Viscount HARDINGE: My Lords, ! 
have always in this House regarded 
discussions affecting the Army and Navy 
as too vital to the Empire to be treated 
on the basis of Party politics, because, 
no matter what our political convictions 
on other questions may be, we are deeply 
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conscious of the fact that upon the states- 
manlike solution of naval and military 
matters depends the security and conse- 
quent well-being of our country, and that a 
false step or injurious action might result 
in such disastrous consequences that it is 
the imperative duty of each and every 
one of us to endeavour to prevent the 
possibility of such consequences arising. 
It is with that purpose and with that 
feeling that I wish to address your Lord- 
ships on the important Motion brought 
forward by my noble friend Lord 
Wemyss, and not with any desire to 
disparage the efforts of the Secretary of 
state in his honest endeavour to solve 
this problem of national defence on 
economic lines ; and I think the desire of 
Mr. Haldane to increase our efficiency 
and at the same time reduce our expendi- 
ture is probably the wish of most of your 
Lordships. But I would like to ask, How is 
it that Mr. Haldane proposes to effect that 
economy ? How is it that he finds him- 
self able to tell the people of this country 
that he will provide them with a cheaper 
Army on the one hand and a more 
efficient Army on the other. The answer 
to those two questions depends «pon the 
answer to a third—namely, What are the 
essentials of an efficient Army? I am 
aware that in this House there are on 
hoth sides many noble Lords who have 
special and first-hand knowledge of mili- 
tary matters, Speaking for myself, as 
one not entirely ignorant of military 
matters, | have no hesitation in saying 
that the essentials of an efficient Army 
are that it should be able to take the 
field at short notice, as well disciplined, 
as well drilled, and as well equipped as 
any force that could be brought against 
it. 


The National Army proposed by the 
Secretary of State for War, in the un- 
fortunate event of its services for home 
defence ever being seriously required, 
will be called upon, not only to meet, but 
to beat the best troops that the Continen- 
tal Armies could put in the field against it, 
and the National Army will require to 
do this after six months preparation, 
assuming that we shall always have that 
time for the purpose. But why should 
we assume it? With due deference to 
Mr. Haldane, I should like to ask him 
What does he expect the Continental 
Armies to do during that time? Does 
he suppose for one moment that they are 
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going to wait until we are ready to 
receive them ? Do we not know that the 
whole basis of the plan of campaign of 
our Continential rivals is to catch us. 
unprepared ? May we not rest assured 
that they would so time their operations 
that our National Army would have 
nothing like six months to prepare them- 
selves for war? In any case, you cannot 
make a soldier in six months, but you cam 
lose a country in that time. 


Army. 


One of the most potent lessons we 
learnt in the South African War was the 
hostile feeling shown to this country by 
the other countries of Europe. We are 
supposed to be on good terms with all 
the other European countries at the pre- 
sent time, and we hope that France will 
continue so for all time; but we should 
take a lesson from that circumstance. It 
seems to me we are all inclined to forget 
that lesson. The secret of Mr. Haldane’s 
economy appears to be, in short, contained 
in two proposals—first, that an educated 
Army is cheap, and that we never require 
an Army in time of peace ; secondly, that 
we can always educate an Army in six 
months, and that we will always have six 
months in which to- educate that Army. 
I dispute both those propositions, and ] 
consider that no scheme based on those. 
propositions for home defence should have 
the sanction of the thinking people of this 
country. Of course, you can get a cheaper 
Army if you reduce the Line and extin- 
guish the Militia. You naturally get a 
cheaper Army because you have a smaller 
Army, and that Army will get smaller and 
cheaper as years go by, for with the 
extinction of the Militia will cease the 
constant flow of recruits from the Militia 
tothe Line. But why abolish the Militia ? 
If it has hitherto been regarded as the 
ugly duckling of the Service I fail to see 
what good can accrue from plucking that 
unfortunate fowl of its few remaining 
feathers, when with careful attention it 
might be transformed into a swan. 


The present scheme is utterly in conflict 
with the suggestions put forward by the- 
Committee of commanding officers of the 
Auxiliary Forces who sat at the War 
Office last summer under the presidency 
of Lord Esher. My noble friend the 
Duke of Bedford and myself, as report 
senting the Militia on that advisory 
Committee, looked to the Secretary of. 
State for War to resuscitate the Militia 
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and not to bury it. We were justified in 
‘doing so when we remember the 
speech which Mr. Haldane made in the 
House of Commons last year, when he 
attributed the unsatisfactory state of the 
Militia to the fact that no definite 
functions had been assigned to it, and 
said that he would see that in future the 
force was not bled white in order to 
supply the Line with its fighting strength 
in time of war. Even now | hope to 
receive from my noble friend the Under- 
Secretary of State for War some as- 
-surance that this question of the Militia 
is not to be ruthlessly determined before 
that force has had an opportunity of show- 
ing that it can take part in the scheme 
of home defence if properly treated. 
I should like to ask the noble Earl if 
‘he can give us—and [am sure the House 
‘would like to hear it—some definite 
information as to the ground upon which 
Mr. Haldane changed his view as to the 
‘claims of the Militia. Let us remember the 
great services that have heen rendered 
‘to the country by the Militia in the 
past; let us remember that those 
‘services have been performed in spite of 
‘the obstacles that have always stood in the 
‘way of the proper development of this 
force. If the Militia had sympathetic 
‘treatment, proper recruiting facilities and 
equipment, and the support of the 
patriotic feeling of the counties from 
‘which they are recruited, and the 
commanding officers were given oppor- 


‘tunities of real control, I believe they | 


would develop a force of fighting men 
which might be led against the best 
Continental troops. 


‘To conceive a remedy we should 
appreciate the disease, and the disease 
which has permeated the Militia in 
the past is lack of esprit de corps, 
-which is essential to all military bodies. 
The men composing the Militia are 
as capable of it and as anxious for 
it as any other body of men, but in the 
past they have been deprived of the 


possibilities of ever acquiring it. In| 
-order to provide this it follows that the | 
Militia commanding officer should be | 
given real and full control. At the present | 
time, for eleven months in the year he is | 
It is most essen- | 


absolutely a nonentity. 
tial, therefore, that the commanding officer 


should, especially as regards the recruiting | 
have full and _ real | 


of his battalion, 
«control. 
Viscount Hurdinge. 


{LORDS} 
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The present system of recruiting 
nominally for the Militia, but really for 
the Line, in order that the recruiting 
sergeants should receive double bounties, 
is, in my opinion, a_ pernicious and 
dishonest system, and it should be 
abolished. It is open to such abuses that 
it is surprising it has been tolerated so 
long. I would suggest that no man 
should be allowed to be transferred from 
the Militia to the Line without the con- 
sent of his commanding officer. That 
consent would never be unreasonably 
refused where the commanding officer 
thought that the recruit had legitimately 
gone into the Militia, and then, having 
acquired a liking for military service, 
wished to be transferred to the Line, and 
not for the purpose of putting double 
bounties into the pocket of the recuiting 
sergeant, and possibly some part into his 
own. It should not be forgotten that 
the bounties come out of the pockets 
of the British taxpayer. As a further 
safeguard I would make any transfer 
conditional on this, that the man so 
recruited should, before being trans- 
ferred, have undergone at least one 
training with his Militia battalion. This 
would be advantageous to both services, 
for the Line battalion would get a better 
man and the Militia battalion would not 
have the blood drained from its veins 
without having derived proper benefit 
from it. It is on these lines that 
I suggest reforms for the Militia should 
be instituted. I do not believe in 
destroying existing institutions when they 
can be adapted to modern requirements. 


Up to date no serious attempt has ever 
been made to put the Militia on a thorough- 
ly sound military basis. It is time the 
attempt was made. * Until that has been 
done and the Militia have been found 
wanting, then and not till then should we 
endeavour to construct some other force to 
take its place. It appears to me that the 
Secretary of State is endeavouring to get 
the people of this country to take a step 
in thedark. For whither is he leading 
us? Unless we know, and until we 
know, [ say most emphatically we should 
decline to follow him. This countrys 
greatness must not be hazarded on the 
throw of the dice, however skilful the 
player, and when the people of this 
country realise, as I believe they will, 
that the security of our land is being 
imperilled by this War Office speculation, 
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I feel confident they will have nothing to | 
do with it. 


*ToeE UNDERSECRETARY or 

STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Porrs- 
mouTH): My Lords, before I attempt to 
make any general reply to the various 
poiats that have been raised by my noble 
friends Lord Wemyss and Lord Hardinge, 
perhaps I may be permitted to reply 
somewhat categorically to the specific 
questions which have been addressed to 
me by my noble friend the Duke of 
Bedford. Some of the questions he has 
put in the course of his speech, and others 
he has communicated to me privately ; 
and I think it would be for the con- 
venience of all who are interested in 
military matters, especially having regard 
to the fact that we are on the eve of 
adjourning for the Easter holidays, that 
I should answer these points now, so that 
noble Lords and the country may have 
this definite information before them. 


My noble friend the Duke of Bedford, 
who is deservedly popular among Militia- | 
men of whom he is largely the represen- 
tative in your Lordships’ House, asks 
what is the compensating advantage for 
depriving the Regular Army by the, 
abolition of the Militia of all means of 
expansion on the outbreak of war. In 
reply to that question, I should like to 
point out that the proposed reforms re- 
garding the force in no way deprive the 
Regular Army of any means of expansion 
it possessed in the past. The aim of 
those interested in the Militia in late 
years has not been to make it a source of 
expansion but a support to the Regular 
Army. Our proposals, on the contrary, 
aim at organising for every two battalions 
of the Line a third or nucleus battalion 
through which men recruited on a non- | 
regular basis will pass to a_ special | 
Reserve which wiil be quite apart from | 
and in addition to the — ordinary | 
Regular Reserve force. He then inquires 


whether it is proposed to begin re- | 
cruiting for the nucleus battalions at | 
once, or to postpone doing so until the | 
existing Militia has died out. My 
answer to that question is that re- | 
cruiting will be begun for the nucleus 


battalions as soon as the Bill now before 
Parliament passes into law. Then I am 
asked whether it is proposed to offer men 
any bounty to transfer from the Militia 
to the nucleus battalion. In reply I have 
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to say that itis proposed to offer bounties 


Army. 


_to Militiamen who desire to join the 


nucleus battalions. [I am next asked 
what would be the pay of Militiamen ‘if 
they joined the nucleus battalions. The 
pay of such Militiamen will be at Army 
rates when at drill or training, plus 
annual bounties. I am not able at 
present to state what the amount of the 
annual bounty will be. That is a question 
which will be considered in Committee 
in another place. 


The noble Dake asks whether the 
Militia Act of 1882 is to be repealed. 
The Bill does not contemplate a repeal of 
the Militia Act of 1882. Until trans- 
ferred to the county associations, under 
the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill, 
the Militia will continue to serve under 
that Act. Then I am asked how the 
transters to the nucleus battalions and to 
the ‘Territorial Army are to be carried 
out. Militiamen will not be transferred 
to the nucleus battalions but can enlist 
into them if they so wish. Militia units 
will be incorporated with the Territorial 
branch of the National Army by Order in 
Council. 


THE MaArguess OF SALISBURY: 
Without the assent of individual Militia- 
men ¢ 


*Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: No, 
certainly not. Iam asked how it is pro- 
posed that drills and musketry outside 
the training should be carried out by the 
Militia. Drills and musketry at conven- 
ient periods during the year are believed 
to be possible and advantageous, as evi- 
denced by the high state of efficiency 


| attained under the old Militia system. I 
| would also remind the noble Duke that 


the Yeomanry now train under this 
system. If it is found impossible and 
unworkable in the case of certain units of 


| the Territorial force, the noble Duke will 


see that power is given, hy Clause 13 of 
the Bill, to institute preliminary drills. 
The next question is whether the 


men would be paid for afternoon 
drills. The Bill does not contemplate 


_payment, other than legitimate out-of- 
| pocket expenses, for drills prescribed, 


other than during actual training. The 
next point is whether the expenses of 
officers travelling to and fro to their 
county regiments would be paid. This 
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is a matter for the consideration of the 
Army Council, in conference with the 
associations when formed. The general 
idea is to encourage gentlemen to serve 
with the Territorial force of their own 
county. What is to happen, I am next 
asked, to the Militia permanent statf—a 
very important question. A permanent 
staff suited to all the requirements of 
units of the Territorial force will be 
transferred with the units. 


The question is asked, How would the 
identity of a Militia battalion be preserved 
when it had changed from a Militia 
battalion into an entirely new form of 
force? What were formerly Militia 
regiments are now merely battalions of 
Regular regiments, but it is assumed that 
when such battalions are transferred to 
county associations they will resume their 
old Militia regimental names and revive 
their ancient county traditions. In reply 
to the question, Will all Militiamen now 
serving be allowed to serve on to the 
expiration of their term, I have to say 
that the existing contracts of Militiamen 
will be strictly observed. Then I am 
asked whether men refusing to accept 
the new terms will be disbanded. It is 
not contemplated to disband any Militia 
unit. The interests of individual soldiers 
serving in the Militia who may not 
accept the new conditions of service will 
be carefully safeguarded. 


As to whether it is legally possible for 
the Government to break its contract with 
the Militiamen now serving, that appears 
to be so; but the Government have no 
intention of breaking any contracts with 
Militiamen enlisted under existing regula- 
tions. As to the Irish Militia, they will 
for the present serve under the provisions 
of the Territorial and Reserve Forces | 


Bill which relate to the Reserve. Thes> | 
are, of course, points of importance 


although points of detail, and I shall be 
very glad to give my noble friend any | 
further specific details which he desires. 


Lorp AMPTHILL: Will the noble 
Earl allow me to ask whence he gets 
these questions? Nosuch questions were 
asked by the noble Duke ; yet the noble | 
Earl seems to have a regular catechism 
in his hand to which he is giving replies. 


*THE Eart or PORTSMOUTH: Per- | 
haps I may be allowed the peculiar 
distinction of being more in the confi- 


The Earl of Portsmouth. 


{LORDS} 


1236 


dence of the noble Duke than the‘ noble 
Lord. The catechism from which I have 
been quoting is a Paper adressed to me and 
signed by the noble Duke, who desired 
that I should take this opportunity of 
dealing with the questions so that the 
information might go out to the 
country. 


Army. 


THe Duke of BEDFORD: Might | 
make a simple explanation on that point ! 
I asked the noble Earl whether the 
Government would issue a memorandum 
explanatory of their intentions, and he 
requested me to give him the list of 
questions [ should like to have answered 
in that memorandum in the event of its 
being possible to issue it. 


*THE EARLOF PORTSMOUTH : Owing 
to the fact that the Secretary of State 
spent most of last night in the House of 
Commons, I have not had the opportunity 
of conferring with him, and | cannot, 
without conferring with him, undertake 
to issue the memorandum which the noble 
Duke has asked for. But in the mean- 
time I was very glad to vive him, to the 
best of my ability, the information asked 
for in his list of questions 


With regard to the Motion of Lord 
Wemyss, there is no occasion for him to 
beinahurry. In due course the Bill will 
come up from another place, and your 
Lordships will have every opportunity for 
discussing it most fully. My noble friend, 
in referring to a debate in 1904 upon a 
memorandum which Mr. Arnold-Forster 


‘had issued, which several noble Lords 
| thought fore-shadowed the abolition of the 


Militia, claimed that anything that made 
an organic change in the Militia force 
ought to be brought before Parliament in 


the early part of the session so that there 


wight be full opportunity of discussing it. 


| That is exactly what His Majesty’s Govern- 


ment have done. They have introdaced 


| their proposals as early as possible. The 
| Bill will be given the earliest possible 
place for Second Reading after Easter 


and pressed forward with all speed in the 


' House of Commons, and in the event of 


its passing through the House of Com- 
mons, there will be complete and absolute 
opportunity of discussing it in your 
Lordships’ House. 

I find myself placed in a somewhat 


difficult position, because in the interests 
of the Militia force I should be very sorry 
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prematurely to commit myself to any 
views until an opportunity had been 
given in the proper way to those who 
represent that force to make their criti- 
cisms when the Bill comes before the 
House of Commons in Comnittee. I 
must correct the view which Lord Wemyss 
apparently holds that His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment do not appreciate the great ser- 
vices of the Militia; but those services 
have been performed abroad, and not at 
home. The Militia, as it has existed in 
recent times, has been a force which has 
heen constantly the support of the 
Regular Army in great wars abroad, in 
the Peninsular, in the Crimea and in the 
South African Wars. If the Militia are 
to serve in nucleus battalions they are 
only carrying on the traditions of the 
Militia, as they have existed in modern 
times. 


No one is more anxious to respect the 
traditions of the Militia than the Secretary 
for War. It is practically impossible that 
the present state of the Militia should 
continue. The last Return showed that 
the deficiency in it amounted to 37,500 
men. The Militia representatives at the 
conferences of last year regarded the 
system of drafting from the Militia to the 
Regular Army as destructive of the 


Militia. While wishing to be fair to that | 


force, the Government were compelled to 
consider the general interest of the Army, 
and the first interest was the maintenance 
of a really efficient fighting force. We 
have to find such a force, with an extra 
Reserve for wastage during the first six 
months of a campaign. 


Some noble Lords have rather unfairly 
spoken as if the Government were relying 
on the Territorial Army as the sole 
support of the Regular Army. At the 
present moment it is not proposed to 
touch the Regular Reserve, but in the 
conference at the War Office it was found 
that there was a fundamental difference 
between the views of the Militia repre- 
sentatives and those of the Regular Army. 


, The Militia representatives insisted that 


the Militia should have the right to go 
out in battalion units. Even if the Army 
Council were willing to make some com- 
promise upon that point, the Militia 
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| plainly, the Regular Army cannot afford 


d 


| to lose the right of drafting. 


Army. 


THE DuKE or BEDFORD: TI do not 
think the Regular Army has the right of 
drafting under the Militia Act of 1882. 
You wish to establish that right; you 
have not got it at present. 





*THE Eart or PORTSMOUTH: 
| About 12,000 men each year join the 
| Regular Army from the Militia. We 
/cannot afford not to have the advantage 
|of the Militia as a recruiting agency in 
| that respect in peace time or as a source of 
drafts during war. Therefore in propos- 
jing to constitute seventy-four nucleus 
| battalions the Government hope that they 
_ will prove a reserve to the fighting force 
| in addition to the Regular Reserve. 


Viscount HARDINGE: Will the 
‘noble Earl say why the Secretary of 
| State changed his position? In the 
| beginning of last year he said the Militia 
| were not to be bled white in order to find 
| the fighting strength for Line battalions 
|in time of war, and then he suddenly 
| modified his view. 


*THe EARL OF PORTSMOUTH: The 
| Secretary of State for War was obliged 
'to modify his view, because the repre- 


isentatives of the Militia would not 
|modify their views as to drafting. It 


| was impossible to have had three Lines— 
| first, the Regular Army, with the Regular 
| Reserve; secondly, the Militia, from 
which there was to ba no drafting into 
‘the Regulars; and, finally, the Volun- 
‘teers. That would have been an im- 
| possible arrangement financially. The 
second Line would have competed 
financially against the first Line. Perhaps 
I may be allowed to mention the condi- 
| tions of service for Reservists. The Gov- 
'ernment propose to give to non-Regular 
‘or special Reservists a really serious form 
of drill, though it will be on a non-Regular 
basis. Iam not referring to the special 
‘section of the Territorial Army, but to 
‘that part of the Militia which will go to 
‘the Rogular side of our forces and become 


| men of the nucleus battalions. 


| 


representatives would never agree that | 


the Regulars should have the right to | 


bleed them white by drafting. To put it 
VOL. CLXXI. [FourtTH Series. ] 


Viscount HARDINGE will 
| not be a Militia basis. 


2T 


:. That 
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*THe Ear or PORTSMOUTH: The 
non-Regular or special Reservists will 
be liable to service at home and abroad 
for six years, and they will be liable to be 
called out on mobilisation of the striking 
force. If under nineteen years of age, a 
man will be given forty-nine days re- 
cruit training, and fifteen days musketry 
training on enlistment, and he will get 
the remaining four months preliminary 
training on completing his nineteenth 
year. He will get the fitteen days annual 
training and six days of extra musketry 
training in alternate years. But if the 
recruit is nineteen years old on joining, 
he will get the full six months of pre- 
liminary training on enlistment. Whena 
younger man reaches the age of eighteen, 
he may, if he wishes and has attained the 
required standard, elect to enlist in the 
Regular Army. If he has not done so on 
reaching the age of nineteen, he will be 
called on for four months training, at 
the end of which he will be available 
when the Reserves are called out to join 
the striking force. In peace, the special 
Reservist will not be allowed to enlist in 
the Regular Army after attaining nine- 
teen years. ‘A man enlisting into the 
Special Reserve at nineteen or upwards 
will be given six months training on enlist- 
ment. ‘The objection to allowing men 
under that age to complete their six months 
training on enlistment is that extra cost 
is involved in giving such a period of 
training to those whose intention may be 
to join the Regulars. The further training 
is therefore deferred until they reach 
nineteen, after which they will not be per- 
mitted to enlist into the Regular Army. 


Viscount HARDINGE: What is the | 


difference between a nucleus battalion 


man and a special Reservist ? 


*THE EARL oF PORTSMOUTH: First 
of all, there is the non-Regular or special 
Reservist. He is the man who joins the 
Regular side of our forces, and is subject 
to the Army Act. Then there is the 
special section Reservist who belongs to 
the Territorial Army and whose liability 
has to be renewed every year. 


Viscount HARDINGE: Is that on a 
Militia basis ? 


*THE Eart or PORTSMOUTH: It is 
on the non-regular basis 1 have given to 
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(you. But [ am told we shall not get 
| recruits for these nucleus battalions, 


Why not? The facts go far to show 
that among the various sources from 
which the Militia is at present re- 
cruited there is very little objection 
|to their making themselves liable for 
foreign service abroad, as individuals, 
| Before the South African War over 
| 29,000 Militiamen were found willing to 
| accept the liability of being drafted for 
service abroad. It must be borne in mind, 
'too, that although there are regi- 
‘ments which are largely associated 
with counties with which they have 
associations, there has been, and is, a 
very large portion of the Militia which 
| has none of those associations. I do not 
_ think we have any evidence to show that 
the natural conditions of civil life, and so 
forth, need prevent our forming the 
nucleus battalions. 


The consideration of the Bill must 
'turn very much on details, and I would 
ask your Lordships to look on these ques- 
tions not from the standpvint of any one 
section, whether the Militia, Yeomanry, 
'or Volunteers, but to have regard to the 
fact that the value of the Army proposals 
| must be gauged by the military require- 

ments of the Empire. While considering 
'as far as possible the conditions of the 
|Volunteer forces and Militia, whose 
services we all deeply recognise, the para- 
/mount consideration with the Govern- 
ment must be to see that we have a 
really effective military system which will 
| prove active and powerful in time of 
emergency or war. 


Tae Marquess or SALISBURY: My 
Lords, I must apologise for venturing to 
address the House, not upon the subjects 
_on which I have hitherto had the honour 

of speaking, but upon a military subject. 
'I believe your Lordships wil! excuse me 
| when I say that this is the first time in my 
life with, perhaps, one exception twenty 
years ago, that I have ever delivered a 
speech on military matters in either 
‘House of Parliament. I desire, not only 


on my own behalf, but on behalf of all 


‘those who sit with me on this bench, 
_ to re-echo the words which fell from Lord 
‘Hardinge when he said that we do not 
approach this subject in any Party 
| spirit. We recognise, in the first place, 
that the interests concerned with this 
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get Psubject are too momentous to be fitly | was given by the Secretary of State. 
ions. | treated in a Party spirit, and we assure |My observation has special regard to 
how | the Government that this evening and| the conditions of service of the men 
from # hereafter, when more definite proposals | in the nucleus battalions. The Army 
Te I may be submitted to us, we shall approach | Bill is not before your Lordships’ House, 
‘tion J them from the point of view of desiring to! and I do not intend to discuss it in 
for J assist the Government as far as we can to | detail; but I am sure if I did it would 
uals. produce a good Army scheme for the| serve a very useful purpose, because 
He country. there are vaguenesses in that Bill and 
for _lacune in its provisions which, if it is 
‘ind It is for those reasons that we find our- to be taken by itself, make it difficult 
ail, selves unable to support my noble friend | to arrive at any accurate conclusion as 
*. d Lord Wemyss if he asks your Lordships | to what the proposals really amount to. 
have § divide on his Motion, but I do not} I invite the noble Earl the Under- 
3. q | anticipate that he will do so. He has | Secretary and his colleagues to consider 
hich undoubtedly conferred a great service by | whether they cannot produce something 
not | eliciting this debate. He has produced | more formal than the interesting observa- 
that | @ most notable speech from my noble} tions to which we have just listened. 
dso 4 ftiend the Duke of Bedford, who repre- | If these additional details were reduced 
the q sents the Militia so worthily in your; to writing and presented in a Parlia- 
Lordships’ House ; and he has also pro-| mentary Paper it would add greatly 
duced interesting, if rather complicated, | to our convenience, and I think Parlia- 
must Finformation from the noble Earl the | ment is entitled to this. Sooner or later 
ould | Under-Secretary. We recognise that this | it must be done. Neither in this House 
ues’ Tis not the first attempt which has been | nor in another place will it be possible 
(one made to introduce far-reaching reforms | for the members to discuss the advan- 
"Y) Tinto the military forces of this country, | tages of the Government’s scheme unless 
= and therefore we do not find fault with the | we are in possession, in an official and 
ire, PUZht hon. Gentleman the Secretary of | formal manner, in writing, of the precise 
ie State that he has also tried his hand. terms of service which the Government 
“the | Sometimes I regret that successive Secre- intend should apply to these forces that 
hose 4 ‘aries of State should have thought it| are to take the place of the Militia—I 
ara- BRecessary always to make far-reaching ; Say take the place of the Militia because 
ern. (Proposals. It is not their fault, because I noticed that the Under-Secretary spoke 
ve a (the public drives them on to do it. But | quite frankly of abolishing the Militia. 
will [sometimes, and indeed, recently, I have Let there be no mistake about that. 
» of | thought that it would not be a bad rule if | In another place the Secretary of State, 
no Secretary of State were allowed to make | I am given to understand, rather circu- 
more than a twenty minutes speech on his | lated round the point, but the Under- 
proposals. That, I think, would pro- Secretary used the word “ abolish,” ard 
My | bably confine them to reasonable dimen- | abolished, of course, the Militia is te be. 
8 % TF sions, What is to take the place of the Militia ¢ 
jects That is the important question for the 
nour | The noble Earl the Under-Secretary has | country. 
ject: | given us to-night some very elaborate 
gues information. He will, I am sure, forgive] *fyp Kart or PORTSMOUTH: I 
1mY | meif I say on my own behalf, and also, I ie ; ¢ ; 
rt Uke on belall of erate ote adel not aware that I did, but if I 
ed@ Lord in this House that. we were not — oe ee ee 
ther | able sneeiaiiaal m Sil te Whi eat to the Militia I never used it ia the sense 
only | thin that ne a tesaseag ol re Mons implied by the noble Marquess. I did not 
f all ead per , : S$ NOU | say the force would be abolished. 
5 sistent with the information 
nch; | given by the Secretary of State in another 
Lord | place. I do not mean to say that they} THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
not} were contradictory, but the additions|I do not think it very much matters 
arty | of the Under-Secretary were so volu-|in what sense the noble Earl used the 
lace} minous as to change considerably the| word. The word “abolish” is one 
this} character of the information which! of those clear words which it is impossible 
2T2 
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to misinterpret. It is the intention of | reinforcing body of only 40,000. That, 


the Government to abolish the Militia. 
What is it that it is proposed to put in 
its place? Not, I think, the territorial 
force. I gather from the noble Earl 
that he does not consider the territorial 
force as representing the Militia. The. 
territorial force is really the present 
Volunteer force, a little improved, 
perhaps, in some directions, but the 
Volunteer force to all intents and pur- 
poses as we know it to-day. Therefore, 
when we consider what is to take the 
place of the Militia, we have to look alone 


at these new nucleus battalions. 


What are the characteristics of the 
new nucleus battalions? Will they give 
the country the same numbers as the 


Militia do at the present moment ? The 
numbers they will give to the country, 
of course, are rather problematical. It 
depends, in the first place, on the con- 


ditions of service offered to the proposed | 


recruits. Upon that the Under-Secretary 
was necessarily rather vague. I under- 
stand that they are not to be paid at the 
same rate as Army Reservists are at this 
moment. They are not to receive 6d. a day 


all the year round, but something less. | 


The popularity of these nucleus battalions 
will depend on the amount of the bounty. 
If it is the same as the bounty which is 
now paid to the Militia, then, at any rate 


so far as pay is concerned, the Govern- | 
ment may have some ground for expecting | 


that the men will transfer their services. 
But if the bounty is less than they receive 


at present, I can tell the noble Earl that | 


he will not get the Militiamen to transfer ; 


and if the scheme depends upon nucleus | 


battalions to be recruited from the present 
Militia, and the men are to receive a 
less bounty than they receive at present 
the men will not be forthcoming, and the 
whole scheme must fall to the ground. 
But supposing the Secretary of State 
gets the men, will he get as many men 


as the Militia at present produce ? Not | 
at all. I understand that he will get | 


about one-half. I am speaking of the 
Infantry of the Militia. If I remember 
aright they number at the present moment 
80,000 men. His nucleus battalions when 


they are mobilised will amount to only, 
40,000 men, and therefore, instead of | 
having a reinforcing body of 80,000 men | 
to get the recruits. The one thing that 


for the Regular Army, he will have a 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 


taken by itself, is not an improvement. 


*THE Eart or PORT~MOUTH: We 
hope to get 70,090 men in the nucleus 
battalions. 


THe Marevess or SALISBURY: 
My arithmetic may be faulty. but ] 
understand that these nucleus battalions 
are to muster from 550 to 600 men 
apiece. Wel!, seventy-four times 55) 
works out at roughly 40,900. 


*THeE Eart or PORTSMOUTH: In 
time of peace they will keep on adding 
to the Reserve. 


THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: If 
that be so, it only shows how the puble 
have failed to understand the proposals 
of the Secretary of State, and it brings 
me back to the poit that I was upon 
just now. It seems to me_ urgently 
necessary that these proposals should ke 


‘circulated in a White. Paper to both 


Houses of Parliament. 


Then I come to the question, not of 


' numbers, but of the training of the nucleus 


battalions. The noble Earl gave usa geod 
deal of information, for which we were 
very much obliged to him and which we 
hope to be able to study at leisure, upon 


| the subject of the conditions of training of 


these nucleus battalions. I do not pre- 
tend to have followed him altogether, 
but I understand that, in the case at 
any rate of some of the men of the 
nucleus battalions, they will have a 
certain preliminary drill on joining, and 
then in a year or two afterwards they 
will be called up for four months further 
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drill, and later may be called upon to 
undergo still further training of some 
length. In point of fact, there will be 
in the mind of every man who proposes 
to join this force a complete vagueness 
and mistiness as to what is expected 
of him and the same vagueness and 
mistiness will extend to employers. 


Before it is too late I would ask His 
Majesty’s Government to bear in mind 
that simplicity is essential if you intend 
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men of that class dislike, the one thing 
that inevitably repels them, isany com- 
plication, because they do not understand 
it and they always expect a trap. I 
remember one of the devices which various 
Secretaries of State have produced for the 
sake of perfecting His Majesty’s Service. 
One device was called the special service 
contingent. That was a form of Militia 
Reserve. Men were to receive a little 
extra bounty and were to be available 
when called upon to join the Regular 
Army. The scheme was issued in one of 
those interminable War Office memor- 
anda, and we were called upon to explain 
the conditions which were proposed to the 
men of our battalion. We did our best, 
but when the men realised that it was a 
long and complicated document they all 
with one accord—and I believe it was the 
same in the other battalions throughout 
the country—refused to have anything to 
do with it. And so, if the conditions of 
service are anything like what I gathered 
from the noble Earl just now, I would beg 
His Majesty’s Government, in the interests 
of the country, to reconsider all that part 

of their scheme. Whatever they propose, 
let it be simple, and if it be simple he can 
rely on this—that all of us will do our 
best to help the Government. 


I notice that since the Secretary of 
State spoke in another place the annual 
training of the nucleus battalions appears 
to have been a good deal elaborated. 
When the Secretary of State spoke in 
another place there was to be fifteen days’ 
training—a totally inadequate period— 
but, according to the Under-Secretary, 
it may be extended to months. I do not 
find any fault with the Government for 
that change. I expect they would have 
found that fifteen days’ annual training 
would not have produced a force adequate 








to the necessities of the case. But what 
Iwould venture to submit to the Govern- 
ment is this, that if that training were 
given to the Militia the effect would be the 
same and the abolition of the Militia 
would be avoided. 


What is the reason for the abolition of 
the Militia? The noble Earl gave us a 
good deal of information on that point. 
He said that the War Office had consulted 
the Militia officers, and those officers had 
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posals which the Government desired, and 
that in consequence of that refusal the 
Militia were to beabolished. I cannot say 
that I admire that method of producing 
a policy. Why cannot the Government 
stand on their own legs? Why cannot 
they think out their policy and defend it 
on its merits ? You never hear a mem- 
ber of the present Government speak in 
Parliament without sheltering himself 
behind his professional advisers. 


Army. 





THe FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord TweepmoutuH) dis- 
sented. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 


I certainly have read in another place—— 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : Not here. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
The noble Lord is a brilliant exception. 
I certainly think that I have read of hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen in another place 
defending their proposals on the ground 
that the Board of Admiralty or the War 
Office and the Army Council agreed with 
what they were submitting. Now we 
have a further example of the same prac- 
tice. According to the Under-Secre‘ary 
the policy of the Government with regard 
to the Militia apparently depends upon the 
fact that certain communications passed 
between the Government and Militia com- 
manding officers, and, as a result of these 
communications, the Government found 
it necessary to abolish the Militia. 
As that argument has been used, let me 
examine for a moment the reason which 
the Government allege caused them to 
resolve upon this drastic policy. The 
noble Lord says that the Militia com- 
manding officers would not agree to the 
drafting proposals of the Government. 
It seems that the difference of opinion 
lay in this, that the Militia commandine 
officers who were consulted—I was not 
one of them, but I make no complaint 
on that head—said that their battalions 
must serve as units in the field or not at 
all, and that the Government wanted to 
break up the battalions and send driblets 
of ren out of them to join battalions of 
the Line. I am not surprised to learn 





refused to agree to certain drafting” pro- 





that my brother commanding officers 
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desired that their battalions should | satisfaction for several months. I men- 
serve in the field as units rather than as | tion that story merely to impress upon 
drafts ; and I fail to understand why the | your Lordships that this idea of drafts 
Government should have entered an| without officers is a mistake. You 
absolute non possumus. want officers more than men, and if 
you have officers at all they should be 
In this very measure which is submitted | the officers to whom the men belong, 
to Parliament,and certainly in the speeches | because they are much more likely 
which support it, it is suggested that|to work well under them than under 
the territorial force should serve in com- | officers they have never seen before, 
plete units in the field, and I would also | Therefore, if the objection of the Govern- 
say that it might be not only proper but | ment to maintaining the Militia depends 
necessary to send complete units of| upon this difficulty of units I would 
Militia abroad in time of war. Any one | beg them to reconsider their scheme. 
who has read the accounts of the Japanese 
war, and realised how whole battalions There is one other test which I should 
were wiped out in a single action, will | like to apply to the Government’s pro- 
recognise that it may be necessary to send | posals. It is this: How, after the Gover- 
out complete battalions and not only | ment have finally dealt with His Majesty’s 
drafts. But there are units and units. | Army in all its branches, will they stand 
Is it necessary to conclude, because Militia | with regard to the supply of officers for 
officers think that the Army in the field | the Regular Army ? There is nothing so 
should be reinforced by units of Militia, | important as that, and the reason is 
that that unit is necessarily the unit of | obvious. It does not take very long, 
the battalion? Why do not the Govern- | comparatively speaking, to train a man, 
ment consider reinforcing by companies ? I | but it does take an enormous time ade- 
would like to press that upon the Govern- | quately to train an officer, and, therefore, 
ment. The difference between the two | when you come to active service Regular 
proposals appears to be that the Govern- | officers are worth their weight in gold. 
ment favour drafts consisting of men | 














| After His Majesty’s Government have 
only. In my proposal the drafts would | worked their will on the Army, how 
consist of men with their officers, and I | will it be off for Regular officers? In 
say that my proposal is much the better of | the first place, they have destroyed ten 
the two. Regular battalions with their officers. At 
one fell swoop the Government have 

If your Lordships will forgive one other | abolished 670 of these priceless officers. 
item of autobiography, I remember,| The same_ principle which prevailed 
after the fighting which ended at Magers- | with them then is continued now. All 
fontein, meeting one of the most dis-| the adjutants serving in the Militia and 
tinguished battalions which had taken! in the Volunteers are to be abolished. 
part in that fighting—the Northumber- | That is a very large number. They are 
land Fusiliers—and finding them in a all Regular officers and highly trained. 
most remarkable situation. They were 900| No doubt for the moment they are 
strong because they had received their | attached to the Auxiliary Forces, but 
drafts, but they had not got an officer| they are available in time of war to 
per company. That is the system which | take their place in the fighting line. 
finds favour with the Government—/ But on go the Government, like a Car 
a system under which the reinforcing | of Juggernaut, crushing out the Regular 
is done by men only, and not by men| officers as they proceed. Next, they 
with officers. The result was that you| have destroyed all the Regular officers 
had this magnificent battalion of 900| at the depot; four officers per depot 
strong with not an officer per company.| disappear under the scheme. And, 
What happened? The battalion asked | finally, there are the quartermasters. 
for two Militia officers to go and help| They are not combatant officers, but 
them—two of those despised Militia | they are experts whom it would be 
officers who are supposed not to be impossible to replace ; yet all the Militia 
fit to take the field. Two of my officers | quartermasters are to disappear under 
served with that battalion with absolute ' the scheme. 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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There is a set-off, of course. There { 
are the new Regular officers attached | 
to the nucleus battalions, but if your. 
Lordships will take the Army List and | 
strike a balance between the destruction | 
to be wrought by the Government | 
policy and the new proposals, you | 
will that His Majesty’s Service | 
will be worse off by at least 1,000 | 
officers. That appears to me to be) 
a test of the Government scheme, 
and, if it be true, the fact carries con- 
demnation with it. I am very far from 
saying that that part of the proposals 
of the Government is essential to their 
scheme. Very likely not. I make 
these observations in no hostile spirit, 
but I would impress upon the Govern- 
ment that before the Bill reaches your, 
Lordships’ House there should be a 
modification of their scheme in this 
respect. 


see 


[ believe that if the Government had 
gone the other way to work they would 
have produced a better scheme. For 
example, in the matter of officers they 
might have come to Parliament and 
proposed that a large contingent of the 
officers of Militia should be furnished 
by Regular officers attached to them from 
the Line. That would have been, I 
believe, a very useful proposal, and it 
would have had the effect of increasing 
very substantially the total establishment 
of Regular officers in His Majesty’s 
service. It would also have had the 
effect of improving the character of the 
training of the Militia. But the Govern- 
ment have preferred to try and start a 
totally new scheme—a new kind of 
Volunteers. I earnestly hope that His 
Majesty’s Government will accept these | 
observations of mine in the spirit in 
which they are given, and that they will | 
not destroy the Militia, with all its great 
traditions and all the great interest which 
in every part of the country is paid 
to its welfare, but preserve it as an 
integral part of His Majesty’s forces. 


*Lorp ABINGER: My Lords, as one 
who has not before exercised the privilege 
of addressing your Lordships [ would 
claim your attention for a few moments. 
I desire to associate myself most fully 
with all that has fallen from my noble 
friends the Duke of Bedford and Viscount | 
Hardinge. I speak, not from the point | 
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of view of a Militia commanding officer, 
but from the point of view of one who 
has served for a considerable number of 
years in the Militia. There is in your 
Lordships’ House a considerable body of 
experts on Militia questions, many of 
whom are also experts as regards county 
organisation. The Army scheme of the 
Secretary of State for War is one in 
which county organisation plays a large 


Army. 


| part, and it seems to me a matter for 


regret that Mr. Haldane has not seen his 
way more fully to discuss the matter with 
those noble Lords, whose advice, of 


course, would have been perfectly dis- 


interested on the subject. 


The noble Earl the Lord President of 
the Council, in his most interesting speech 
yesterday afternoon, mentioned that the 


|intentions of Governments were not 


interesting, but that the effect produced 
by their actions was. Let me say that, 
so far as ithe Militia is concerned, the 
force has almost lost interest in the 
intentions of successive Secretaries of 
State. We were interested witnesses 
of the subtle attempt to encompass our 
abolition towards the end of the life of 
the late Government. That attempt did 
not succeed, and I subsequently read 
that Mr. Haldane said it was not intended 
to abolish the Militia. But this evening 
we have had from the noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary words which led me and 
my brother Militia officers to think that 
the abolition of the Militia is intended. 
We think that this abolition is unneces- 
sary, and we ask His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to hold their hand and to keep the 
old constitutional force outside the new 
scheme. 


In spite of every hardship in the past 
the Militia force has done its best, and 
has always done its duty. Several 
instances have been given this evening of 
good work done by the Militia in South 
Africa. The noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary seemed to think that all the 
services of the Militia were abroad, and 
not at home. Does he forget the large 
number of Militia which garrisoned this 


‘country during the South African war, 
'and thereby set free Line battalions ? 
I wonder how the duties of the garrison 


towns would have been carried on if it 


'had not been for the large number of 


Militia regiments who took the place of 
the Regulars. The woes of the Militia 
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are matter of common knowledge, not 
only to every Member of your Lordships’ 
House, but even to the Secretary of 
State himself. Mr. Haldane admitted 
that the Militia heretofore had been 
the hewers of wood and the drawers 
of water to the Regular Army, but even 
these menial offices are now to be taken 
away from them and the force is to be 
abolished. Let me say at once that we 
do not regard our abolition at all in the 
light of a reward for services rendered. 
To commingle Volunteers and Militia 
is, in my opinion, absolutely impossible. 
The two forces are totally distinct. 
Under their existing organisations they 
can, if the conditions are ameliorated, 
work harmoniously, but they cannot be 
commingled. 


I thank your Lordships for allowing 
me this opportunity of entering my 
protest against a scheme which I con- 
sider as distasteful to the Auxiliary Forces 
as a whole as it is dangerous to the military 
efficiency of the country. ‘There is only 
one force which has benefitted at all by 
the war in South Africa—the Yeomanry. 
If you would only treat the Militia with 
a tithe of the attention which the Yeo- 
manry has received in recent years, you 
would not now be deploring the state 
of the old constitutional force. In con- 
clusion, I again ask His Majesty’s 
Government to hold their hand and to 
keep the Militia outside the scheme 
of the Secretary of State for War. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I am reminded of the old adage, Ne sutor 
ultra crepidam. It is, perhaps, a little bit 
rash of me to attempt for a short time to 
leave my own bench and cobble at my 
colleague’s, but throughout this debate 
the idea apparently has been running 
through the minds of many of the speakers 
that we were in danger from sudden 
attack, and that we should have no time 
to get together our forces and to train 
and make them useful in the field; and 
no allusion whatever has been made to 
the other line of defence for which I am 
responsible. 


Well, my Lords, without stretching the 
blue-water theory to too great an extent, 
I think that if the First Line of defence 
is not going to prevent a sudden and un- 
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my own opinion, the time required to 
prepare and train our men will be amply 
secured by the action of our Fleet at sea, 
That is a view which I think I may claim 
is not a Party one. It is accepted on the 
other side of the House as well as upon 
this side, and I think we ought not to 
forget it in such a debate as this. 


After all, it is impossible to enter into 
a debate on defence without considering 
what the defence services of this country 
are. We can never be expected to put 
into the field at onee a force such as 
foreign countries can command ; but we 
have the security of being surrounded by 
water, and to that water I believe we can 
trust for our safety, or, at any rate, for 
the time that is necessary for our 
preparation. The Noble Earl who raised 
this debate, and the two Noble Lords 
who spoke for the Militia took very 
different positions. The Noble Earl, 
Lord Wemyss, hopes by keeping the 
Militia in existence to have a hold on the 
chance of conscription. 


*THE EARL oF WEMYSS: Not con- 
scription. I did not use that word. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The noble 
Zarl hopes, by means of the obsolescent 
ballot, to keep the Militia in existence 
and so have a hold on the chance of 
conscription ; but the noble Duke and 
the noble Viscount who followed him 
entirely repudiated any idea of conscrip- 
tion and based their arguments on 
voluntary enlistment. The course of the 
Government is a perfectly clear one and 
it has been very clearly stated. I think 
everybody will agree that at the present 
moment the Militia, Yeomanry, and 
Volunteers are not in a condition to meet 
the armies of foreign countries in the 
field. That is the conclusion at which 
the Commission presided over by my 
noble friend Lord Elgin and the Norfolk 
Commission arrived. 


That being the case, the Government, 
when they came into oflice, had to deal 
with the position as it was brought hefore 
them. My right hon. friend gave a great 
deal of time to this subject, and he came 
to see that it was impossible to continue 
to organise the Army on three lines ; 


expected descent upon our shores the | that it should be simplified and organized 


state of this country is bad indeed. 
Lord Abinger. 


In | in two lines. 


That was the basis of the 
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proposition which he put before the 
country. He proposed that a strong 
striking force should be instituted, and I 
would like again to refer to this fact — 
that in the course of this debate no atten- | 
tion has been paid to that fighting force. 
I believe that the proposals of my right 
hon. friend, when carried into effect, will 
put the country in certainly as strong 
position as it ever has been to place a 
homogeneous strong force into the field at 
once to meet any emergency, and not only 
to do that, but to keep it in the field by 
its arrangement for reserves during the 
first six months. 


The noble Marquess was very hard on 
my right hon. friend and on my noble | 
friend the Under-Secretary owing to the 
talk about abolishing the Militia. I think 
the Militia, as it was constituted, has 
abolished itself. The Militia of the 
present day is not at all the Militia that 
was intended, and such as the noble Duke 
and the noble Viscount referred to to- 
night. The greater part of the Militia 
at the present moment is not territorial 
at all. 


THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: I 
beg the noble Lord’s pardon. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The men 
are recruited largely from the great 
centres of population and not from the 
country. 


THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: I 
am very familiar with this subject. We 
are not allowed to recruit except within 
the te:ritorial boundary. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: It is equally 
true that the people who are recruited 
are very largely inhabitants of large 
industrial places. 
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Lorp KENYON: Surely that does 
not preclude them from being territorial 4 


Army. 1254 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: They are 


territorial, no doubt, but territorial in a 
totally different sense from that in which 
the Militia found itself in old days and 
under its old system of organisation. 
The plan proposed by the Secretary of 
State for War is to take this portion of 
the Militia which comes from the great 
centres of population and to make them 
part of the Regular Army ; and then to 
set up throughout the country a secondary 
Territorial Army on the basis of the old 
Militia organization. It is a new scheme. 
Noble Lords opposite have been respon- 
sible for two or three new schemes in recent 
years, and I do not think that any of 
them showed much prospect of a happy 
upgrowth. No new scheme can be proved 
to be successful until it has been worked 
out. All I can say on that point is that 
the greatest possible attention ,has been 
given to the working out of this scheme, 
and the general opinion of civilians 
and soldiers is that it is a scheme that 
has good prospect of success. 


The noble Marquess referred to the 
question of officers. That question is a 
very important and interesting one, and 
the Government are giving it careful 
consideration. I think the noble Marquess 
altogether exaggerated the danger of the 
abolition of these officers. It is the 
intention of the Government that the 
services of the reserve of officers shall be 
retained. At this moment at the War 
Office a Committee, presided over by Sir 
Edward Ward, is going thoroughly into 
the question, and I can assure the noble 
Marquess that it is one to which the 
Government are keenly alive. With regard 
to the inducement to men to give their 
services, a bounty is to be given on enlist- 
ment, and I believe it will be sufficient to 
induce them to enlist. The men are to 
be trained for six months, and they will 
be called out from time to time for 
The pay for the whole of the 


| Territorial Army at large is to be the 


same as that of the Regular soldier, and 
the men are to be paid for every day 
that thay are at work. 
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THE Marquess oF SALISBURY : Not | even circularised a single Militia regi- befo 
the musketry days ! | ment to see whether they are likely to fall selv 
in with the new conditions. I cannot help of 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I am afraid thinking that that is a very dangerous not 
I am not sufficiently acquainted with the | Curse to pursue, and, though I naturally with 
details to answer that Question. hope that the prophecies of noble Lords seen 
opposite may be realised, I should be had 
very glad to see them put on the brake deba 
THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: |and retard their reductions pending quite 
Judging from the speech of the noble | evidence that their scheme has some whet 
Earl the Under-Secretary they would not promise of success. weil 
be paid on the days oceupied in musketry. in v 
I was a little disappointed with the Paps 
*Tue Ear or PORTSMOUTH : I do | speech of the First Lord of the Admiralty. hope 
not think I made any mention of that I expected him to be much more indis- valu 
particular point in connection with the | creet. Your Lordships remember the be 
Territorial Force, because it has not yet | debate yesterday afternoon on a totally — 
been decided. different subject. In that debate we had T 
| an important speech from the noble Earl i 


TER ‘ | the Lord President of the Council full of alluc 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I do not) caution, which was followed by a speech ae 


think myself that this subject is one that | from the noble and learned Lord on the Mili 





we can with any great use go into in very | Woolsack which was charmingly  indis- bein 
considerable detail on such a Motion 8 | creet, and which has been sanived wah troo) 
that brought forward by the noble Karl, | delight owing to its indiscretion by friends nee 
The Bill will come before this House in | o¢ mine in Ireland. I certainly hoped that we de 
due course, and your Lordships will have is ‘ey Uned would tdliow that pre- subs 
power to examine it in every detail. cedent, but he did not. He made one or wile 
It is true ” say that the fature must | two remarks, however, which require 80 fi 
answer for itself, but we believe, wae far clearing up. First of all, he combatted resi 
wos have been able to give attention to the remark of a noble friend of mine the 
these subjects, that we have a good chance | with reference to the feared loss of grea 
of making a success of the proposals. officers by saying that they were not now 
a . fies Geeks whet 
going to lose any of those officers. I 

THe Eart or DONOUGHMORE: | quite agree that you are not going to gin 
My Lords, I do not desire at this hour | lose the service of Captain Jones or ak eas 
to detain your Lordships at aay length. | Lieutenant Smith, but you are going to TI 
Indeed, I should not have troubled you | abolish a large number of posts for eonfi 
with any remarks but for one or two | officers in the Army, and to avoid anvt' 
observations that fell from the noble | supernumeraries you will have to stop hates 
Lord the First Lord of the Admiralty, | the intake of officers for several years. thin! 
upon which I wish very briefly to com-| Therefore two or three years hence the purp 
ment. I admire the optimism with} forces of the Crown will be poorer indel 
which he regards this scheme, but person-| by very nearly 1,000 officers. I know have 
ally, not knowing so much about it and| this is a subject in which the First | yop}, 
not being favoured with the secrets of the | Lord of the Admiralty takes a great  Angy 
Cabinet, I am somewhat sceptical, and the | personal interest. I have a lively re- | sible 
more so as the Government have taken | collection of having had bricks thrown bene 
the very dangerous course of making | at my head on this very subject by him sei 
their reductions before ascertaining | when I was representing the War Office P | 
whether their scheme is likely to be ajin your Lordships’ House. I therefore "— 
success. J] gather that they have not!hops some pause will be taken, skele 
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before the Government commit them- 
selves further, to see whether some 
of these posts for officers can- 
not be saved. The noble Lord referred 
with pride to the striking force, and 
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|ernment intend to place before Parlia- 
ment, and its cost, it will be of great 
assistance to Members of both Houses. 
I hope we may have ample time to study 
| the various points. 


Ponies. 


seemed to make some complaint that it | 


had not be alluded to before in the 
debate. I do not think his complaint was 
quite fair, because I doubt very much 


*Tue Eart or WEMYSS: It is no 
use dividing, and I therefore withdraw 
my Motion. 


whether a reference to the striking force | 


would have been in order in this debate, 


in view of the Motion standing on the 


Paper in the name of the noble Earl. I 
hope that the striking force will be of 
value, though J doubt very much whether 
t will be ready to strike at a few 
moments’ notice. 


The third point in the speech of 
the First Lord to which I wish to 
allude was his reference to the 
Militia, Yeomanry, and Volunteers not 
being fit now to meet the best Continental 
troops. Of course they are not. But 
does the noble Lord seriously think that 
anything the Government are going to 
substitute will be able to meet foreign 
troops ? Are these special Reservists to be 
so fit? I doubt it very much. Yet they 
are coming very near to the first Line of 
the nation. They will be certainly a 
great deal less efficient than many troops 
now in the first Line, and I question 
whether, great as the evil is, the Govern- 
ment are seriously attempting to provide 
a remedy, 


Though this debate has been somewhat | 
confined, owing to the difficulty of saying | 


anything without referring to proposals 
before the other House of Parliament, I 


think we shall all agree that a very useful | 
purpose has been served, and that we are | 


indebted to noble Lords opposite who 
have tried to give us information. 
noble Earl the Under-Secretary read his 
Answers very rapidly, and it was impos- 
sible for us to follow them all. I hope, 
therefore, he will give the information 
to us in the form of a Parliamentary 
Paper. If he can give us a complete 
skeleton of the scheme which the Gov- 


The | 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


WELSH PONIES. 

Lorp KENYON: My Lords, I rise to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he has taken, or contem- 
plates taking any steps in the direction 
of bringing in a Bill to deal with the 
question of clearing the hills and commons 
in Wales and the border counties of 
undesirable stallions and other undesirable 
commonable animals, in pursuance of 
pledges given by him to the deputation 
of the Welsh Cob and Pony Society last 
July. 


The deputation referred to was a very 
influential one, composed of landowners, 
farmers, county councillors, members of 
Parliament, and members of various 
associations. The object they had in 
view was to induce the President of the 
Board of Agriculture to adopt the same 
course in regard to the hills and commons 
of Wales as was pursued in the Act of 
1877 relating to the New Forest. That 
Act gave powers to the verderers to make 
by-laws on this subject. Although polo 
has made the pony a very valuable animal, 
unfortunately at present stallions of all 
_ kinds are allowed to roam at large, and it 
is quite impossible to keep the breed of 
| Welsh ponies in purity. If we were 
| allowed the powers which were granted 
in the Act of 1877 relating to the New 
| Forest, enabling bye-laws to be made with 
/respect to the conditions under which 
| stallions and other animals are able to 
| roam at large, something might be done. 
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In reply to the deputation to which I 
have referred, the noble Earl expressed 
regret that there had not been a corres- 
ponding improvement in the breed of 
ponies in Wales and said that nothing had 
been done by the Government for ten 
He added— 

“So far as I am personally concerned, no 
effort on my part will be wanting to meet the 
wishes of this influential deputation.” 


Adjournment 


years. 


I hope the inaction of the last ten 
years is not to be continued, and that 
the noble Earl will be able to fulfil the 
pledges given last July. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE anp FISHERIES 
(Earl CARRINGTON): My Lords, I can 
assure the noble Lord that I recognise 
the importance of this subject, but I 
think he is a little mistaken in saying 
that I gave pledges to the influential 
deputation which waited upon me last 
July. What I said was that no effort 
would be spared on my part to carry 
out the wishes of the deputation, to which 
there was no objection in principle. 
The deputation assured me that this 
legislation would not be opposed. But 
after what happened in the other House 
of Parliament last night and this after- 
noon, I think the deputation were a little 
too sanguine upon that point. The 
work of the autumn session last year was 
so great that it was impossible for me 
to give this question the attention it 
deserved. I therefore cannot give a 
definite answer yet. I think the noble 
Lord will agree with me that the real 
difficulty lies with the commoners them- 
selves. Many people do turn out animals 
without any legal right, and I am not 
certain that periodical inspection would 
not stir up considerable local opposition. 
At any rate, Parliament looks with sus- 
picion upon any curtailment of the 
liberties of commoners. Still, there isno 
doubt, as the noble Lord has stated, and 
as was represented by Lord Tredegar and 


Lord Kenyon. 
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other members of the deputation, the 
breed of ponies in Wales has deteriorated. 
That is to be regretted. I can assure 
the noble Lord that the matter is not 
being lost sight of, and that the Board 
of Agriculture is in complete sympathy 
with the objects he has in view. I can. 
not give him any definite promise that 
anything can be done at the present 
moment, but we will do our best to meet 
his wishes. 


Earth CAWDOR: My Lords, I do 
not think the deputation which waited 
upon the noble Earl last year will be 
very much reassured by the statement 
he has just made. It appears that the 
noble Earl has rather gone back on what 
he said last July, and seems to have 
discovered various objections to any 
proposal to deal with the subject. I do 
not know what has happened in the 
House of Commons in the course of the 
last twenty-four hours which should 
have affected the noble Eazl’s mind so far 
as this matter is concerned. I admit 
that commoners’ rights ought to be safe- 
guarded, and that there is difficulty in 
interfering with them, but this is a ques- 
tion of vital importance. The noble Earl 
ought at least to consider whether some 
method of dealing with it cannot be 
adopted, and might wait to see whether 
there are any objections on the ground of 
the commoners’ interests. I hope the 
noble Earl will yet find himself able to 
take some definite action. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1.) BILL. 
(Standing Order No. XXXIX. having 
been suspended), Bill read 2* (The Lord 
President (E. Crewe)): Committee 
negatived : Bill read 3%, and passed. 


House adjourned at ten minutes before 
Eight o’clock, till To-morrow, 4 
quarter before Twelve o'clock. 


126 


Ass¢ 


Th 


Me 


; sionet 
Th 


\ Mr. 
Assen 


* 1907. 


P 


Gas 
Restri 
and pa 


Llan 
sent si; 
and pa 


Bu le 
As ame 
third ti 


MI 


That 
Fund (1 


That 
“An A 
Henry 

With Ex 
VOL. 





ad 


; 
I 


1261 Message 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 22nd March, 1907. 


COMMISSION. 
The following Bill received the Royal 
Assont : Consolidated Fund (No. 1). 


House adjourned at twenty | 
minutes past Twelve o’clock, , 
to Tuesday next, Three 
o'clock. | 


—_—_— 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 22nd March, 1907. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


: Message to attend the Lords Commis- | 
; sloners. 


The House went ; and, having returned, | 


|} Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal | 
_ Assent to, 


1. Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Act, 
: 190%. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur 
Restrictions) Bill. Read the third time, 
and passed. 


Llandrindod Wells Gas (King’s Con- 
sent signified). Bill read the third time, 
and passed. 


Bude Gas Bill; Falmouth Gas Bill. 
As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, Consolidated 
Fund (No. 1) Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to dissolve the marriage of 
Henry Morgan Byrne, Barrister-at-Law, 
with Edith Laura Byrne, his now wife, , 


VOL. CLXXI. [FourtH SErigs.] 
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and to enable him to marry again ; and 
for other purposes.” [Byrne's Divorce 


Bill { Lords. | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to empower the Corporation of Birming- 
ham to acquire further lands for the 
purposes of the Military Lands Acts, 
1892 to 1903 ; and for other purposes.” 
[Birmingham Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Fitz Gerald’s Divorce Bill [Lords] (by 
Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Byrne’s Divorce Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. 


Birmingham Corporation Bill {Lords}. 
Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


Burnley Corporation Bill, “To em- 
power the mayor, aldermen, and burgesses 


| of the county borough of Burnley to 
retain, 


sell, or otherwise dispose of 
surplus lands ; and for other purposes,” 
presented, and read the first time ; and 
ordered to be read a second time. 


Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet 
Railways and Piers Bill, “for making 


_railways and piers in the counties of 


Sligo and Mayo, to be called the 


| Collooney, Ballina, and Belmullet Rail- 
| ways and Piers ; and for other purposes,” 


presented, and read the first time; and 
ordered to be read a second time. 


FITZGERALD'S DIVORCE BILL [(Lorps]. 


Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
the Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to communicate to this 
House Copies of the Minutes of Evidence 
and Proceedings, together with Docu- 
ments deposited, in the caseof FitzGerald’s 
Divorce Bill [Lords], and that the Clerk 
do carry the said Message. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Select Committee on Divorce Bill, 
that they do hear Counsel aud examine 
witnesses for FitzGerald’s Divorce Bill 
(Lorde), and also that they do hear 
counsel and examine witnesses against the 
Bill, if the parties concerned see fit to be 
heard by counsel and produce witnesses. 
—(Mr. Attorney-General.) 

2U 
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PLYMOUTH AND NORTH DEVON 
DIRECT RAILWAY (ABANDONMENT) 
BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MAIDSTONE GAS BILL. 


{COMMONS} 





Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BROCKENHURST GAS BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 





METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment ; [Pro- 

visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie 


upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 





MARRIAGES PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL, 


Reported, without Amendment ; [Pro- | 
visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie | 
upon the Table. | 


| 

Bill to be read the third time upon | 
Monday next. | 
PETITIONS. ! 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
favour; From Bold; | 
Bwllfa ; Carfin ; Clay Cross ; Colcorton ; 
Craignuk ; Cwmanan ; Desford ; Dudley ; 
Dyke Head ; Gelli Isaf ; Grange Moor ; 
Grassmoor ; Hazlehead ; Jubilee Cromp- | 
ton; Kenmuirhill ; Lepton ; Lower Dar- | 
wen ; Lower Dutiryn ; Netherton ; Old 
Silkstone ; Poynton ; Rob Royd; South- | 
vate; South Leicestershire; Stratford | 
Main ; Whitwell ; and, Yorkshire 
Bowers No. 3 Collieries ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


Petitions in 


LICENSING ACTS. 
Petitions for alteration of law ; 
North Durham; and, Trafford 
(two) ; to lie upon the Table. 


From 


Park 


1264 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL OPTION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; From Argyle ; 
Bridgend ; Coupar Angus; Glasgow; 
Kirkintilloch ; Lerwick; and, Stone. 
haven ; to lie upon the Table. 


Tteports, &:. 


{ WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Penzance, 
lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE 
against ; to 


MEASURES 
BILL. 


ainst ; 


WEIGHTS AND (METRIC 

SYSTEM) 

Petition from Oldham, ag 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


MEASURES 
SYSTEM) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; From 

Edinburgh ; Manchester ; 


WEIGHTS AND (METRIC 


Dundee; 
Members of 








Trades Unions ; and, Town and County 
Councils and others (two): to lie upon 
the Table. 
| WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL, 
Petition of Women of Great Britain, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PRICES OF EXPORTED COAL. 
Return presented, relative thereto, 


| {ordered 21st February; Wr. J). A. 
j Thomas} ; 
| be printed. 


to lie upon the Table, and to 
[No. 90.] 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (NAVY VOTES). 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 22nd March, 1907, authorising the 
temporary application of Surpluses on 
certain Navy Votes for the ad 1906-7 
to meet excesses on other Navy Votes 
for the same year [pursuant to Resolu- 
tion of the House of 4th March, 1879]: 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 91.] 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (ARMY VOTES). 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 


| dated 22nd March, 1907, authorising the 


temporary application of Surplus es on 


certain Army Votes for the year 106- 7 
| to defray excesses on other Army Votes 


' for the same year [pursuant to ‘Resolu- 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC (LOCAL VETO) BILL. 


favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


_ tion of the House of 4th March, 1879); 
Two Petitions from Merthyr Tydfil, in 


to lie upon the Table, and to be ‘printed. 
| [No. 92.] 
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(Questions. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 6th March, 1907, declaring that 
William Edwards, Artificer, Royal Small 
Arms Factory, Enfield, War Office, was 
appointed without a Civil Service Certifi- 
cate through inadvertence on the part of 
the Head of his Department [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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FACTORY INSPECTORS. 

Address for “ Return of the names 
and previous occupations or professions of 
(a) the Inspectors, (b) the Inspectors’ 
Assistants, and (c) the Lady Inspectors, 
who are now serving ; the dates of their 
appointment ; and the number of candi- 
dates who sat at the examinations when 
each was successful, in so far as the 
appointments have been filled by com- 
petitive examination.” — (Mr. Ramsay 
Macdonald.) 


AND ANSWERS 
WITH THE VOTES. 


QUESTIONS 
CIRCULATED 


Persian Mineral Oil Concession. 

Mr BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Turkish Government 
have granted a concession of the mineral 
oil lying between the Persian frontier 
and the Tigris to the financial group 
representing the proposed Baghdad Rail- 
way ; and, if so, whether this concession 
has been made as a contribution by the 
Turkish Government to the promised 
kilometric guarantee of that railway. 


(Answered hy Secretary Sir Edward 
rey.) No, Sir, [have no information of 
the grant of any such concession. 


Russian Consulates in Persia. 

Mayor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs) : To ask the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
has any official information to the effect 
that some 5,000 Russian troops have been 
sent to guard the Russian Consulates in 
Persia; and whether he will consider 
the advisability of despatching troops to 
guard British Consulates there, with a 
view to preventing the influence of Great 
Britain being predominated by that of 
any other Power. 
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(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) I venture to refer the hon. 
Member to the Answer given yesterday 
to the Question asked by the hon. 
Member for the Ripon Division of York- 
shire on the same subject. I may adc 
that the extra guards sent to Teheran 
and other places amount in all not to 
5,000, but to about 100. 


Questions. 


Reservation of United States Trade. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if the United States reserve 
trade between, say, New York and San 
Francisco, vit Cape Horn, to United 
States vessels ; whether any complaints 
from British shippers have been received 
in consequence of such reservation ; and, 
if so, whether any representations on the 
subject have been made to the United 
States Government, and with what 
results. 


(Answered hy Secretary Sir Edward 
(frey.) The Answer to the first part of 
the Question is in the attirmative. No 
complaints on the subject appear to have 
been received from British shippers, and 
no representations on the subject have 
been made to the United States Govern- 
ment. 


Egyptian Nationalist Party. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : To 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs’ what steps have been taken by 
His Majesty's Government to impress 
upon the Government of the Khedive the 
necessity of taking drastic action to deal 
with the agitation of the Nationalist 
Party in Egypt. 


(Answered by Scerctary Sir Edward 
Grey.) I must give the hon. Member 
the same Answer that I have given to 
other requests from other quarters of the 
House to interfere in Egypt in matters 
in which His Majesty’s Government 
have full confidence in the discretion 
of His Majesty’s representative. I do 
not propose to send any special instrue- 
tions on this subject. 


Egyptian Schools Curriculum. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs what 
is the number of subjects taught in 

t See Col. 849. 
2U3 
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Arabic and English respectively in the | 
Egyptian primary and secondary schools, 
higher or technical schools, and_pro- 
fessional colleges respectively. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 


Grey.) I will ask for the information 
requested, which can no doubt be 
obtained. 


Training of Teachers for Egyptian Schools. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : To ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will instruct the British 
Agent in Egypt to advise the more rapid 
development of the State machinery for | 
training of teachers for the elementary 
schools (kuttabs), with a view to the 
establishment in Egypt of a system of 
free and compulsory education in such 
schools for both sexes. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) The hon. Member will see from 
Lord Cromer’s Report for the year 1906, 
which will shortly be published, that the | 
Egyptian Government are fully alive 
to the importance of this question, and 
that no instructions of the kind suggested 
are required to call attention to it. 


Cairo Thoroughfares. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : To ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, where building operations are 
proceeding in Cairo, the footways and 
even thoroughfares up to the middle of 
the road are rendered impassable for 
months together by accumulations of 
building material and débris; whether 
the footways and portions of roadways 
so encumbered are rented by the Tanzim 
Department to building contractors ; and 
whether he will advise the Egyptian 
Government to discontinue a practice 
to which many street accidents are 
attributable 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) I have no information on the 
subject. The matter is one of administra- 
tive detail which must be left to the 
officials on the spot, who can investigate 
the circumstances. 


Egyptian Assize Appeals. 
Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: To ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, seeing that the procedure 
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preliminary and incidental to trial in the 
recently constituted Criminal Courts of 
Assize in Egypt, which consist of three 
judges from whose decision there is no 
appeal save on points of Law, though 
thus far satisfactory on the score of expe- 
dition, does not afford sufficient safeguard 
against a miscarriage of justice; and, 
seeing that the marked tendency of 
European public opinion is in favour of 
granting an appeal upon the facts in all 
serious criminal cases, will he advise the 
Egyptian Government to restore the right 
of appeal, such appeal to involve in every 
case a rehearing. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward Grey.) 
The matter is primarily one for the deci- 


| sion of the Egyptian Government in the 


first instance, and the new system appears 
to be working satisfactorily. It would 
also probably be desirable to settle the 
question of criminal appeals at home, 
which has given rise to some controversy, 
before giving advice elsewhere. 


Board of Trade Marine Department 
Staff. 


Mr. H. J. CRAIG: (Tynemouth): 


| To ask the President of the Board of 


Trade whether he has considered the 
advisability of introducing such improve- 
ments into the conditions of service and 
remuneration at present obtaining in the 
Marine Department of the Board of 
Trade as will place the clerks on the 
survey staff, whose work is likely to be 
increased under the new Merchant Ship- 
ping Act, more nearly in as favourable a 
condition as that enjoyed by similar 
clerks employed by private corporations. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-Creorge.) The 
position of the clerks to the Board of 
Trade surveyors was fully considered by 
the Treasury in 1903, and improvements 
eflected in their scales of pay. It is 
probable that the work of the survey staff 
will be increased under the Merchant 
Shipping Act of last Session, and steps 
have already been taken to inyuire fur- 
ther into the position of these clerks. 


Trade Returns. 

Mr. ESSEX (Gloucestershire, Ciren- 
cester): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he will have 
White Paper 340, Condition of Trade 
and People, reprinted with figures in- 
cluded to 1906. 
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(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) 1 shall 
be prepared to publish a Return of the 
general character referred to by my 
hon. friend, but perhaps he will be good 
enough to communicate with me as to its 
precise form. 


Metric System in France. 
Sir GEORGE SCOTT ROBERTSON 


of the Board of Trade if it is within his 
knowledge that the French Minister of 





Commerce and Labour sent out, on the 
11th of last April, a circular addressed to 
all Chambers of Commerce in France, as 
well as to all inspectors of weights and 
measures, deploring his inability to induce 
many trades and industries to use the 
French metrical system, pointing out the 
uselessness of further compulsion and 
isking for help in an effort to persuade 
the people to obey the so-called compul- 
sory law ; and whether, in view of this 
‘allure of compulsion in France, the 
rovernment will refuse to support a 
similar measure in this country. 


(Answered hy Mr. Lloyd-George). 1 have 
seen the circular referred to. The ques- 
tion of the compulsory adoption of the 
netric system in this country will come 


vhen the views of His 
rovernment will be stated. 


Majesty’s 


jreat Eastern Railway Cheap Workmen's 
ickets. 

Mr BRANCH (Middlesex, Enfield) : 
lo ask the President of the Board of 
gs when the cheap tickets promised 
by the directors of the Great Eastern 
Railway to the discharged workmen from 
the Waltham and Enfield factories will 
be issued. 


(dnswered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) I 
inderstand that this only awaits settle- 
ment of the form of issue of such tickets. 





On this point certain proposals made on 
behalf of the men concerned were received 
by the railway company on Monday last, 
and are now being considered by them. 


Colonial Conference and Colonial 
Preference. 


President of the Board of Trade whether 
any information or evidence exists in his 
Department respecting the beneficial 
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(Bradford, Central): To ask the President 


ip for discussion in this House to-day, . 


Mr. HILLS (Durham): To ask the | 


(‘leet of Colonial preference to British | 
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manufacturers and merchants ; and, if so, 
will he publish such evidence or infor- 
mation before the Colonial Conference 
takes place. 


(Juestions. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) Memo- 
randa on the subject of Colonial prefer- 
ential tariffs will be laid before the 
Colonial Conference, but no question of 
publication can arise until the Conference 
has had an opportunity of considering 
them. 


Canadian Anti-Dumping Law. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he can state in what 
instances the Canadian Anti-dumping Law 
has been put into operation against goods 
coming from the United States, and with 
what effect. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) No 
information is available from the published 
Canadian Returns as to the operation of 
the law in regard to imports from indi- 
vidual countries, so that I am unable to 
give the particulars desired by the hon. 
Member. The total amount of the duties 
collected under the law in 1905-6 was 
£15,295. 


Battleship Magazine. 

Mr. H. J. CRAIG: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether, in 
view of the disaster which occurred on 
board the French battleship “Jena” 
whilst in dry dock, he can state what 
precautions are taken on board His 
Majesty’s ships when in dry dock for 
for preserving the effectiveness of the 
magazine flooding arrangements ; and, 
with regard to the shore connections of 
such flooding arrangements, whether 
these can be operated independently in 
case of need from the dockside. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The precautions taken are specified in the 


Dockyard and King’s Regulations, and 


are considered satisfactory. The answer 
to the last part of the Question is in the 


; affirmative. 


Explosives on H. M. Battleships. 
Mr. P. W. WILSON (St. Pancras, S.) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether his attention has been called to 
the statement that the recent catastrophe 
to a French battleship was caused by 
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spontaneous decomposition 
explosives ; and whether these or similar | 
explosives are supplied to the British | 
Navy. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The cause of the accident on board the | 
“Jena” is not yet known. It would, 
therefore, be premature to make any | 
statement on the subject. It may, how- | 
ever, be mentioned that the composition | 
of the British and French propellant is 
not the same, 


Fish in the Moray Firth. 

Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.) : 
Toask the Secretary for Scotland, whether | 
he has any official reports showing that | 
there has been any increase in the! 
number of fish bred in the Moray Firth | 
since it was closed to English fishermen. 


{COMMONS} 


of certain | 


Questions. 1279 


instructing an inquiry such as the hon, 
Member suggests. 


Sprouston Station Master. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): To ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether he has received from Mr, J, 
Avery, station master, Sprouston, near 
Kelso, testimonials from ministers and 
other responsible people of Kelso showing 
him to be a man of good character; 
whether he is aware, that at the trial 


| of Mr. Avery’s wife for murdering her 


children, statements were made by the 


| prosecuting counsel seriously reflecting 


upon Mr. Avery’s character ; and whether 
means can be taken to prevent such 
unfounded allegations being made by 
public prosecutors. 


(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) 1 have 


| received a communication from Mr. Avery 


(Ansucred by Mr. Sinclair.) No official | 
reports of the nature suggested by my | 
hon. friend have reached me. It is 
possible to obtain information as to the 
quantity of fish caught, but not as to the 
number of fish bred in any given area of | 
sea. 


Scottish Rating System. 
CartaAIn WARING (Banffshire): To | 
ask the Secretary for Scotland ,whether, | 
having regard to the complexity of the 
present system of rating in Scotland, 
whereby the county and parish councils 
levy their assessments upon gross and net 
rental respectively, he will introduce 
legislation to unify the method of 
assessment and collection. 


(Answered by Mr, Sinclair.) | am aware 
of the importance of the matter referred 
to by my hon. friend, but I am unable 
to give any undertaking as to the intro- | 
duction of legislation on the subject. 


Clyde Fishing Industry. 

Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) : To | 
ask the Secretary for Scotland whether, | 
having regard to the condition of the | 
fishing industry in the Clyde, he will 
direct the Fishery Board to hold a public 
inquiry and report as to the best means | 
of dealing with the same, | 
| 


(Auswered by Mr, Sinclair.) From the | 
information before me there does not | 
appear to be any precise reason for | 


| for the year referred to is not stated. 


enclosing testimonials as to character, 
and have also seen a report of the trial 
referred to by my hon. friend ; hut the 
matter is not one in which I can take any 
action. 


City Corporation Committees and 
Refreshments. 

Dr. COOPER (Southwark, Bermond- 
sey): To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he can state 
what was the total sum of money voted by 
the Corporation of the City of London to 
provide retreshments to its committees 
for the year ending 31st December, 1906 ; 
whether the accounts of the City of London 
are audited by the Local (Government 
Board; and, if so, whether he will 
consider the advisability of instituting a 
public inquiry into this expenditure ot 
public money on refreshments similar to 
the recent inquiry at Poplar. 


e 

(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) (have 
made inquiry on this subject, and am 
informed that it has been the practice 
for the Corporation to make certain 
allowances to their committees for their 
expenses, that these allowances are not 
provided out of the rates, and are not 
used solely for purposes of refreshment, 


but for a number of other purposes 4s | 


well. The amount of these allowances 
The accounts of the Corporation are not 
audited by an auditor appointed by the 
Local Government Board. 
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Treatment of Married Paupers. 

Mr. ESSEX: To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether, in 
the review of the Poor Law now being 
undertaken he will see that proposals are 
submitted permitting aged married 
paupers of less than sixty years to live 
together in workhouses; and whether 
such proposals will receive his full support. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) If 
representations are made on this subject 
to the Royal Commission on the Poor 
Law they will no doubt receive their 
consideration. I have not myself received 
any representations in relation to the 
matter which I couid bring under their 
notice. 


Grants to Distress Committees. 
Mr. THORNE (West Ham, 8.): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he will state the 
total amount of money granted up to date 
to the various distress committees from 

the Government grant of £200,000. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
total amount paid up to date out of the 
grant to the Central (Unemployed) Body 
for London and the distress committees 
in England and Wales is £84,495. This 
does not include amounts paid to distress | 
committees in Scotland and Ireland by 
the Scotch and Irish Local Government 


{22 Marcu 1907} 





Boards out of the portions of the grant | 
allocated to those Departments. 


Distress Committees. 
Mr. THORNE: To ask the President | 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he will state how many distress com- | 
mittees have been formed under ihe | 
Unemployed Workmen Act of 1905 ; how | 
many of them have received grants out of | 
the £200,000 ; and how many have made 
application for a grant, but have been 
refused. 


| 
| 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Eighty- 
nine distress committees have been 
established in England and Wales outside 
London; thirty of them have received 
payments out of the grant, and in twenty- 
two cases in which applications have been 
made to me for such payments the | 
circumstances have not been shown to be 
such as to justify me in acceding to them. | 
One case is at present under consideration. 
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Grant to Unemployed. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether it is intended to ask the 
Treasury to renew the grant of £200,000 
for the coming financial year, in order to 
enable distress committees to deal effec- 
tively with applications for employment 
by persons out of work. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) I am 
not, at present, in a position to make any 
statement as to this matter. 


Crown Lands and Public Open Spaces. 

Mr. VIVIAN (Birkenhead): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
those responsible for the administration 
of Crown lands have power to give lands 
for the purpose of public open spaces. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) There 
is no power to make free gifts of Crown 
lands for the purposes of public open 
spaces, except possibly where it may be 


(considered necessary or proper in con- 


nection with the conversion of any part of 
the Crown estates into building land. 


Customs Assistant Clerks. 

Sir WILLIAM BULL (Hammersmith) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether a petition from the new class of 
assistant clerks in the statistical office of 
the Customs, cont:ining a specific charge 
of breach of faith, has been received at 
the Treasury; and, if so, what action 


| he proposes to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
petition has been received, and is, ander 
consideration. 


Telegraph Messengers. 

Mr. ESSEX: To ask the Postmaster- 
General if he will have medical reports 
prepared showing whether the daily 
hurrying of telegraph messenger lads, 
under the stimulus of the docket or piece 
work system, results in many cases of 
overstrain and weakness in such lads 
appearing. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
I am assured by the Chief Medical 
Officer to the Post Office that no case has 
been met with either by himself, during 
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his long experience, or by his staff at head- 
quarters, in which constitutional over- 
strain or weakness has arisen from the 
cause suggested among telegraph messen- 
gers, whether working at piece rates or by 
time. 


Questions. 


Treatment of Lunatics. 

Mayor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (st. 
Andrews Burgh:): To ask the Lord 
Advocate whether a dangerous patient 
in a district lunatic asylum may be 
discharged and handed over to relative; 
relieved but not cured; and, in that case, 
whether the lunacy authorities have no 
further charge or respon sibility. 


Masor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: To 
ask the Lord Advocate whether he will 
consider the advisability of taking the 
necessary steps to ensure that all cases 
of dangerous lunatics who have com- 
mitted assault resulting in loss of life 
should be dealt with in a criminal lunatic 
asylum instead of relegating them to a 
district asylum. 


Masor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: To 
ask the Lord Advocate whether, seeing 
that the presence of criminal lunatics 
who have committed murder is detrimen- 
tal to the general freedom from severe 
discipline in district asylums, the bene- 
ficial effect of what is termed the open 
door system being acknowledged, he will 
take the necessary steps to keep the 
district asylums free from criminal 
lunatics who have committed murder, 
or attempted murder, as far as possible. 


(Answered by Mr. Thomas Shaw.) The 
question raised in this and the two 
subsequent Questions is under inquiry, 
and I must ask the hon. Member to 
recur to the matter at a later date when 
I shall endeavour to answer. 


Butter and Margarine Bill. 

Sir H. AUBREY-FLETCHER (Sussex, 
Lewes): To ask the Prime Minister when 
the Butter and Margarine Bill will be 
proceeded with. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN : To ask the Prime 
Minister if he will give facilities for the 
Second Reading of the Butter and 
Margarine Bill before the Easter Recess, 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman.) Perhaps I may answer 
the question of the hon. Member for the 
Oswestry Division at the same time. 
If the Procedure Resolutions are finished 
on Monday the Butter Bill will be taken 
on Tuesday; otherwise I fear there will 
be no chance of reaching it before Easter. 


Riparian Rights Inquiry. 

Mr. R. DUNCAN (Lanarkshire, Govan) : 
To ask the Prime Minister if it is intended 
that the action or inquiry in regard to 
fishing rights on rivers, lakes, and lochs, 
and on the sea coast, which is now 
contemplated, is to be extended to Eng- 
land. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman.) No action or inquiry of 
the sort alluded to by the hon. Member 
has come within my _ knowledge. | 
suppose what he has in his mind is the 
answer given by my right hon. friend 
the Lord Advocate on the 12th of this 
month, in which he said chat the whole 
question of fishing rights in Scotland 
was receiving the attention of the Govern- 
ment. That is so, but the matter has not 
yet assumed a definite shape, and there 
is no present intention of taking action 
with regard to English fishing rights. 


British Workmen at Hamburg. 


Mr. CLYNES (Manchester, N.E.): 
To ask the Prime Minister whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 


reports of disturbance and racial ill-feeling 
arising from a large body of British 
workmen being exported to Hamburg 
to replace men involved in a dispute 
there; whether he can promise any 
legislation to prevent such exportations 
or use any existing means to call the 
attention of those British subjects who 
have organised those exportations to the 
injury they are causing to the country’s 
reputation and international friendship. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man.) Yes, Sir, as I have already said, 
I am aware of the incidents to which the 
hon. Member calls my attention ; but I 
am unable to see what legislative remedy 
the Government, or any other Govern- 
ment, could provide for such a state of 
things. 
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1277 (Juestions. 
Hull Chief Constable and Juvenile 
enders. 


Mr. CLYNES: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the 
methods followed by the chief constable 
of Hull, who does not bring ordinary 
juvenile offenders before the police court, 
but investigates into the circumstances of 
cases and interviews and advises the 
parents; and whether, in view of the 
good results shown from the practice in 
Hull, he can recommend its general 
adoption, and state to what extent 
juvenile offenders are at present dealt with 
without being brought in contact with the 
usual police court conditions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
] have seen a newspaper report of what is 
being done at Hull, and I am making in- 
quiry of the chief constable. 


Clare Shooting Case Trial. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
To ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
how many jurors were ordered to stand 
aside by the Crown in the Clare shooting 
case lately tried at the Limerick winter 
assizes. 


(Answered by Mr. Cherry.) The num- 
ber of jurors ordered to stand aside by the 
Crown in the case referred to was forty- 
five. The Crown Solicitor reports to me 
that his reason for challenging this num- 
ber was that an extensive canvass of the 
jurors by friends of the prisoner had taken 
place and that it was necessary to exclude 
from the jury persons who were believed 
to have heen influenced by this improper 
action. 


Income Tax Refunds. 

Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he can inform the House 
what was the total sum refunded to In- 
come Tax payers during the last com- 


| plete financial year. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The In- 


come Tax refunded in the financial year 


1905-6 amounted to £2,706,003. 


Income Tax Liabilities. 
Mr. GEORGE WHITE: To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
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is aware that incomes are earned by 
many men, often ex-surveyors of taxes, by 
obtaining refundment of Income Tax on 
behalf of persons who had paid the tax in 
error; and whether he will issue fresh 
instructions to the surveyors of taxes re- 
questing that more exact information may 
be given to guide such persons, who now 
generally leave the office without being 
told whether they are liable or otherwise. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) Surveyors 
of taxes are expected to afford to m=mbers 
of the public full informatioa on all sub- 
jects connected with their Iacom2 Tax 
assessments. If the hon. Member will 
quote any specific instance in which a 
surveyor has fallen short of his duty in 
this respect, it shall be inquired into. 


Sugar Tax Revenue. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if he will state the 
total yield in revenue of the Sugar Tax for 
the calendar year ending 31st December, 
1906; and when the Board of Trade 
Returns, giving the retail price of sugar 
in London, Paris, and Berlin, will be 
issued. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The total 
receipts from the Sugar Duties (including 
Excise Duties on Saccharin and Glucose) 
for the calendar vear 1906 were £6,545,255. 
I understand from my right hon. friend 
the President of the Board of Trade that, 
if any hon. Member wishes to move for a 
Return giving the information referred to 
in the Question, he will raise no objection 
to its issue. 


Gold and Bank Reserves. 

Mr. G. H. FABER (Boston): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he will consider the advisability of the 
appointment of a Royal Commission to 
inquire into the questions of the gold 
reserve and bank reserves in this country 
before taking any steps in regard to these 
matters. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) I do not 
think that any useful purpose would be 
served by the appointment of a Royal 
Commission, which would not be likely to 
add anything material to the information 
which is already accessible. As I have 
said before, I am not without hope that an 
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agreement may be arrived at without any 
Intervention on my part among the 
various interests concerned. 


Post Office Savings Bank—Government 
Liabilities. 

Mr. G. H. FABER: To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer when the state- 
ment required by statute showing the 
aggregate amount of the liabilities of the 
Government to depositors in the Post 
Office Savings Bank at the close of last 
year, and the nature and amount of the 
securities held by the National Debt 
Commissioners to meet those liabilities, 
will be laid before Parliament, and 
when the similar statement will be laid in 
regard to trustee savings banks and to 
friendly societies respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The an- 
nual account showing the liabilities to 
depositors in the Post Office Savings Bank 
and the nature and amount of the securi- 
ties held to meet those liabilities at the 
31st December last will be presented as 
soon as the actual figures have been 
ascertained, but not later than the 30th 
June next, as required by the Statute 
(4 Edward 7, cap. 8 s. 9 (1)). The 
similar account for the trustees savings 
banks and friendly societies for the vear 
to the 20th November. 1906, were laid 
upon the Table of the House on the 11th 
inst. (No. 73, not yet circulated). 


Mount Everest Expedition. 

Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India what are the 
reasons which have induced the Govern- 
ment to refuse facilities to a small British 
scientific expedition to attempt the 
ascent of Mount Everest from the Tibetan 
side, in view of the fact that the party pro- 
posed merely to traverse a sparsely popu- 
lated region, and would have their backs 
to Lhasa during the whole journey. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley). 
I hope the hon. Member will allow me to 
refer him to my rather long Answer to the 
Question put to me by the noble Ear! the 
Member for South Kensington on the 
5th July last, in which I stated at some 
length the reasons that have led His 
Majesty’s Government to refuse facilities 
to travellers desiring to enter Tibet. 
These reasons are still in force and are 
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; applicable to the case of the proposed 
| Scientific expedition to Mount Everest. 


Benares Hindu College. 

Str H. COTTON (Nottingham, E,)- 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to a recent issue of the Eastern Bengal 
and Assam Era, published at Dacca, in 
which it is urged that public flagellation 
should be administered to the headmaster 
of the Hindu college at Benares, and to 
all who sympathise with him, for a speech 
delivered by that gentleman in favour of 
the Swadeshi movement ; and whether, 
with reference to the tension of public 
feeling in the new province, he will con- 
sider the desirability of taking steps in 
communication with the Government 
ment of India to discourage the publica- 
tion of such inflammatory utterances in 
the Anglo-Indian Press. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
I have never heard fof the publication 
referred to; but, as I stated on the llth 
March, I do not think it is necessary, 
as at present advised, to take any special 
action in the direction suggested. 


Balleybofey Station, Donegal. 

Mr. C. MACVEIGH (Donegal, E.) 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
is aware that the Joint Committee of the 
Midland Railway (England) and_ the 
Great Northern (Ireland) have recently 
issued notices to the effect that the 
station at Balleybofey, on the State- 
built line between Stranorlar and Glenties, 
county Donegal, is to be wholly discon- 
tinued as a goods station after Ist Apri’. 
1907, and to be almost practically dis- 
continued as a passenger station after the 
said date; whether he is aware that 
Ballybofey is on the plansJas one of the 
stations, and has been used as such since 
the construction of this line, and that the 
Board of Works, in pursuance of au 
agreement between the promoters and the 
people of Balleybofey, erected a weigh: 
bridge and cattle pens there ; will he say 
under what authority the Joint Committee 
have removed the weighbridge to Stranor- 
lar; under what authority have they issued 
their recent notices to discontinue Balley- 
_ bofey as a goods station in defiance of an 
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agreement arrived at when the construc- 
tion of the line received the approval of 
the Grand Jury; and will he take steps 
forthwith to compel the Joint Committee 
to keep intact Balleybofev station as a 
voods and passenger station, and restore 
through bookings to and from Balley- 
hofev, as obtains on all other stations of 
the line since its construction, and thus 
carry out the undertaking arrived at. 
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English and Irish Privy Councils. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, having 
regard to the fact that members of the 
English Judiciary who have been sworn 
of the English Privy Council rarely, if 
ever, attend the meetings of that body, 
and never allow attendance at those 
meetings to interfere with or delay the 


|the discharge of their judicial duties, 





(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I have | 
no information as to the action alleged | 
to have been taken by the Joint Com- | 
mittee, nor on the question whether that | 
Committee have any obligations to keep | 
open Balleybofey station for goods or | 
passengers. The railw: ay referred to was | 
acquired by the Great Northern (Ireland) | 
and Midland Railways Act of 1906, and | 
the liabilities of the county and of the 
Treasury were thereby extinguished. | 
The Government is, therefore, not con- | 
cerned and has no power to act as the 
hon. Member suggests. I may observe, 
however, that no undertaking was given 
at the time the line was constructed to 
give through bookings to Ballybofey. 


Streamstown Estate Galway. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE (Galway, E.): To | 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the amount of annuity payable by 
the tenants on the estate purchased by | 
the Estates Commissioners at Streams- 
town, county Galway. | 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The amount 
of the annuity payable by the purchasing 
tenants in respect of sales so far effected is 
£723 6s. 2d. A small portion of the | 
estate has not yet been sold. 


whereas the meetings of the Irish Privy 
Council are constantly attended by 
|members of the Irish Judiciary, anv 
steps will be taken to assimilate the 
| practice in England and Ireland in this 
respect, and to secure, as far as possible, 
the severance of judicial from executive 
| functions. 


The ordi- 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 
Council in 


nary meetings of the Privy 


| Ireland are held at such times as to enable 


Judges to attend, if they desire to doso, 
without interference with the discharge of 
their judicial duties. When the Com- 
mittee of the Council is engaged in 
hearing appeals under statute, and im- 
portant questions of law have to be 
decided, the attendance of Judges is 
necessary, but on such occasions arrange- 
ments are made by which the attendance 
of a sufficient number of Judges is secured 
without inconvenience or delay to suitors 
in the law courts. The executive func- 
tions of the Council, as distinct from the 
judicial, are purely formal. 


Irish Privy Council Meetings. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


/of Ireland whether a summons is sent 


before each meeting of the Irish Privy 
Council requesting the attendance of every 
member of that body, or is it the practice 


|to send invitations to attend the meet- 


Major Conlon’s Tynagh Estate. 

Mr. JOHN ROCHE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the estate purchased by 
the Commissioners from Major Conlon, 
at Grangemore, Tynagh, county Galway, | 
has yet been divided amongst tenants ; | 
and, if so, what is the amount of annuity | 
payable. | 

| 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 
is in the negative. 


The reply 





| having 
|members of the Irish Judiciary 
| members 


ing of that body to such members of the 
Privy Council only as the Government 
desire to be present; and whether, 
regard to the fact that the 
who are 
of the Irish Privy Council, 
to which some of them have been ap- 
| pointed after their promotion to the 
Bench, not infrequently adjourn the 
the hearing of cases in their courts, to the 
expense and inconvenience of suitors’ 
and the waste of public time, in order to 
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attend meetings of the Privy Council, | Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
steps will be taken to secure that meetings | tion has been called to the fact that typhus 
of the Privy Council to which members | fever has broken out in Oughterard, 
of the Irish Judiciary are summoned, county Galway; that three deaths have 
do not interfere with the discharge by already occurred ; that the local hospital 
those Judges of their judicial duties. is full of patients suffering from this 
disease ; and whether he will make im- 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) All the | mediate inquiries as to the cause of this 
members of the Privy Council are not | epidemic, which is attributed to the ex- 
summoned to each meeting. The sum- | treme destitution of the people conse- 
monses to ordinary meetings of Council | quent on the failure of the potato crop 

are issued only to members who reside | last year. 
in or near Dublin. These meetings are 
usually held before the sitting or after 
the rising of the courts, and Judges who | of typhus fever occurred in this district 
saat th emmy aon eu in Feary, sine whe 
ons families, comprising twenty-five persons, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) An outbreak 


Judicial duties. have been affected. Three deaths have 
occurred, sixteen persons are still in the 
Irish Judges and Viceregal Letters. fever hospital, and six have been dis- 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: ‘To ask the | charged cured. The Local Government 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | Board have already fully investigated the 
Ireland whether he is aware that, while | matter, and are satisfied that the out- 
members of the English Judiciary do not | break was not due to the destitution of 
suspend the business of the courts even for | the people but to insanitary conditions. 
the purpose of attending the Royal levees, | None of the people affected were destitute, 
Judges in Ireland suspend the sittings of | and none had applied for relief at the time 
the Irish courts for the whole day on of the outbreak. The local medical 
which a Viceregal levee takes place, to the | Officer of health, in consultation with the 
delay, inconvenience, and expense of | medical inspector of the Local Govern- 
suitors and witnesses ; and, whether some | Ment Board, is making every possible 
arrangement could be made by which the effort to prevent the spread of the disease. 
Judges could manifest their respect for the | Three additional fever nurses have been 
representative of the Sovereign in Ireland | appointed by the guardians. There 1s 
in a manner which would not entail serious | €VeTy reason to hope that no further cases 
loss on suitors and interfere with the ad- | of fever will occur. 
ministration of the law confided to them 
as servants of the Crown. Tralee Assize. 

: Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire; 

(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) It is the | E.R., Holderness): To ask the Chief 
practice of the Judges not to sit at the | Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Four Courts on the day of the Lord- | Tyeland whether his attention has been 
Lieutenant’s first levee in each year. AS | drawn to the report of the Irish Con- 
long notice of the date is always given, | stabulary to the Judge of Assize at Tralee, 
and as the practice of adjourning the | which stated that since the last assizes 
Courts on that day is long established and | there had been ten cases of arson. and 
well known, there is neither loss to suitors | that thirteen persons were under constant 
nor interference with the administration | and eleven under occasional police pro- 
of the law by this custom, with which, | tection ; and, if this is true, what steps he 
even if it were possible or desirable to | intends to take to remedy this state of 
limit the discretion of the Judges, there | affairs. ; 
is no reason to interfere. 








(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The hon. 

Typhus Fever at Oughterard. Member appears to have read a report of 
* Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Connemara): | the Lord Chief Justice’s address to the 
To ask the Chief Secretary toythe Lord- | grand jury at Tralee assizes, in which the 
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details mentioned in the Question were 
stated. The hon. Gentleman, however. 
does not refer to the comment which the 
learned Judge made on the state of county 
Kerry, namely, that for some years past 
very appreciable progress in the direction 
of peace and good order has taken place. 
I am informed that, as regards the cases 
of constant police protection, the majority 
are of many years’ standing and no new 
case has arisen since 1905. As regards the 
cases of burning, the Judge himself said 
that it would be better to suspend 
judgment as to whether they were cases 
of incendiary fire until they had been 
investigated by the Judge of Assize. No 
special steps appear to be necessary in 
county Kerry. 


Irish University Bill. 


Dr. HAZEL (West Bromwich): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
approximately when the Irish University 
Bill will be introduced ; and whether he 
proposes to introduce this Bill before or 
after the Bill dealing with Irish Govern- 
ment. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am not at 
present in a position to reply to my hon. 
friend's inquiry. 


Irish Judicial Patronage. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if. he can state 
the total value of the patronage con- 
nected with appointments to posts in the 
High Court of Justice in Ireland above the 
rank of junior clerk in the hands of the 
Lord Chancellor and of the Lord Chief 
Justice, respectively ; how many of the 
posts above the rank of first class clerk 
are now held by officers who received 
their first appointment to the courts as 
tae result of a Civil Service examination 
and by officers first appointed to the 
courts on the nomination of one or other 
of the Judges ; how many of the persons 
appointed to these superior posts during 
the past ten years were in the Civil 
Service at the date of their appointment ; 
and if he is prepared to introduce a Bill 
providing that, where possible, appoint- 
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ments to the superior posts shall be made 
from amongst the officers serving on the 
permanent staff. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I have re- 
ferred this Question to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who informs me that it would not 
be possible to give, within the limits of 
an Answer, the particulars asked for, and 
that no public advantage would be gained 
by furnishing a Return containing such 
particulars. Those promotions, which 
are not governed by statute, are made as 
the result of merit. As a rule the heads 
of offices in the High Court are required 
by statute or long usage to have a pro- 
fessional qualification. 


Monasterevan Inquest. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the proceedings of the coroner’s 
jury who inquired into the cause of death 
of James Lynam at Monasterevan ; 
whether he is aware that many accidents 
have occurred in the vicinity owing to the 
unprotected state of the canal; and 
whether he will compel the canal com- 
pany to erect a wall or barrier along this 
dangerous part, so that human life may 
be protected. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) My atten- 
tion has been called to this matter. I am 
informed that previous drownings have 
occurred at the same place. I have 


directed inquiries to be made as to the 


possibility of fencing the canal at this 
point, and as to the powers of the Govern- 
ment in the matter. 


Army Accounts Department Promotion. 

Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether two 
civilian members of the Army Accounts 
Department have been promoted on the 
condition that thev would consent to 
serve in South Africa. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
It is a condition of promotion of civilian 
members of the Army Accounts Depart- 
ment that they may become liable to 
service Abroad, if not already liable. ~ 
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‘Emolument of the Civil Staff of the Army 
Accounts Department, 

Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he is aware 
that, with the exception of the second- 
class accountants, the emoluments of the 
civil members of the Army Accounts 
Department compare most favourably 
with those of military officers in the 
Department, notwithstanding that the 
latter are considerably senior both in age 
and service; and whether he will take 
this matter into his consideration. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
I am not aware that the emoluments 
of military officers compare unfavourably 
with those of civilians in any grade of the 
Army Accounts Department. 


Military Members of the Army Accounts 
Department. 

Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War, whether it is in con- 
templation to revise the organisation of 
the Army Accounts Department so that 
the military members may be granted the 
same privileges and similar conditions 
as to travelling and service abroad as 
civilian members; or, failing this, whether 
military officers will be granted adequate 
pensions to support them in retirement, 
so that they may not be compelled to 
serve their full periods under conditions 
non-existent at the time of their entering 
the Pay Department and in a new branch 
to which they were posted without being 
consulted thereupon. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The civilian members of the Army 
Accounts Department are performing the 
their fair share of foreign service. The 
military members of that department 
are serving under military rules, which 
are in some respects more beneficial, and 
in other respects less beneficial, than civil 
conditions. I am not prepared to put to 
them on a different footing from other 
officers in regard either to travelling 
expenses or retiring allowances. 


Signalling Regulations. 
Mr. VIVIAN: To ask the Secretary of 


State for War how soon the Signalling 
Regulations, which are out of print and 
have been so for the last eight or nine 
months, will be obtainable. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Copies of the new Training Manual 


Signalling, 1907, will be available at the 
commencement of April. 


Artillery Militia Training. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
can make any statement with regard to 
the training of artillery militia; what 
provisions are to be made for artillery 
practice this year; whether they are 
to receive musketry training in lieu of 
gunnery ; or whether it is the intention 
that no practical training at all is to be 
given to these troops in the use of either 
gun or rifle. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The training of artillery militia will be of 
an exceptional nature during the present 
vear, as most of the force is no longer 
required to fulfil its present role of gar- 
rison artillery, and the nature of the 
duties which it will be asked to under- 
take in future cannot yet be precisely 
determined. There will be no gun 
practice except for those units in Ireland 
which will still be required to act as Coast 
Defence Artillery. Where movable, or 
what is now termed land front, armament 


is available, units will receive training 
with such guns, but where such arma- 
ment is not available, General Officers 
Commanding will determine what the 


course of training is to be, and this course 
may include musketry. 


Woolwich Arsenal. 

Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for 
War how many men will remain at Wool- 
wich when running discharge notices 
expire; and what were the number em- 
ployed on 31st March, 1906, and 31st 
March, 1905, respectively. 


Mr. BARRIE: To ask the Secretary 


of State for War how many men 
have been discharged, or received 
notices of impending discharge, from 


the Royal Arsenal at Woolwich during 
the current month; and whether he is 
aware that, as a result of recent dis- 
charges, very considerable distress exists 
in Woolwich. 
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Question together. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
] will answer this and the subsequent 
As regards the Army 
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Departments in the Royal Arsenal and 
Dockyard at Woolwich the figures are as 
follows :— 





Number of men remaining when running dis- | 


charge notices expire - - - 
Number employed on 31/3/1906 - 


Number employed on 31/3/1905 ‘ 


| | 


Total, inciud- 
ing Army 
Ordnance 

Department. | Arsenal. 


Arniy Ordnance 
Department. 


Dockyard. 


16,214 | 


Z 2 | 1,073 395 
. .| 17,946 | 1,101, 415 
a 18,585 1,131 426 


Number of men discharged or who have received 


notices of discharge this month . 


- | 169 10 





These figures do not include employees of 
the principal experimental officer, the 
Ordnance Research Board, or the War 
Department chemist. The numbers in 
these branches do not fluctuate apprecia- 
ably. As regards any distress which may 
exist at Woolwich, much as I regret it, 
I should not be justified, as I have already 
informed the House, in retaining men 
when there is no work on which to employ 
them. I may mention, however, that, 
with the view of ascertaining whether it is 
possible to take any steps to reduce the 
number of discharges, a conference, con- 
sisting of five Members of this House and 
three representatives of the War Depart- 
ment, has just been appointed to inquire 
whether any articles not now made in the 
Ordnance Factories can be appropriately 
made there, and with the machinery there. 


Yeomanry—Suggested Mess Allowance. 

Mr. FIENNES (Oxfordshire, Ban- 
bury): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware of the fact 
that many Yeomanry regiments have 
bought, at considerable personal expense, 
their mess tents, canteen tents, and 
complete camp equipment for the messing 
of the men; whether, in view of this 
fact, a ration allowance can be given 
to the regiment, instead of messing by 
Army contract; and, if so, what allow- 
ance can be made per man. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
At present Yeomanry pay is issued at 


consolidated rates and already includes 
provision for rations and messing, and 
it is open for commanding officers to 
make what arrangements they please 
for the messing of their regiments, 
although they have the right to draw 
rations on payment at stations where 
Army contracts exist. As regards the 
first part of the Question, I have no 


knowledge of the amount of private 
property in possession of Yeomanry 
units. 
Clare Militia. 
Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): To ask 


the Secretary of State for War whether 
the Clare Militia will be in training for 
one month only this vear; whether they 
are to have gunnery practice ; and 
whether, in view of economy to the War 
Department and the men in the Militia, 
he will have the training carried out in 
Clare this year. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The regiment will train for twenty-one 
days this year, and there will be no 
gunnery practice. The arrangements for 
the training of units of auxiliary forces 
are in the hands of the General Officer 
Commanding-in-Chief, and he shall be 
asked to consider the hon. Member’s 
suggestion. 


Volunteer Corps Debts. 
Mr. GEORGE FABER: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War under what 
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statutory or other authority the War (Answered by Mr. Churchill.) A pro- 
Office has power to take a transfer from | posal was made in 1905 by the Govern- 
the Public Works Loan Commissioners | ment of the Cape of Good Hope to the 
of a debt owing to that body in respect | effect that a preferential tariff on Colonial 
of drill halls and ranges for Volunteer | wines should be granted in the United 
corps, using a surplus from the Army Kingdom, and, as the hon. Member 
Votes for that purpose, and whether| will see from Cd. 3337, a Resolution 
the transfer of the debt has in fact been | will be proposed at the forthcoming 
made, or when it will be made. Colonial Conference by New Zealand, to 
the effect that this country should concede 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | preferential rates of duty on Colonial 
The transfer of the mortgages has been | products now taxable. 
effected by an agreement which is a good | 
transfer in equity operating by way of | Customs Outdoor Inspectors. 
trust. Statutory authority will be taken! Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, Bridgeton) : 
by means of a clause in the annual Public | To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
Works Loans Bill to vest the mortgages whether the Treasury has sanctioned 
thus transferred in equity in the Secretary | any departure from the existing system 
of State for War for the time being. | of appointing Customs outdoor inspectors 


| exclusively from the outdoor department, 





Licensing Revenue Statistics. | 
Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS (Lincoln}:| (Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for | Board of Customs have already intimated 
the Colonies if he can state the number | tothe Service by general order that the 
of wholesale and retail licences, respec- | Treasury had sanctioned a scheme under 
tively, for the sale of intoxicating liquors, | which officers selected for employment 
and the total revenue from such licences | as inspecting surveyors would, if qualified, 
for the Bahamas, Barbados, Jamaica, | be eligible for superior positions both 
Turks and Caicos Islands, St. Lucia, | inside and outside the office of the Chief 
St. Vincent, Grenada, each presidency of | Surveyor General. Such positions in- 
the Leeward Islands, Trinidad, and | clude that of inspector in the outdoor 
Tobago, respectively; and whether he | department. 
could arrange that this information should | 


be given vearly in future in the Annual | Second Division Clerks. 
Colonial Reports for the West Indies. | Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N,): 


.To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 

(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) I regret | whether a second division clerk who 
that I am unable to supply the hon. | attains a salary of, say, £245 a vear, and 
Member with the information which he} who, after serving at that salary for 
desires, but if the hon. Member presses twelye months, receives the necessary 
for information which will entail, I fear, | certificate for promotion to the higher 
considerable labour on the officials in | grade of second division, is granted a 
the Colonies, the Governors of the! salary of £255 immediately on his ad- 
Colonies referred to will be asked if thev | mission to that grade; whether a second 
can conveniently arrange that the infor- | division clerk, having failed to receive 
mation should be furnished in the annual | the afore-mentioned certificate on attain- 
Blue-book Reports as requested. ‘ing a salary of £250, and having given 
| satisfactory and approved service at that 
salary for more than twelve months, 
Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the/on being subsequently certified for pro- 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies | motion to the higher grade, after com- 
whether any definite proposals have been | petition with others, is not entitled to an 
made by any of the Colonies for a prefer- | immediate salary of £260 on promotion ; 
ence on articles which are at present | and, if not, what is the explanation of the 





Colonies and Colonial Preference. 








subject to Customs duties; and, if so, | difference in treatment. 

will he state what Colonies, and what 

are the particulars of the scheme sub-| (Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
mitted. practice in the second case referred to 
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follows the usual rule under which an| which the Treasury believed that a 
officer appointed or promoted to a class' committee, the constitution of which 
must serve for one year in that class left two members to be the judges of 
before he can receive his first increment! their own cause, was likely to secure 
in the class; the clerk is, therefore, not) public confidence. 
entitled to a salary of £260 until he has| 
given a year’s approved service in the| 
higher grade. The clerk referred to in| answer to the first part of the Question is 
the first part of the Question is excep- in the affirmative. I have already in- 
tionally allowed to enter the higher grade ¢4,med the hon. Member that I see no 
at a salary above the minimum because grounds for distrust of the Committee, 
it would be inequitable that, where @ and T am not prepared to discuss further 
clerk is promoted to the higher grade, its constitution, which, in my opinion, 
without stoppage, on the same day that’ i, such as to command the confidence of 
his increment becomes due, he should ,j impartially minded persons 
receive only a part of an increment, sie 
bringing him up to £259, instead of the 
full increment of £10. Tuberculous Beasts. 
Sirk ARTHUR BIGNOLD (Wick 
Royal Physical Laboratory. —— : ; To ask the aver of the 
a A ; Local Government Board if his attention 
Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): To has been called to the statement made by 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury Professor McCall that the milk from a 
whether the terms of reference to the cow suffering from tubercular mamitis 
Committee appointed to inquire into should on no account be used for human 
the conduct and management of the Gad we thet sack oa need sh: be 
Royal Physical Laboratory will suffice gostroved or fattened for the butcher ; 
to prevent such Committee from reporting and whether he will take such action as 
in favour of the Laboratory being allowed j)) prevent such animals being fattened 
to continue to compete with private ¢,. ie luteus te tle duasue of the 
testing establishments, in spite of the public 
fact that such competition was expressly ; 
forbidden by the Report of the Treasury 
Committee which sat as recently as 1898. 





(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) I 
have not seen the statement referred to. 
The report made in 1898 by the Roval 
: 2 Commission on Tuberculosis, presided 
hon. Member will find the terms of over by Sir Herbert Maxwell, aman 
reference set out in the reply which I 4 statement of the principles upon which 
gave on W ednesday to the hon. Baronet they considered that meat inspectors 
the Member for ‘Tamworth. W ith the) should act in dealing with the carcases 
Report of the Committee of 1898 he of animals affected with tuberculosis, 
is no doubt familiar. In these circum- and the Local Government Board have, 
gag I am not prepared to anticipate more than once, brought the views of the 
the finding of the Committee which is Commissioners under the notice of local 
OW sitting HOF the decision which the authorities. The Royal Commission, 
Treasury will take thereupon. however, did not go so far as to recom- 

mend action of the kind referred to in 
Mr. NIELD: To ask the Secretary to the last part of the Question. A further 
the Treasury whether the Treasury, in| Royal Commission is now considering 
asking the Royal Society to nominate the transmission of tuberculosis from 
two members of the Committee to in- animals to man, and I should expect 
quire into the conduct and management guidance from them as to the course 
of the National Physical Laboratory, which should be taken with regard to 
were aware that such society was re- the meat of animals affected by the 
sponsible for the policy of the laboratory, disease. Meanwhile, I could not under- 
which had given occasion for the appoint- take to promote the legislation which 
ment of the Treasury Committee; and would be necesary to give effect to the 
whether he will state the grounds upon’ suggestion of the hon. Member. 
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(dnswered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
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Kensington Guardians and Medical 
Relief. 


Questions. 


Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether it is necessary, 
under any Order of his Department, that 
all married applicants for medical relief 
should produce a marriage certificate ; 
and, if not, whether he is aware that the 
Kensington Board of Guardians make 
this a condition for granting such relief ; 
and what action he proposes to take in 
this matter. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) There 
is no order of the Local Government 
Board requiring married applicants for 
medical relief to produce a marriage 
certificate. I am making inquiry as to 
the practice of the Kensington Board of 
Guardians in this matter. 


Cost of London Poor Law Administration. 

Mr. HADDOCK (Lancashire, North 
Lonsdale): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he will state 
the total expenditure, including expendi- 
ture out of loans and all other arms of 
expenditure, on the administration of the 
Poor Law in London for the ten years 
ending March, 1906, and the total expendi- 
ture of all kinds on the administration 
of the Poor Law in London for the twelve 
months ending March, 1906, to include 
expenditure out of loans, the expenses 
of the Metropolitan Asylums Board, and 
the expenses of the Local Government 
Board, differentiating between such ex- 
penditure. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
total expenditure for the relief of the 
poor and purposes connected therewith 
of the Poor Law authorities in London 
for the ten years ended March, 1906, 
not defrayed out of loans, was 
£35,083,889. The expenditure out of loans 
was £4,844,960. The amounts for the year 
ended March, 1906, were £3,869,308 and 
£244,463 respectively. The expenditure 
of the Metropolitan Asylums Board for 
the purposes referred to was in the year 
last mentioned £396,991, excluding the 
expenditure out of loans which amounted 
to £51,750. The totals for the ten 


years given above include expenditure 
by the Metropolitan Asylums Board in 
connection with their smallpox and fever 
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hospitals, ambulance service, etc., prior 
to 1900-1, when the amount of the 
latter expenditure was for the first time 
separately ascertained. It is not possible 
to state the expenses of the Local Goverm- 
ment Board in respect of the administra- 
tion of the Poor Law in London, as it is 
only one of many subjects dealt with by 
the Board, and is not wholly conducted 
by a separate staff. 


Questions. 


Learners in the Telegraph Service. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Finsbury, Central) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he is aware that complaints have been 
made before a Committee of this House 
with reference to the fact that qualified 
learners in the telegraph service were 
awaiting appointments for long periods, 
and that the officials stated the delay 
was due to the decrease of telegraph 
work; whether ex-soldiers and ex-sailors, 
not having passed a competitive examina- 
tion and who are still attending the School 
of Telegraphy, Central Telegraph Offices, 
at certain hours in order to complete their 
knowledge of telegraphy, have been given 
preferential appointments; and, if so, 
whether he will explain the reasons for this 
action. 

Mr. STEADMAN: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether, in view of the 
fact that, on Wednesday, Ist August, 
he received a deputation, consisting in 
part of Members of this House, for the 
purpose of dealing with the employment 
of ex-soldiers and ex-sailors in the Civil 
Service, who were informed that any 
extension of the opportunities at present 
being given in the postal service was 
doubtful, he will say whether, since that 
period, vacancies in the postal telegraph 
service have been filled by ex-soldiers, 
and a corresponding number of appoint- 
ments previously filled by youths entering 
through open competition has lapsed: 
and whether he still intends to develop 
the system of compelling the sons of the 
working classes to become soldiers before 
being able to secure permanent estab- 
lished appointments in the State employ. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buaton.) | 
will answer these Questions together. 
There has been no increase during the 
last ten vears in the proportion of vacat- 
cies in Post Office employment filled by 
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ex-soldiers under agreement with the War | 
Office; and I have certainly not in any 

way extended the system. Certain 

vacancies in the telegraph service have 

recently been filled by ex-soldiers, but a 

corresponding number of vacancies for 

postmen are set free to be filled by ex- 

telegraph messengers. The employment 

of the soldier telegraphists in question 

will not prejudice the interests of any 

learners, Whether in the Central Tele- 

graph Office or elsewhere. 


Australian Mails. 

Mr. O. C. PHILIPPS (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : To ask the Postmaster 
General what is the approximate net 
weight of letters and postcards and other 
postal packages, respectively, conveyed 
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by the contract steamers of the respective 
companies under contract with His 
Majesty’s Government and the Com- 
monwealth of Australia to that Colony 
for the year ending 3lst December, 1906. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
The net weight of correspondence in the 
letter mails from the United Kingdom 
conveyed to Australia during the year 
ended the 31st December, 1906, by the 
contract packets of the Peninsular and 
Oriental Steam Navigation Company 
(under contract with the Imperial Govern- 
ment) and the Orient Steam Navigation 
Company (under contract with the Com- 
monwealth Government), including cor- 
respondence for New Zealand, was as 
follows :— 











Letters and Posteards. Other Articles. 
Ibs. lbs. 
Peninsular and Oriental Service (Imper- 
ial Contract) — - - - - - 84,000 1,046,000 
Orient Service (Australian Contract) - 88,000 1,099,000 
Total - - - 172,000 2,145,000 
Mr. O. C. PHILIPPS: To ask the regret that I am unable to state 


Postmaster-General what is the approxi- 
mate number of parcels weighing not over 
3lbs.. weighing 3 lbs. but not over 7 lbs., 
weighing 7 Ibs. but not over 11 lbs., 
respectively, conveyed by the contract 
steamers of the respective companies 
under contract with His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment and the Commonwealth of 
Australia to that Colony for the year 
ending 31st December, 1906. 


(dnswered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 
The total number of parcels included in 
the parcel mails from the United King- 
dom conveyed to Australia by the con- 
tract packets of the Peninsular and 
Oriental Steam Navigation Company 
(under contract with the Imperial Govern- 
ment) and the Orient Steam Navigation 
Company (under contract with the Com- 
monwealth Government) during the year 
ended the 3lst December, 1906, was 


75,000, of which, approximately, one- 
hali was conveyed by each line. I 


the number of parcels in the various 
categories mentioned. 


Lead Poisoning in the Potteries. 

Mr. JOWETT (Bradford, W.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether any special inquiry 
is being made into the cause of the recent 
increase of fatal cases from lead poisoning 
in the Potteries. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
The figures of fatal and non-fatal cases of 
lead poisoning for the first two months of 
this year show ten cases, as against nine- 
teen for the corresponding months of the 
year before. But of these ten cases four 
have been fatal, as against none for the 
first two months of last year. With small 
numbers irregularities are sure to arise in 
the records of accidents of all kinds. I 
do not think any explanation can be 
given of the number of deaths for this 
year, which I am informed appear to be 
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due to chronic kidney disease originated 
by lead poisoning of old standing. 


Police and All Night Sittings. 

Mr. WALROND (Devonshire, Tiver- 
ton): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he will state | 
what extra allowance will be made to the | 
police force in attendance on the House in 
respect of the prolonged sitting of Wed- | 
nesday, 20th March. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) | 


I can only refer the hon. Member to the 
Answer which I gave on Monday last to 
the hon. 
hampton, which was as follows :—‘‘ The 
police on duty at the Houses of Parlia- 
ment receive, while so employed, a special 


Member for West Wolver- | 


allowance of Is. a day in addition to the , 


ordinary pay of their rank. In addition 
to this they receive compensation for all 
extra duty in the shape of ‘time off’ 
and also of special leave. This is, I think, 
sufficient to meet the requirements of the 
case.” 


Long Sentence Convicts. 
Sir =WILLIAM BULL 
smith) : To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he will 
supply a Return giving the list of prison- 
ers now in His Majesty’s gaols who have- 
already spent there without interruption 
a period of twenty years or over, and the 
designation of the offences for which they 
were originally imprisoned. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
There are two such prisoners, both con- 
victed of murder. 


Church Estates Commissioners—Agency 
Charges. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): To ask the right hon. Member 
for Sheffield (Hallam Division), as Church 
Estates Commissioner, what sums have 
been paid directly or indirectly by the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners to Mesrss. 
Clutton and Messrs. Smiths, Gore, and 
Company, respectively, as agency charges 
in each of the twenty financial years last 
past ; and what further sums have been 
paid or allowed to each of the said firms 
in each of those years for legal assistance. 


(Hammer- | 


| to the Commissioners’ 


against the Nasik district was app: arently 
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(Answered by Mr. Stuart Wortley.) 
Messrs. Clutton and Messrs. Smiths, Gore, 
and Company’s agency charges are regu- 
lated by the same scale. The total 
amounts paid by the Commissioners 
in respect of agency (including payments 
to mineral agents other than the two 
| above-mentioned firms) in the vear ended 
31st October, 1906, were :— 


(uestions. 


B.S, San 
In respect of Estates vested 
in the Commissioners 


for their Common 

Fund - - - 42.981 18 6 
In respect of Episcopal 

Estates managed by 


the Commissioners - 2.526 15 8 
In respect of Estates vested 
in the Commissioners 


on Special Trusts - 1, 


722 9° 3 


£41,201 3 5 


The figures for preceding years are set out 
in the Abstracts of Accounts appended 
Annual Reports, 
which have been presented to both Houses 
of Parliament. The Commissioners are 
unable, without the expenditure of a large 
amount of labour, to make a Return of the 
sums allowed during the last twenty 
years to their agents in respect of local 
legal assistance, but these sums have been 
trifling in amount. That allowed in 
1906 on this account was £7 7s. 


Bombay Evicted Ryots. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
the Secretary of State for India, having re- 
gard to the fact that the number of ryots 
evicted in the Bombay Presidency for 
non-payment of land revenue increased 
from 2,173 in 1899-1900 to 15,575 in 
1903-4, can he state to what cause this 
increase in the number of evictions is 
attributed ; and, if not, will he order an 
inquiry to be made on the subject. 


Toask 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) In 
reviewing the figures for 1903-4 the 
Bombay Government pointed out that 
the entry of 8,869 cases of forfeiture 


incorrect, and ordered an inquiry. The 
collector’s report showed that figures had 
been accidently transposed and “that 266 
should be read for 8,869, With this 
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correction the number of cases of for- 
feiture in the Presidency in 1903-4 was 
6,972, not 15,575. I do not think that 
further inquiry is necessary. 


Government Departments’ Powers and 

uties. 

Me. WALTER LONG (Dublin,S.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will lay upon the 
Table a Return showing the powers and 
duties of the Agricultural Department, 
the Board of Works, and the Local Gov- 
ernment Board, respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The powers 
and duties of the Departments named are, 
as the right hon. Gentleman is aware, 
set forth in various statutes the interpre- 
tation of which rests in the last resort with 
Courts of Law. Ido not think it desirable 
that I should undertake to lay a Return 
purporting to give an authoritative state- 
ment of these powers and duties. 


Irish National School Teachers. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland what were the numbers of Irish 
national school teachers in second grade, 


first grade, and _first-of-the-first grade | 


respectively on 31st March, 1906; and 
what is the number of teachers who in 
each of these grades respectively were 
awarded increments since Ist April, 1906. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that on 31st March. 1906, there were 
2.471 teachers in the second grade, 726 
in the first grade, second class, and 486 
in the first grade, first-class. Since 1st 
April last, increments have been awarded 
to 1,031, 156, and 174 of these teachers 
respectively. Many of the teachers were 
not eligible to receive increments because 
three years had not elapsed since their 
previous increments, or the average 
attendance at their schools was not 
sufficient or they were already at the 
maximum incomes of their grades. 


Michael Barry’s Gortkelly (Tipperary) 
Estate. 
-Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 


Mid.) : To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that the tenants on the estate of | 
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Michael J. Barry, at Gortkelly, Upper 
Church, county Tipperary, agreed to 
purchase their holdings, and that the 
agreements for purchase were signed and 
lodged with the Land Commission prior 
to lst November, 1905; and, if so, should 
the interest to the landlord be payable 
half-yearly pursuant to the statute ; and 
did the Land Commission collect the same 
half-yearly, with the result that now. 
for the first time, on the eve of a third 
half-year becoming due, they demand a 
full year’s interest from the tenants. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Land 
Commission agreed to purchase this estate 
on 21st November, 1905, from which date 
they are bound under statute to pay the 
vendor 34 per cent. interest on the pur- 
chase money until the same is distributed. 
The tenants on their part agreed to pay 
to the Land Commission interest atj33 
per cent. on the purchase money of their 
respective holdings, and such interest 
takes the place of rent. Owing to an 
oversight the interest due on Ist May, 
1906, was not then demanded from the 
tenants, but it has been demanded with 
the half-year due on Ist November, and 
the tenants have been informed that 
the Land Commission are bound to 
collect it. 


Sligo County Council Printing Contract. 

Viscount CASTLEREAGH  (Maid- 
stone): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to the decision 
of Major Eccles, Local Government 
auditor of the Sligo County Council print- 
ing contract ; whether he is aware that 
there were ten tenders for the contract, 
that the lowest was £216 13s. 4d. per 
annum for a term of three years, and the 
Council accepted the tender of Mrs. 
McHugh at £399 per annum, that the 
Sligo Ratepayers’ Association challenged 
the legality of the contract with Mrs. 
McHugh, and that the Sligo County 
Council tendered the excuse that they 
declined to accept tenders from firms 
outside the county of Sligo; if he is 
aware that the secretary to the county 
council admitted that a considerable 
portion of the accepted contract was done 
in Dublin ; and, seeing that Major Eccles 
has held that the contract was given 
for an improper purpose and not in the 
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interests of the ratepayers, and declared | Army Bill; and whether funds will be 
it illegal under the eighteenth section available in the Budget of the new 
of the Act of 1902, whether he proposes to | financial year for this purpose. 
surcharge personally those members of the | 
Sligo County Council for the difference (Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
between the lowest tender and the much | The provision of rifle ranges is one of the 
higher tender which was accepted. _ duties which it is proposed under the Bill 
to transfer to the association. It is 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am in- generally intended that the cost shall be 
formed that the facts are substantially | met out of the moneys provided for the 
as stated in the Question. The auditor expenses of associations by Parliament. 
has not made any surcharge during the I am not in a position at present to give 
present audit, as the amount paid under any further details as to the methods of 
the printing contract during the period | provision. 
under audit was in respect of liability 


incurred before the auditor declared the Army Reservists. 
contract to be null and void. Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
War Office Harness Contract. whether Part III. of the Territorial and 


Dr. COOPER: To ask the Secretary Reserve Forces Bill is inteuded to apply 
of State for War whether any contract or to Reservists enlisted for the purpose of 
sub-contract for military harness or furnishing a striking force in the event of 
accoutrements has been placed with warlike operations taking place without 
Messrs. Jenkinson and Company, of a general mobilisation, or to men of the 
London Wall and White Street, E.C.; special contingent to be enlisted as a 
and whether, if a contract or sub-contract supplement to the Reserve of the Regular 
has been placed with this firm, the clause Army in case of war and of a general 
prescribed by the Secretary of State under mobilisation. 
the Factory and Workshops Act, 1901, 
requiring that every person paid by the (Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
piece must have supplied to him with his Part III. of the Territorial and Reserve 
work such particulars to enable him to Forces Bill contains provisions covering 
compute the amount of his wages, has both cases mentioned in the Question. 
been insisted on. 


8rd Battalion West Riding Regiment. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R.. 
The reply to the first part of the Question Barkston Ash): To ask the Secretary of 
is in the affirmative. As regards the rest State for War whether the 3rd Battalion 
of the Question, in accordance with the West Riding Regiment are to train at 
conditions of contract, a record of the Scarborough ; whether they will have to 
work done and the wages earned by each cond half their force to Strensall for 
worker has to be kept for my informa- musketry ; whether this will divide the 
tion, and I have ascertained that such a battalion for a whole fortnight ; whether 
record has been duly kept. Each SeweT the 3rd Battalion York and Lancaster 
is also supplied with a paper on which is Regiment have been ordered to train on 
entered from day to day the work he has 4), Town Moor, at Doncaster, and vill 
completed. There is doubt whether have to send their men individually to 
the Factory and Workshops Act, 1901, Strensall for musketry; and, if 50, 
applies to this trade, but the point is for | whether he can make other arrangements 


the decision of the Secretary of State for i, the interests of efficiency and economy. 
the Home Department. 


‘ 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 

Rifle Ranges. The 3rd Battalion West Riding Regiment 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs): will train at Strensall, where the musketry 
To ask the Secretary of State for War will also be performed. The 3rd Bat- 
whether provision for rifle ranges for the | talion York and Lancaster Regiment will 
Territorial Army will be provided in the train at Doncaster, and the musketry will 
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be carried out at Strensall. The arrange- 
ments for training are in the hands of the 
General Officers Commanding-in-Chief 
concerned, and I have full confidence that 
their arrangements are made in the 
interests of efficiency and economy. 


Ex-Soldiers’ Superannuation Allowance. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether any- 
thing has been done to carry out the 
recommendation of the Committee on 
Civil Employment of ex-Soldiers and 
Sailors, embodied in their Report dated 
the 2nd July, 1906, to the effect that 
service in the Army or Navy of a satis- 
factory character which has not earned 
pension should reckon towards  super- 
annuation allowance in the case of men 
appointed to established positions in 
the Civil Service. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
This matter, which involves questions of 
considerable difficulty, is still under 
consideration. 

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do meet To-morrow 
at Twelve of the clock, and that on con- 
clusion of Gevernment Business Mr. 
Speaker do adjourn the House without 
Question put.” —(Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
Man.) 


Sin. A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset, 
Wellington) said that before the debate 
on this Motion was taken he thought the 
House ought to have some information as 
to the business to be taken next week. 
They proposed to divide against the 
Motion as a protest against the great 
inconvenience that a Saturday sitting 
caused to Members and officials of the 
House. One thing which made him 
smile was that only on Thursday last 
week the Prime Minister told them he did 
not wish to use the power of the Govern- 
ment in any tyrannical way. He did 
not know what the Prime Minister’s idea 
of tyranny was, but, to his simple mind, 
keeping the House sitting continuously 
for twenty-seven hours, and following 
that by a Saturday sitting, after the num- 
ber of occasions on which the so-called 
eleven o’clock rule had been already sus- 
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pended this session, seemed to be a fair 
sample of tyranny. One reason they 
were told it was necessary to get the 
Consolidated Fund Bill through by 
Thursday night was that it was impossi- 
ble to get the Royal Assent as quickly as 
usual. That Bill went through all stages 
in another place yesterday evening, and 
he wanted to know by what mysterious 
process the Royal Assent had been 
obtained ? Was it done by wireless tele- 
graphy or telepathy? The House was 
really entitled to an answer on that point, 
because only yesterday the Prime Minister 
said he had to take the Bill as rapidly as 
possible for that particular reason. He 
awaited with great interest the right hon. 
Gentleman’s explanation of the way 
he was able to carry out these things so 
expeditiously. 


of the House. 


oe . 4 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tae TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : 
The right hon. Gentleman has genially 
raised several points on which I will 
endeavour to give him satisfaction as 
farasIcan. As to the mysterious way in 
which the Royal Assent has been pro- 
cured at very short notice, I am a tvro, 
and cannot very well explain, but [ 
would refer the right hon. Gentleman to 
others who can explain—the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own colleagues, who for 
many years pursued the same mysterious 
method that has been adopted to-day. 
The right hon. Gentleman has referred 
to my deprecation of any attempt to use 
the power of the Government such as it is 
tyrannically. I must remind the right 
hon. Gentleman that, at the very moment 
I said that, I was conveying an important 
concession by the Government to the 
wishes of the Opposition. That isa proof 
that the Government are not tyrannical, 
because we were at once yielding to the 
plaintive request of the oppressed political 
Party sitting opposite. I hope that the 
events of the last few days will leave no 
bitterness behind. With regard to the 
business which the Government con- 


‘template—I must make this statement 


only provisionally, there can be no pledge, 
only a forecast—we intend to devote 
Monday and Tuesday to procedure, and 
if we conclude that on Tuesday the 
Motion for the adjournment over Easter 
will be moved on Wednesday. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (Wor- | gard to procedure generally. Everyone 
cestershire, E.) hoped nothing that would | now saw that the taking of the Consoli- 
fall from his lips would disturb the happy | dated Fund Bill on Wednesday night was 
harmony which had been secured bythe | wholly unnecessary. There was no 
general tone of the last two speeches. | earthly reason why all that pressure 
But he must call the attention of the | should have been put upon the House of 





House to the position in which they stood. 
They were to have a Saturday in lieu of 
the Thursday sitting which lapsed owing 
to the dispute of Wednesday night. 
The whole difficulty in which the House 
found itself arose out of the decision of the 
Government being made known to the 
Opposition only at the moment when they 
actually entered upon the consideration of 
the Consolidated Fund Bill on Wednesday 
last. 


THe PATRONAGE SECRETARY 
To THE TREASURY (Mr. Gerorce 
Waiteey, Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) : 
No, no. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Patronage Secretary to the Treasury con- 
tradicts me. Did he give any public 
notice of his intention to proceed with 
the Bill that night 2 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Wellington Division sent me a message in 
the afternoon that if we proposed to pro- 


ceed that night with both the Army | 


Annual Bill and the Consolidated Fund 
Bill there would be a very great row. My 
answer was that we did propose to do so, 


and that we should have to suffer the row. | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
thought it was scarcely worth the while of 
the Patronage Secretary to contradict 
him in order to get in that explana- 
tion. It was clear there was no public 
notice. The Prime Minister had described 
himself as a mere tyro in methods of Par- 
liamentary procedure—— 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


| Commons to hurry forward that Bill. It 

would have been perfectly sufficient if it 
had been finished by Tuesday next. He 
desired to join in the protest against the 
House of Commons being punished by a 
Saturday sitting because the Govern- 
ment had mismanaged its business 


through ignorance of the ordinary 
methods of conducting it. Saturday 


sittings should not be resorted to except 
under circumstances of most extreme 
urgency. Such additions to their labours 
made it more than ever difficult for a man 
with other occupations to give a portion 
of his time to the service of the country. 
The strain upon hon. Members was not 
only due to the sittings of the House: it 
had been increased by the demands of the 
great democratic electorate, which were 
becoming more and more heavy year 
by year, and which, he was afraid, were 
inevitable, and he therefore regarded 
with the utmost jealousy any unneces- 
sary increase in the burdens placed 
upon the Members of the House. In the 
present instance the business could per- 
| fectly well be taken on Monday: there 
was no urgency in the matter, and he 
| therefore supported the protest of his 
| right hon. friend. 








Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
said the declaration of the Prime Minister 
that there could be no pledges as to 
business, but merely provisional an- 
nouncements—a declaration which con- 
firmed a statement of the Patronage Secre- 
tary to the Treasury on Wednesday night 
—amounted to an absolute revolution 
/in the procedure of the House. No 
| Member would now know upon what day 

a measure in which his constituents were 
| specially interested would come on, and 





Not in matters of Parliamentary pro- | he would be unable to make any prepara- 
cedure generally, but in this particular | tion for debating it, while he would be 


method of getting the Royal assent. 


equally unable to go to his constituency 
lest the Bill should be taken in his 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN quite | absence. 


understood that the innocency of the right 
hon. Gentleman referred only to that one 
small part of their procedure, and that the 


right hon. Gentleman was no tyro with re- ' 


*THe CHANCELLOR or raze DUCHY 
oF LANCASTER (Sir Henry Fow ter, 
Wolverhampton, E.) stated that long 
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agendas of business a week in advance 
were a novel proceeding, and one which 
Mr. Gladstone had declined to adopt. 


Sir F. BANBURY said they were only 
asking to know what business was to be 
taken on Monday and Tuesday next— 
surely not a long way ahead. 


Me. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said he was 
credibly informed that the supporters of 
the Government had better and earlier 
information with regard to the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill’s being taken last 
Wednesday than other Members of the 
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House. That was a very unfair position 
in which to place a minority, however 
small, which was endeavouring to con- 
tribute to the business of the country. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said that 
no hint or suggestion was made from 
the Whips’ office at any time, and if the 
hon. Member wished to make such a 
charge he thought he should — sub- 
stantiate it. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Aves, 219; Noes, 
54. (Division List No. 89. 








Abraham. William (Cork. N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, J. A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, W. (T’w’rHamlets.8.Geo. 
Bennett. E. N. 

Billson. Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke. Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton, RtHn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Sir Frederick 

Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clough, William 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 


AYES. 


Collins, Sir W. J.(S.Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett.C. H.(Sussex, EGrinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cox, Harold 

Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Crostfield, A. H. 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Maj. E. Martin( Walsall 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, B. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E (Derbyshire,N.E.) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon. 8.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Hooper, A. G. 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Lamb, Edmund G(Leominster} 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, F. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, JM(FalkirkBurgl:s 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal. E. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Massie, J. 

Meehan, Patrick A 

Menzies, Walter 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 

Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Murphy, John 

Myer, Horatio 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncaster 
Nolan, Joseph 
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Norman, Sir Henry 

Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E. 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E. 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n) 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott(Bradf’rd 





Acland-Hood, Rt. Hn.S rA. F. 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir,H 
Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Hon. Guy(Winchester) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman,'W. Clive 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.JA.( Wore.) 
Collings, Rt. Hn. J. (Birming’m 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Weights and Measures 
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Robinson, 8. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, 8. 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph (Chesh. ) 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 


| Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 


Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Sir Edw. (Salisbury) 
Thomasson, Franklin 

Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 


NOES. 


Craik, Sir Henry 

Cross, Alexander 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denision (York) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, RtHn. Col. W. 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Liddell, Henry 

Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


(Metric System) Bill. 
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Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (( Irkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C, 

White, George (Norfolk 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonsh. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Wilkie, Alexander 

Wilson, Henry J (York. W. R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEsS— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J, 
A. Pease. 


Powell, Sir Francis Shar; 
Randles, Sir John Scurrah 
Remnant , James Farquharson 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sheffield, SirBerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Vincent, Col. Si C. E. Howard 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Vis- 
count Valentia and Mr. 
Forster. 








Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) ! Perey, Earl 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES (METRIC 
SYSTEM) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. STRAUS (Tower Hamlets, Mile 
End) in moving the Second Reading 
of the Weights and Measures (Metric 
System) Bill, said the question was one of 
very great moment, but he would en- 
deavour to deal with its history as 
briefly as possible. He would only go 
back as far as 1895 when, as the House 
would remember, a Select Committee sat 
to consider the question. He would read 
to the House its reeommendations— 


(a) That the metrical system of weights and 
measures be at once legalised for all purposes. 








| (b) That after a lapse of two years the metrical 
system be rendered compulsory by Act of Par- 
liament. 

(c) That the metrical system of weights and 
measures be taught in all public elementary 
schools as a necessary and integral part of arith- 
metic, and that decimals be introduced at an 
earlier period of the school curriculum than is 
the case at present. 


Two of the recommendations, (a) and (¢)s 
had already been adopted, and (6) alone 
remained to be carried. Some people 
said—and with a certain amount ol 
truth—that there was prejudice against 
the metric system on account of its foreign 
origin. But the system was not of 
foreign origin; its originator was one 
|of the greatest Englishmen this country 
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ever produced—James Watt. France 
showed herself sensible and acute enough to 
adopt it, and other countries had followed 
herexample. It had been adopted in every 
European country with the exception of 
Russia and Great Britain. [An How. 
Member: And the United States.] 
The United States was not a European 
power. This measure was supported 
in almost all parts of the Empire, and the 
Colonies, he believed, were firmly in 
favour of it. If the Second Reading 
were passed, it would give the Colonial 
Premiers at the forthcoming Conference 
an opportunity of expressing their opinion. 
In 1902 the Colonial Premiers passed a 
Resolution strongly in favour of the 
metric system. New Zealand, Australia, 
Cape Colony, Transvaal, Orange River 
Colony, Sierra Leone, Nigeria and Ceylon 
had all passed similar recommendations. 
He did not think there was a Member of 
the House who would say that our 
present system was a perfect one; very 
few would even claim that it was a good 
system, but, of course, there were some who 
were always opposed to anything new. 
Such opposition, however, was as old as 
the hills. When the scheme was proposed 
for Germany, they were told that it 
would ruin the trade of that country 
and kill its engineering industry. Ac- 
cording to Sir William Ramsay, it did 
not take more than a fortnight to adopt 
the whole system after it became com- 
pulsory. Why should not the same thing 
occur in England? Speaking in the 
House of Lords in 1904 Earl Spencer 
said— 

“T am afraid we often say, and say with some 
truth, that the Germans are a much better 
educated people than ourselves; but I will 
not for a moment believe that the people of this 
country are so uneducated that they will be 
behind the Germans in understanding a change 
which will conduce so much to the benefit of 
the country.” 

In 1904 a measure similar to that now 
before the House was passed through all 
its stages in the House of Lords. The 
alterations in this Bill were very slight 
indeed. It was proposed that the metric 
system should become compulsory after a 
period of three years; the 1904 Bill 
proposed that the period should be two 
years. There was no reason why the 
period should not be extended still further 
and, after all, that was a matter for the 


Committee to consider. He thought 


{22 Marcu 1907} 
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everybody would admit that we suffered 
great disadvantages under the present 
system. That was shown by the number 
of petitions which had been received in 
support of the proposed change. The 
London County Council passed a resolu- 
tion in favour of the measure which came 
before the House of Lords. The signatures 
to the petitions which had been presented 
in supportof this Bill included many town 
and borough councils, and amongst others 
—Swan, Hunter & Wigham Richardson, 
Ltd.; Vickers, Son & Maxim, Ltd. ; 
Siemens Bros. &. Co., Ltd.; The Tyne 
Shipbuilding Co., Ltd.; Stothert & Pitt, 
Ltd.; Thomas Bolton & Sons, Ltd. ; 
Sir David Salomons, Bart. ; H. Rossell & 
Co., Ltd.; and F. Wintour, Works 
Manager of the G.N.R., Doncaster. One 
of the petitions was signed by the follow- 
ing engineers and representatives of 
kindred trades :—Babcock & Wilcox, 
Ltd., boiler makers; Rudge- Whitworth, 
Ltd., Coventry; Cleveland Bridge Co. 
Ltd., Darlington ; Aveling & Porter, Ltd., 
Rochester; Oliver Bury, General Mana- 
ger, G.N. Railway ; District Iron & Steel 
Co., Ltd., Smethwick; Ruston Proctor 
& Co., Ltd., Lincoln; Professor Kapp, 
Professor of Engineering at Birmingham 
University ; Professor F. W. Burstell, 
Professor of Engineering at Birmingham 
University ; Brampton & Sons, Ltd., 
Oliver Street Works, Birmingham ; 
Thomas Bolton & Sons, Ltd.; Alex 
Siemens; Hoffman Manufacturing Co., 
Ltd.; Hans Renold, Ltd., Progress 
Works, Manchester; Frank Cooper, 
M.I.N.A.; Benjamin Hooker, M.I.M.E., 
Blackhorse Lane, Walthamstow;  Dis- 
trict Engineer of L. & 8S. W. Rly., 
Clapham Junction; Director and Engin- 
eers of North British Locomotive Co., 


Ltd.; John H. Pease, ironmaster, 
Darlington; Sir John Jackson, con- 
tractor; Howard Fox, Chairman of 


Falmouth Dock Co.; 8. M. Dixon and 
Frank H. Hummell, Civil Engineers, 
Birmingham University; and Walter 
Kent, High Holborn. The petition had 
also been signed on behalf of many of the 
railway companies. Lord Kelvin, a 
leader in the movement, was one of the 
first to sign a petition in favour of the Bill. 
A great many of the trade unions of the 
country were also in favour of it. The 
petitions which had been presented to the 








House contained considerably over 32,000 
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names, and with more time that number 
could easily have been doubled or 
trebled. He had no doubt that the 
promoters of the Bill would be told 
that it was not desired in any part of the 
country, and particularly in the textile 
districts. He could mention a great 
many textile firms who were strongly in 
favour of the measure. Among the 
textile manufacturers who had signed a 
petition in favour of the Bill were :— 
Tom Garnett, J.P., Clitheroe; M. God- 
lee, Wilmslow ; Frank Holroyd, Elland ; 
J. Ainscow, Bolton; J. T. Whipp, 
Clitheroe; John Holden, Clitheroe; A. 
W. Whitley, Halifax; J. K. Caird, 
Dundee; Rawden, Briggs & Co., Dews- 
bury ; Day & Fox, Dewsbury ; Marshall, 
Kaye & Marshall, Ltd., Dewsbury ; 
H. A. Avkroyd & Co., Ltd., Liversedge ; 
T. F. Firth & Sons, Ltd., Heckmondwike ; 
Geo. Roberts & Co., Ltd., Selkirk ; 
Thos. Purdy & Sons, Batley; Jos. 
Newsome & Sons, Batley; Geo. Ellis, 
Dewsbury ; C. J. Johnston, Elgin; and 
W. Welsh, Elgin. It seemed to him 
peculiar that amongst those who had 
notices on the Paper of their intention to 
move the rejection of the Bill was an hon. 
Gentleman who was chairman of a 
limited company who had petitioned in 
favour of it. 


Weights and Measures 


There were three reasons why it was 
desirable that the metric system should 
be made compulsory in this country, 
namely, first, the loss of time and money 
in business and trade in our own country ; 
second, the most serious waste of time 
in the education of all classes ; and, third, 
the loss to our commerce with other 
countries owing to our system of weights 
and measures being incomprehensible 
to themandabsurdly complicated. The 
measures nrostly used by us at the present 
moment were the inch, foot, yard, furlong, 
and mile. Most people had some idea of 
what those measures meant. Then there 
were also nails, palms, hands, links, cubits, 
paces, fathoms, rods, poles, or perches, 
and chains, but few had much knowledge 
of them. 


In connection with some industries 
the inch was divided by decimals, 
and he thought that was a_ very 


good idea. But when they divided the 
inch into 64th and 128ths they could see 
the absurdity of the present system. 


Mr. 


Straus. 
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For instance, if they were asked to add 


3} inches, 2{ inches, 1,', inches, 
and %} inch, there was probably 
not a Member of the House who 


could make the addition mentally, and 
although they might be able to do it on 
paper there would be serious risk of 
mistake, to say nothing of the waste of 
time. But in countries where the metric 
system had been adopted such an addi- 
tion could be easily done without using 
pencil or paper. He would not weary the 
House by mentioning all the names of 
measures of capacity, dry and liquid. 
The whole of the names did not apply to 
dry and liquid measures, and they had no 
precise connection with their cubic 
capacities expressed in inches. For in- 
stance, the pint contained 34°66 cubic 
inches. There was also an apothecaries’ 
fluid measure in which drachms and 
minims were imported. There was no 
co-ordination under our present system. 
It was when they came to weights, 
avoirdupois, troy, and apothecaries, that 
the fun began. A seam of glass was 120 
lb. A seam of straw in Devon equalled 
200 Ib. A seam of hay in the same 
county was 373 lb. He asked the 
House to note the figure 373. It was 
a prime number, it was not divisible 
by any other existing whole number. 
They could neither have an_ exact 
half, nor a fourth, nor a sixteenth, nora 
thirty-second, nor any ordinary fraction 
whatsoever. And that was defended by 
the people who feared that when the 
decimals came they would all get into 





muddles in sub-divisions, when everv- 
thing was ten times something else 
or a tenth part of it. The brain reeled 
before this huge edifice of unmitigated 
absurdities. Why should there be 24] 
cubic feet to the solid perch of mason’s 
work, and only 122 cubic feet if it was 
brickwork ? No wonder the British 
workman went on strike. He sym- 
pathised. He must mention a few more 
curious features of our ordinary methods 
of weighing and measuring. An ounce of 
coffee weighed 4374 grains. An ounce of 
silver was 480 grains, or 42} grains heavier. 
Silly enough! When was an ounce not 
an ounce ? When it was another ounce. 
A pound of coffee weighed 7,000 grains; 
a pound of silver 5,760 grains. Thus a 
pound of coffee was 1,240 grains heavier 





than the silver. But let them note the 
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inversion. First the silver ounce was 
heavier, then the coffee pound was 
heavier. Did the House know that 144 Ib. 
avoirdupois equalled 175 lb. troy,one ounce 
avoirdupois equalled 4374 grains, and one 
ounce troy equalled 480 grains. The 
avoirdupois drachm was 273} grains 
while the apothecaries drachm was 60 
grains. Was this not absurd? He 
doubted whether there was one Member 
of the House who could say how many 
legal stone weights there were in the 
country at present. He knew of five, 
but he was told there were seven. There 
was the ordinary stone of 14 lb., the 
Speaker’s weight or his own, but a 
stone of meat amounted to only 8 lb. 
a stone of cheese 16 lb. a stone of 
hemp 32 Ib, a stone of glass 5lb. 
Not long ago he heard of a case in which 
a man bought a stone of meat and took 
it to his wife. She looked at it and said 
it did not weigh 141b. He replied, “ Ah, 
they have had me again, a stone of meat 
of course, is only 8 lb.” Some years ago 
Lord Kelvin was making experiments in 
regard to explosives and for that purpose 
had to use certain ingredients. He was 
told that he had to use certain quantities, 
but on account of some confusion arising 
out of the difference between grains avoir- 
dupois weight and grains apothecaries’ 
weight, he almost made a mistake which 
would have resulted in his being blown to 
smithereens. In hisown words, to quote 
from his speech in another place — 

“While experimenting I was very nearly 
blown up, in which event I should not have 
been here to-day supporting the adoption of 
the metric system. Two and a quarter drachms 
was the proper weight, but I had weighed out 
two and a quarter drachms of sixty grains. I 
thought it appeared rather large. I looked 
up the matter and discovered the mistake 
just in time to prevent the rifle exploding 
and killing me. I have a strong recollection 
of my feelings as to the danger arising owing 
to the resemblance in name of two weights 
drawn from different tables.” 


In Worcestershire a pot was equal to 
four pecks, while in other counties a 
pot varied from 64 to 94 Ib. A bushel 
of potatoes in Cornwall was 224]b., in 
Nottingham 84 Ib. In several places 
apples were quoted at 16lb. to the peck, 
potatoes 20 Ib., and pears 18lb. He 
hoped he had shown the absurdity of 
our present anomalous system, and the 
desirability of making some change. As 
t> the waste of time in the education of 
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children, he believed it was recognised 
that at least two vears of school life were 
wasted through children having to learn 
our antiquated and ridiculous system of 
weights and measures. That time could 
be used to more advantage in teaching 
subjects which would better equip 
children for fighting the ordinarv battle of 
life. An eminent French schoolmaster 
had stated that their system of weights 
and measures could be taught in 20 
| hours and it took 400 hours to get an 
idea of the English antiquated system. 
The whole metric system could be 
| Stated in seventy-two words, whereas our 
system of weights and measures required 
some thousands of words, and even then 
there were very few who understood it. 
There were very few educated people in 
the country who pretended to know our 
system of weights and measures properly, 
and they recognised that it was so 
ridiculous that it was not worth while 
wasting time learning it. Must it not 
befog the mind of a child to be told that 
there were sixteen ounces in a pound, and 
then to be told next day that there were 
only twelve ounces in the pound? The 
child thought that he was either being 
humbugged or “got at.” As to the 
third reason why the metric system should 
be adopted, he said that if they looked 
at the Consular Reports thev found that 
practically in every instance there was 
the same remark, namely, that the causes 
of the fall in trade was largely due to the 
competition of other countries, and the 
refusal of the British manufacturer to 
adopt the metric system of weights and 
measures. Perhaps he would incur some 
displeasure from his friends in the 
opposite camp if he said that were he to 
meet aman whose particular bent was the 
absorption and assimilation of unending 
tables of British weights and measures he 
would have a great contempt for his 
intelligence. Why ? Because the human 
mind should be a gem casket and not a 
lumber room. A friend who knew the 
system well had written him a letter con- 
taining the following— 





** As an instance of the practical uselessness 
of your measure as regards the yarn trade, I can 
give you my experience in France at the time 
when the Cobden treaty was made. In 1862 
when it came into force, I went at once to 
France to see what could be done for the old 
firm. The French manufacturers admitted 
almost unanimously that we could supply cotton 





yarnssomewhat cheaper than their own spinners, 
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but they preferred to pay a little more money 
than to have all the bother of calculating 


Weights and Measures 


English weights and measures into French | 


metres and counts. The trade refused to buy 
our products and has, I am pretty certain, 
adhered to it up to this day. The Board of 
Trade Return will confirm my statement.” 

He would state what the metric system 
was. The basis was the metre. 


1,000 millimetres, and these sub-divisions 
were used by different trades according 
to the degree of accuracy required. A 
thousand metres made one kilometre—a 
very convenient measure for distances— 
being about five furlongs. The measure 
of surface or area commenced with a 
square metre—10,000 square metres made 
a hectare, which was equal to about 23 
acres. There was an_ intermediate 
measure called an are, containing 100 
square metres and 100 ares made a 
hectare. The are was a quarter of an 
acre. Cubic measure, or measure of 
capacity, whether for liquids or grain, had 
its basis in the litre. A litre was the cube 
of the tenth part of a metre, or the cube 
of ten centimetres. One thousand litres 
made a cubic metre, while the 1,000 part 
of a litre was a cubic centimetre, so they 
had a simple co-ordination between 
measures of length and measures of 
capacity. The system of weight was 
equally in agreement. The weight of a 
litre of water wasa kilogramme, that was 


tosay 1,000 grammes. A cubic centimetre | 
For larger | 


of water weighed one gramme. 
weights, they had 1,000 kilogrammes, 
equal to a metric ton, and that was the 
weight of a cubic metre of water. That 
was splendidly simple for the engineer, 
builder or manufacturer. They had only 
to know the specific gravity of any 
material, and they knew that a cubic 
metre of such material weighed that 
specific gravity in tons, or the cubic 
centimetre of any substance weighed its 
own specific gravity in grammes. 

Clause 1 of the Bill proposed that on 
and after Ist April, 1910, or such later date 
as might be fixed by a postponing order, 
the kilogramme and the metre should 
be the imperial standards of weight and 
measure. Clause 2 authorised the making 
of Parliamentary copies. Clause 3 sought 
to enact that all future dealings in- 
volving weight or measure should be in 
terms of the metric system, and imposed 


a penalty not exceeding 40s. for each ' 


Mr. Straus. 
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‘offence against the provisions of the 


The | 
metre was divided into 100 centimetres, or | 
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clause, but excepted (1) contracts 
made before the commencement of the 
Act; (2) contracts with persons outside 
the United Kingdom; (3) any trade 


or business for the time being exempted 


by order in Council. Clause 4 enacted 
that all references in existing Acts of 
Parliament, orders, by-laws, ete., to 
existing weights and measures should be 
deemed to apply to equivalent metric 
weights and measures, but gave the 
Board of Trade power to make provisional 
orders removing any inconvenience caused 
by the change. Clause 5 applied the 
provisions of the existing Weights and 
Measures Acts to the metric weights and 
measures. Clause 6 related to the pro- 
vision of local standards. Clause 7 
gave the Board of Trade general power 
to take steps for facilitating the transition. 


Clause 8 repealed some enactments 
inconsistent with the Bill. Clause 9 
related to Board of Trade standards, 


Clause 10 gave the short title “ Weights 
and Measures (Metric System) Act, 1907.” 
He would be told that this was a drastic 
measure. He admitted that there were 
clauses which might be amended in 
Committee. He quite agreed that the 
three years proposed as the period of 
time which should elapse before the 
metric system became compulsory might 
be too short. He also agreed that there 
might be some trades which must be 
exempted. There was no reason why 
they should not be. He would be glad 
to see a clause inserted providing that 
any trade which desired to be exempted 
from the Act should have an opportunity 
of presenting its case to the Board of 
Trade. If it could show proper and 
sufficient cause, it should be exempted. 
The penalty of 40s. could also be altered. 
There was no system of weights and 
measures better than the metric system. 
It was universal. It was used, practi- 
cally speaking, in all the civilised 
countries of the world. There would 


‘undoubtedly be many objections to the 


Bill. He would like to say at once 
that he appreciated and sympathised 
with the opposition of Manchester. Asa 
native of Lancashire he acknowledged that 
any opposition that came from Man- 
chester deserved attention. All the argu- 
ments which he had heard as to the 
effect of the metric system on the 
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textile industry made for one thing, and 
one thing alone, and that was exemp- 
tion. He had not heard anyone who 
opposed the Bill say one word against the 
system. That, he believed, was because 
they could not say anything against it. 
He believed that at the present moment 
‘he opposition to this measure was very 
much exaggerated, and but for the textile 
ndustries of Lancashire there would be 
wractically no opposition. Lancashire 
ndustries did not want this change 
recause at the moment they were so 
rosperous, but their argument was not 


{22 Marcu 1907} 





sufficiently strong to prevent any Member | 


‘rom voting for the Second Reading. 
‘ar as he could make out the only industry 
opposed to the measure was the textile in- 


So | 


| 


lustry. The bulk of the engineering trade | 
jad not only signed the petition in favour | 


if the Bill which he had presented to the 
Jouse, but they were strongly in favour of 
t. [Cries of “No, no!’] 
is Vickers, Son & Maxim, Armstrong & 
Whitworth, Mather & Platt, Kynochs & 
‘o., and others, who represented the 
largest and best firms as far 
‘ngineering industry was concerned, were 
in favour of the Bill. [Cries of “* No!”’] 


Yes, such firms | 
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our system lent itself much more easily 
to fraud. He was told that the Govern- 
ment authorities would not be able to 
reckon properly because custom was 
paid per pound, but that was a ridiculous 
argument. After all, an article like tea. 
which had to pay duty at so much per 
pound came in tons or ewts. and it 
would be just as easy to cast up the 
duty under the metric system as under 
the present antiquated arrangement. 
The present system existed because they 
had not had the courage in the past to 
adopt a more suitable one. Upon that 
point he would quote Mr. Arthur 
Chamberlain, the Chairman of Kynock’s 
Ltd.— 

** A business man who objects to taking the 
trouble involved in improving his system had 
better retire at once. There is no room to-day 
for business men who are not capable of taking 
trouble, and as a matter of fact the trouble 
involved in the preliminary change will not 
represent one hundredth part of the trouble we 
continuously suffer from under the old con- 
fused system.” 


| He did not wish to delay the House, but 


as the | 


before he resumed his seat he would like 


'to give the views of those who were 


He heard from hon. Gentlemen opposite | 


ries of “‘ No” but those ‘‘ Noes ” 
1ot borne out by the petitions which he 


were | 


more competent than himself to express 
an opinion on this question. Speaking in 
another place in 1904 Lord Roseberry 


| said— 


iad received or by the letters which had | 


een sent to him congratulating him upon 
‘heintroduction of the Bill. The benefits 
f the metric system had been fully 
ealised in Germany and France, and he 
felt sure the hon. Member opposite who 
cried out “* No” would be one of the 
first to regret. after it had been 
operation a few years, that the reform 
was not carried out vears ago. 


in | 


Even the | 


trades desiring exemption had nothing | 


to say against the metric system, and | 


the bulk of the engineering industry was | 


enthusiastically favourable to it. If it 
not understood, he replied that the public 
did not understand the present system. 


The public bought articles at so much 
per pound and very often they bought, 
say,2lb.13 oz. Were they able to reckon 
the correct price themselves? Those 
who went a good deal amongst the 
working classes knew how difficult it 
was for them to check the weights and 
measures and the prices of the goods they 
bought. There could be no doubt that 





“* T attach so much importance to this"change 

that I believe if you carry it out it will be of 
infinitely more advantage to the commerce of the 
country than all the fiscal remedies proposed 
by official or non-official Members of the 
Government.” 
Of course, Lord Rosebery was referring 
to the late Government. In the same 
debate Lord Lansdowne used tlie follow- 
ing words— 

* We are all agreed that the existing system— 
if indeed it is worthy of the name of a system— 


is one to which overwhelming objections can be 
urged. It is distracting to learners and ob- 


| structive to trade, home and foreign, and it is 
: | probably advantageous to 
were urged that the metric system was | 


no one, unless it 
be to the dishonest trader, who is able to profit 
by the confusion which prevails.” 

One of the best phrases used in regard 
to the subject had come from that past 
master of phrases, the Leader of the 
Opposition, who in addressing a deputa- 
tion in 1895 said that— 

‘*The present system of weights and measures 
was arbitrary, perverse and utterly irrational.” 

He did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
man ever made a truer statement in his 
life than that. 
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An objection was that the change 
would throw upon traders in general, 
.and especially on the small- trader, 
an expense which it would be unfair 
to saddle them with. The reply to this 
was that the small village shopkeeper 
who used a 7-lb. set of iron weights 
would obtain new ones for about 2s. 6d., 
while those using a 7-lb. set of brass 
weights would be put to the expense of 
about 16s. over and above the value which 
would be given for the obsolete weights. 
When it came to large houses of business, 
or to railway companies and factories, 
the saving effected by the simplification 
of accounts on the metric system would 
quickly compensate for any expense 
on weights and weighing machines. Of 
course there was no need to make the 
measure compulsory except say after the 
expiration of five years. The advantages 
of the new system would be considerably 
more than any hon. Member of the 
House could ‘possibly anticipate. He 
apologised to hon. Members for keeping 
them so long. He had not intended to 
occupy so much time, but he had been 
rather carried away with his subject and 
he hoped the importance of the question 
would be a sufficient excuse. He would 
now give way to those who under- 
stood the question better than he, and 
who were more accustomed to the 
procedure of the House. He wished to 
say, however, that there were no hon. 
Members in the House who were more 
earnestly in favour of the measure and 
who believed more truly than he did that 
if the House of Commons adopted it the 
Bill would prove to be for the benefit of 
great masses of the people. There was not 
a man in the House or out of it who, 
when the Bill had been the law of the 
land for a short time, would not be 
pleased with its results, or would regret 
that it had become an Act of Parlia- 


ment. There were no doubt those 
who would vote against the Bill, 
but he ventured to say that in 


their heart of hearts they would regret 


that it was not the law of the land) 
when they were children, as it would | 


have saved them many weary hours 
of useless work. He thanked the 


House for the kind attention they had 
ziven to him, and he had much pleasure | 
in moving the Second Reading. 

Mr. Straus. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Sir H. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 
S.), in seconding the Motion, said that 
his hon. friend who had moved the 
Second Reading had covered so much 
of the ground that there was 
little left for him to say. He would 
therefore confine his remarks rather to 


| answering certain objections which were 


likely to be urged. His hon. friend had 
spoken at some length upon, and had 
most truly described, the present anarchy 
which existed in regard to weights and 
measures. If his hon. friend had 
chosen to take up more time he could 
have gone into much greater detail 
and shown that the confusion which 
at present existed was even much 
greater than he had pointed out. He 
held in his hand a long list of all the 
extraordinary weights and measures 
which were at present in use in this 
country. There were 200 different weights 
and measures in this country for dealing 
with corn alone. The first requisite of 
any system of weights and measures was 


‘that it should be simple, and the second 


that it should be universally applicable ; 
but our weights and measures were the 
most complicated the world had ever 
seen ; and they varied according to what 
was to be measured or weighed. He did 
not suppose there was a single inhabitant 
in the country who knew all the weights 
and measures in common use, and he 
wondered how many hon. Members even 
remembered some of the simpler tables 
which they were taught with so much 
difficulty and so much suffering at school. 
He would read to the House an extract 
from a leading Colonial paper, the Mel- 
bourne Age, and it was important to notice 
that Colonial opinion in regard to this 
question was more enlightened than our 
own. The extract was as follows— 
“In this twentieth century the table for 
lengths sounds almost crazy in its eccentricities 
—12 inches 1 foot, 3 feet 1 yard, 54 yards 1 rod, 
25 links 1 rod, 22 yards or 4 rods 1 chain, 10 
chains 1 furlong, 8 furlongs 1 mile. In the 
surface table the absurdity culminates in the 
relations 144 square inches 1 square foot, 9 
square feet, 1 square yard, 30} square yards 1 
perch, 40 perches 1 rood, 4 roods 1 acre, and 640 
acres 1 square mile. The bare recital of these 
tables proves them to be freakish barbarisms 
and anachronisms that are quite intolerable.” 


That was the way the existing system 
of weights and measures in this country 
struck our fellow-subjects in Melbourne. 
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To waste so much time in mastering our ) 
present tables of weights and measures 

was to squander our most precious 

national asset, the efficiency of the rising 

generation. In years to come our descend- 

ants would look back on our weights and 

measures exactly as we looked back onthe 

savage’s methods of counting by notches 

on his spear or bartering by shells. Com- 

mon-sense and patriotism alike demanded | 
reform. His hon. friend, although he | 
had so ably explained the metric system, 
had done so with needless complication. 
It was entirely contained in a little bit of | 
metal which he held in his hand, a steel 
rule which Lord Kelvin had described as 
the key to the metric system. Any in- 
telligent adult, or even child, who would | 
devote ten minutes to its study could | 
master it. He had tried the experiment 

on a boy of nine, and had found ten | 
minutes quite enough for kim to grasp its | 
essentia! principles aud answer intelli- 
gently and correctly questions about it | 
made intentionally difficult. The rule 
was one millimetre thick, one centimetre | 
wide, ten centimetres long ; ten of them 

made a metre ; 1,000 metres a kilometre. | 
From the cubes cf it were derived the meas- | 
ures of capacity and weight. The infinite | 
advantage of the metric system was that | 
all its weights and measures were closely | 
co-related. The importance of this, par- | 
ticularly to the engineering trades and in | 
constructive work, could not possibly be | 
exaggerated. It would be possible, too, | 
with the metric system to do much of the | 
calculation mechanically, and there could | 
be no doubt that if the system became | 
universal in this country a great deal of | 
the calculation, not only in workshops and 
offices, but also in retail trades, would be | 
done rapidly and with absolute accuracy 
by mechanical counting machines. That 
would mean a great saving of time, 
and time meant money, but also more than 
money; time meant rest, leisure, educa- | 
tion, literature, art, music. These could | 
be enjoyed by those who were fortunate | 
enough to save time, and the metric | 
system would be one of the greatest time | 
savers. They were asking the House by | 
this Bill, not merely to facilitate trade and | 
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set free children’s minds, and so in a 
marked degree to extend the area of our | 
civilisation. He desired to state the ob- | 
jections frankly. There was first the 
VOL. CLXXI. [FourTH SERIEs.] 
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general objection based on the incon- 
venience and expense involved by the 
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change. The reply was simple. Reform 
always meant trouble and expense to 
some one, and every new tax cost some 
one something that he would rather keep 
in his pocket. The only question they 
had to consider was whether the goal was 
worth the effort, whether the hill was worth 
theclimb. These general objections rested 
upon apathy, and upon our feeling of insu- 
larity. We had certain measures which 
had been used for a great many 
years, and were connected with the 
greatest trade in the world; it was 


_ easier to do nothing than to alter them. 


The second class of objection came from 
those who believed we could have a 
decimal system without having a metric 
system. The chief exponent was a 
distinguished friend of his, Mr. Thomas 
Parker, an eminent electrician, who had 
invented a system called the decimal 
inch. The more that system was ex- 
amined, however, the more illogical and 
contradictory it appeared, and certainly 
if we were to put ourselves to the trouble 
and expense of changing our system we 
ought to select that which was in use by 
nearly all civilised countries. When 
it was argued that the expense of the 
change would be very great, he would 
ask how it was that it was so easily 
adoptedinGermany. It was said thatits 
introduction would make many weights 
and measures and machines useless. 
No doubt; but railways made stage 
coaches useless, motors were superseding 
horse traction, and internal combustion 
engines steam engines. But Lord Kelvin 
was of opinion that the metric system 
did not involve the displacement of any 
useful machinery, and Mr. Arthur Cham- 
berlain, who had recently introduced the 
system at Kynoch’s, had said that the cost 
was insignificant, and would probably be 
covered by the saving in a year’s clerical 
work. Many machines could be adapted 
without difficulty. His own lathe, for 
instance, could be altered in a few minutes 
to cut threads ofa metrical pitch. A well- 
known and respected Member of the House, 
who was head of a famous engineering busi- 


simplify commercial transactions, but to | ness, had said to him yesterday— 


“Your Bill would render useless all my 
patterns, templets, metals, gauges, going back 
half a century.” 

That was an extraordinary remark 


2Y 
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If those patterns, etc., went back half a 
century, it was probably high time many 
of them were scrapped. But those which 
were useful would in no way be interfered 
with by this Bill. Amongst all the 
supporters of the measure there were 


none more enthusiastic than the in- 
spectors of weights and measures. They 


had to consider the matter every day in 
their lives, and they were all the strongest 
supporters of the metric system. Mr. 
Street, the chief inspector of weights 
and measures in London, said— 

“T have always been of opinion that the little 

difficulties and expense which would be in- 
curred by the transition would be more than 
compensated by the easier and greater facilities 
gained in our commercial transactions with our 
foreign neighbours.” 
It would be interesting to consider how 
far the objections of the engineering 
trade were to be taken seriously. If 
they were really to be taken seriously, 
he would like to read a few extracts 
from the opinions expressed by great 
representatives of the trade. Mr. Hans 
Renold, manufacturing engineer, of the 
Progress Works, Manchester, a firm 
employing over 500 men, said— 

“‘Ifj}we were not slavishly conservative, the 
metric system would long ago have become 
our national system.” 

Mr. G. B. Hunter, Chairman of Messrs. 
Swan, Hunter & Wigham Richardson, 
Ltd., said— 

“Any expense or inconvenience caused by 
the adoption of the metric system in connection 
with shipbuilding business would be trifling 
and would be far outweighed by the advantage 
of the improved system in our home business 
and in foreign negotiations.” 

The General Electric Company said— 

** At our Witton Engineering Works as well 
as at our Carbon Works, we have for the last 
five years introduced the metric system. We 
shall at all times be glad to give you every 
possible assistance.” 

Sir Joseph Crossfield & Sons, Ltd., said— 

“As a practical example the metric system 
has been adopted within the works.” 

Messrs. Burroughs & Welcome said— 

““We have for many years past strongly 
recommended the adoption of the metric system 
of weights and measures, believing it to be the 
only rational system for commercial as well as 
for scientific purposes.” 

Messrs. Liberty & Co., with a knowledge of 
both the English and French systems, said 

“We have a very important branch of our 
business in Paris, and therefore use both systems, 
the metric and English. We can therefore 
speak with authority on the advantages of the 


Sir H, Norman. 


{COMMONS} 
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decimal system, both in regard to measures and 
coinage, and we look forward to the reform 
which the Decimal Association is striving for, 
to end our present cumbrous and wasteful 
method.” 

Mr. 8. Whiteley, Principal of Whiteley's 
Business Training College, Sheffield, 
said— 

“Itis with great pleasure that I can testify 
to the increasing use of the metric system by all 
firms in this city having a foreign trade; in 
fact, a knowledge of the metric weights and 
measures is fast becoming an absolute necessity 
to workmen engaged in the various mechanical 
trades of Sheffield.” 

The head of the Whitman & Barnes 
Manufacturing Co., said— 

“It seems impossible that men could be found 
who would not immediately see the advantage 
of the use of mm. gauges, when it is considered 
that the use of the mm. sizes steadily increases, 
| that all foreign countries, with the exception of 
| the United States and England, are pushing 
forward, and have found the 1am. system most 
valuable and preferable to the old system of 
inches and feet, which have been a source of 
trouble in all countries.” 

There were any number of these illustra- 
tions which he could read, and they made 
one really doubt whether the alleged ob- 
jections which were said to come from the 
engineering trade could be taken as 
serious. In the electrical trade the 
metrical system was used entirely, for the 
electrical standards were only expressible 
by metric measures, and it seemed to him 
clear that not only the engineering trade, 
but the whole trade throughout the 
country would reap incalculable benefit 
from the adoption of the system. One 
other objection made was that in France, 
the home of the decimal system, the old- 
fashioned measures were largely in use. 
But that was not so; the old-fashioned 
names were in use, but not the weights 
and measures—there was the livre, half a 
kilo, and the sou, but that was five 
centimes. If anybody used the word 
sou everyone would understand that it 
meant five centimes. It was absurd to say 
that the metric system was not practic- 
ally universal for all industries, and it was 
absurd to say that France was not satis- 
fied with the metric system. If any 
hon. Member doubted that let him sug- 
gest to any intelligent Frenchman that 
they should go back to the old weights 
and measures, and hear the reply that he 
would give. Then there came a very 
serious objection, that which the hon. 











Member for Clitheroe represented,namely, 
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that it was impossible to apply the metric | above or below, equal to half number is always 


system to the textile trade. If that was 
so, how was it that so many took the con- 
trary view? Mr. Ernest B. Fry, Shipley, 
Yorkshire, Consulting Textile Expert 
and Examiner in Woollen and Worsted 
Spinning to the City and Guilds of 
London, said— 


“ Some of the opponents of the metric system 
instance the use of the English textile standards 
for counts, etc., in some of the Continental fac- 
tories, and this has undoubtedly arisen because 
of the large proportion of English machinery in 
use in these factories,and the very large quantity 
of English yarns sent out to these countries, but 
this is a very poor reason for perpetuating these | 
innumerable standards ; but, on the other hand, | 
I know personally of instances here in which 
managers in the mills make the whole of their 
calculations on a metric basis because of its 
simplicity, and then convert their results into 
English standards for use in the mills. There 
are also many warehouses in the Bradford 
district where the metric system has been in 
regular use for several years. A great deal too 
much is made of the supposed difficulty which 
would occur in making an alteration, but Iam 
strongly of opinion that within a few months 
of its compulsory adoption it would be work- 





ing with the greatest smoothness in nearly 
every case, and with far less cost in changing 
than its opponents make out.” 


That gentleman professed to 
speaking of his own knowledge. Then 
there was Mr. Rowlett, ex-President | 
and present Vice-President of the Lei- 
cester Chamber of Commerce, and Ex- 
aminer for the City and Guilds of London 
Institute, agent for yarn and india- 
rubber thread ; he said— 


“T consider the adoption of the metric system | 
of weights and measures in this country not only 
desirable but absolutely necessary.” 


And further on he said— 


“The objectors to the metric system make 
much capital out of the fact that the metric 
countries have not yet been successful in intro- 
ducing metric numbers of yarn (1,000 metres 
per kilogramme and per number ; thus, No. 25— 
25,000 meters per kilo—into general use. As 
a member of the permanent Committee of the 
Congres international pour Uunification du 
numerotage des fils, I am in a position to state 
that this failure is entirely due to opposition 
from England and America.” 


be | 


And further on—and this appeared to be 
a very important point 





“The spinner objects that if he spun metric 
numbers he would have to alter his machinery 
at considerable cost ; but this is quite a fallacy. 
There is no difficulty in spinning half numbers 
and even quarter numbers, but there is an im- 
possibility of spinning always exactly the same 
number, and this is so well recognised in the 
textile world that a variation of quarter number 





allowed. In spinning, it is always possible, 
without any expense, to get within this margin 
of the metric count, and even, in many cases 
to substitute the English one without any 
change.” 


He was not able to say whether that was 
so or not, but it was given on high 
authority, and went a long way to 
disprove the contention that the metric 
system was not adapted for the textile 
trade. Mr. Rowlett continued— 

“ This proves that the difficulty of supplying 


metric numbers is only imaginary, and the 
remark applies to worsted, flax, etc., also.” 


That gentleman pointed out how we 
were losing certain markets for yarns 
through not using the metric system ; 
he said— 


“It is a fact that during recent years a large 
import trade in French and Belgian unbleached 
cotton yarns has sprung up, and their com- 
petition threatens to become serious.” 


And further that— 


“The long-suffering wait for the metric 
system will, it is to be hoped, be materially 
shoitened by the recent action of the East 
Indian buyers of silk and woollen yarns. Our 
conservative methods have cost this country 
nearly the whole of the custom of these gentle- 
men, and several of them now refuse to have 


| anything to do with British goods unless the 


makers adopt the metric system of counts. The 
Indian Government is, in consequence, con- 
sidering the question of legalising the Con- 
tinental system and of getting British manu- 
facturers to adopt it.” 

Then there was a gentleman, the author 
of a book called the “ Principles of 
Worsted Spinning,” and “ Principles of 
Wool Combing,” who said— 

‘It may interest you to know that, in 
writing my book on ‘ Principles of Worsted 
Spinning,’ I was driven to adopt a decimal 
system, in the chapter on drawing, from sheer 
inability to explain what should be the relation 
of various weights in various processes, by any 
other method.” 


And further on— 


** For these reasons I am convinced that the 
introduction of the metric system into the 
worsted trade would tend to greater lucidity 
and simplicity, which would quickly repay both 
employers and employed if it were only properly 
understood.” 

He was, of course, not able to say what 
weight ought to be given to these opinions, 
but they merited some reply. But if it 
were the fact that the duo-decimal system 
was necessary for the textile trade or for 
alarge part of the textile trade, the duo- 
decimal system must remain. Therefore 
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as the promoters of the Bill were willing 
to meet the representatives of the textile 
industry in such a way as to enable this 
to be exempted, under whatever con- 
ditions were found to be proper, from the 
metric system—and he was sure they 
would be—the arguments against it 
would be robbed of a great deal of their 
force, and they might obtain the support 
of the hon. Member for Clitheroe. He had 
not spoken of our foreign trade, but as 
everyone knew, our Consular Reports 
abounded with appeals to the British 
merchants to adopt the metric system. 
The Consular Report of Brazil said— 

‘* The English system of weights and measures 
is a great drawback to obtaining the proper 
recognition in Brazil of the qualities of articles 
of British manufacture.” 

The monthly journal of the British 
Chamber of Commerce in Egypt said with 
regard to iron and iron goods— 

“England practically is entirely out of the 
trade.” 

“The British standards do not suit this 
market.” 

The Consular Report of Algiers said— 

“One of the greatest drawbacks to British 
trade in this colony is the antiquated system 
of British weights and measures.” 


These quotations could be largely multi- 
plied. There were, of course, objections. 
Anyone could find objections to every- 
thing. There must be a certain amount 
of inconvenience, loss and disadvantage 
in a change of this kind, but he re- 
spectfully submitted that the advan- 
tages overwhelmed the objections, the 
gain would vastly exceed the loss, 
and the convenience would be so great 
that the inconvenience was not worth 
considering. A large part of the trade of 
the manufacturers of this country was 
done with the Colonies, and we were 
shortly to have a conference of the Col- 
onial Premiers; therefore it was most 
desirable that by aSecond Reading of this 
Bill freedom should be given for the dis- 
cussion of the matter at the Colonial 
Conference. Scientific men were with 
the supporters of the movement; the 
greater part of our chief trades were 
with them; all our educational author- 
ities, and nearly all scientific men, 
were with them; it was inevitable that 
this reform should be effected 'sooner 
or later. A great opportunity was 
offered to the House in the duty which 
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it seemed to him lay before them. It wi; 
a simple duty, an educational duty, a 
commercial duty, and a patriotic duty, 
Some day some House of Commons would 
pass this reform. Let the present be that 
House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” (Mr. Straus.) 


*Mr. HAWORTH (Manchester, §.) sai: 
that those who opposed this Bill were 
accused by its mover of being mere 
obscurantists, and against the reform be- 
cause it was a reform. From the be- 
ginning he wanted to make it clear that 
neither he nor those who saw with him 
in the matter based their opposition on 
any such thing. It had been assumed 
that they considered the present system 
an almost perfect system incapable of 
any reform. They took up no such 
attitude. They admitted there were 
many anomalies, and they were quite 
ready to sit down with the mover and 
seconder of the Bill and see whether it 
was not possible to do something towards 
standardising the weights and measures 
of the country. They might introduce a 
system of decimals into the present 
system of weights and measures, and 
everybody would admit that the calcula- 
tion by decimals rather than by frac- 
tions saved time and facilitated 
calculation. Whether it tended always 
to accuracy was a matter they might 
argue at some future time. Those who 
worked in decimals knew what stupen- 
dous mistakes were made by placing the 
decimal point in a wrong position, and it 
was easy to place it in a wrong position in 
a long row of figures. In what position 
did the question stand to-day ? It was 
surrounded and crowded with an enor- 
mous amount of misunderstanding. The 
Bill had behind it an association called 
the “ Decimal Association,” according to 
the letter heading of which the associa- 
tion was established to promote the 
adoption of a decimal system of weights, 
measures, and coinage in the United 
Kingdom. The Bill assumed to change 
every weight and measure in the land, 
and left out one of the objects of the 
association, which was to promote a deci- 
mal system of coinage. He commended 
the secretary of that association for the 
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wonderful ingenuity he had displayed also noticed from the Sheffield Independent 
for months and years past in obtaining | that the Sheffield Chamber of Commerce, 
signatures, from those who might be after formerly approving it, had 
supposed to agree with it, in favour ofthe also met and _ passed an _ almost 
metric system. The request was sent out unanimous resolution against a metric 
with that heading on the paper, andhon. system. The fact was that when passing 
Members had given their names as being those resolutions people thought that 
in favour of a metric system under an they were voting for a decimal coinage 
entire misapprehension owing to the or for some system of working a decimal 
letter heading. system into our present system of weights 
and measures, while retaining our present 

*S1x.H. NORMAN: Were they not asked standards. No one would deny that the 
whether they would support this Bill? metric system was useful in such a thing 
as chemistry, or pure mathematics. 

*Mr. HAWORTH said one hon. Member When it was introduced into France, it 
who was asked before the Bill was was introduced in order to secure uni- 
published whether he would favour it, formity, because at the time of the 
wrote and asked by what authority his Revolution there was a hopeless want of 
name was included among those supporting | uniformity in weights and measures in 
it, and the secretary of the association that country. There was another reason 
eventually admitted that the letter foritsintroduction. At the time of the 
did not bear the interpretation that Revolution, it was thought that there 
had been placed upon it. As the’ should be a system which must be brand 
hon. Member for Wolverhampton had new, something which had never been seen 
referred by name to his hon. friend the before, and scientific men set to work to 
Member for Clitheroe, he might mention | find such a standard as would be effective 
that the hon. Member’s name appeared, and at the same time new. But had 
and he was going to second the Motion | that metric system succeeded in pushing 
forthe rejection of the Bill. The Chamber | its way and making itself uniform as the 
of Commerce for the City of Manchester measure standard of the country in which 
had been in the habit every year of passing ithad been adopted? and what were its 
an abstract resolution in favour of the advantages? They had it on high 
metric system, and it was only when it authority that a wise man counted the 
came within the region of practical cost before going to war. How much 
politics that they sat down to consider the more would a wise man count the cost 
resolution, and on the last occasion before making a change in that system 
they passed the old resolution with the which had brought this country to its 





following proviso— present state of prosperity? The Man- 
“Provided you except the textile and/ chester District Engineering Federation 
engineering trades.” of Employers had passed a resolution 


In the district which he represented, deprecating any measure having for its 
if they excepted those two trades, there object the compulsory use of the metric 
would be nothing left. The city cor- system. Since then he had received 
poration were also pressed by the Decimal numerous letters from private firms. He 
Association to bring forward a reso-| had also received a letter from the 
lution, but it was by no means universally | Engineering Association at Wigan, asking 
accepted. He himself was told by a very | him to give the strongest opposition to 
highly respected member of the council, the Bill as being one of a_ most 
a past Lord Mayor, that if they had detrimental character to their trade. He 
not thought it would not have come had had a communication from a firm of 
up for a great many years, they would engineers who said that for a portion of 
not have passed the resolution. The Asso- their work they had been using the metric 
ciated Chambers of Commerce, which had system, but that they were strong op- 
passed resolutions year after year in ponents of the Bill, because for the major 
favour of a metric system, gave the portion of their work it would be ab- 
matter their consideration only recently.  solutely impracticable and disastrous. 

It was heatedly discussed, and the ! 


resolution was finally rescinded. He *Sir H. NORMAN; Why ? 
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*Mr. HAWORTH said he was simply 
giving the words of the engineers, and, 
after all, they knew their own business. 
They stated in their circular that every 
machine, gauge, templet, rule, and other 


devices constructed with regard to exist- 


ing measurements would have to be dis- 
carded. That was the manner in which 
the engineers put forward their own case 
in the matter. But the position would be 
worse than having merely to discard the 
existing things; they would have to be 
practically duplicated throughout the 
length and breadth of their shops; plant 
would have to be kept for making all old 
screws, and so on, which would be re- 
quired for repairs for the work 
which had been done within the 
past fifty years; while for new work 


they would require entirely new scales, ! 


gauges, etc. Reference had been made 
in the debate to various engineer- 
ing firms. The Vice-President of the 


Westinghouse Electric and Manufactur- | 
ing Company, Pittsburg, said the intro- | 
duction of the metric system would pro- | 
duce no benefit to his company or most | 
other companies, but would mean a loss | 


in time, money, and efficiency for a con- 


siderable period. A prominent honorary | 
official member of an engineering associa- | 
tion had assured him that he believed | 


that something like 80 to 90 per cent 


of the engineers of the country were | 
The estimate put. 
forward of the cost to the engineering | 


against the Bill. 


trade alone about £100,000,000 


sterling. 


was 


*Sir H. NORMAN: 
when ? 


By whom, and 


*Mr. HAWORTH: By the engineers. 


*Sir H. NORMAN: It was made by Mr. 
Thomas Parker, whom I quoted, and 
when challenged by Lord Kelvin, he with- 
drew it at once, and admitted he had 
no authority for it. 


*Mr. HAWORTH said he would admit, 
then, that a hopeless mistake had been 
made. He had, however, 


{COMMONS} 
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| engineering works were comparatively 
‘small. But supposing that the estimate 
'of £100,000,000 were exaggerated, and 
that the amount would not exceed 
| £50,000,000, it was an enormous penalty 
to put upon the back of the engineering 
(trade of the country. It had been cal- 
'culated by various firms that it would 
cost from £10 to £15 per man to make the 
change. According to the Franklin In- 
stitute in America, one of the highest of 
such institutes in the world, it would cost 
from £30 to £120 per man. He would 
come to the paper trade, the Anglo- 
Saxon race concerned in which bought 
and sold by the pound weight and inch 
measure. A man in the trade could 
judge to a nicety the weight of paper by 
its feel. If the pound weight and inch 
measure were taken away the man’s 
| skill would be taken away. In regard to 
‘railway companies, apart from the 
changes that would be involved in the 
engineering department, a complete sur- 
vey of the freights and rates would be 
necessary, and a re-arrangement would 
have to be made throughout the 
‘country. Parliament ought not to say 

to the railway companies that they 
must undertake such a work whatever it 
cost and whether they wanted it or not. 
In navigation and land geography great 
confusion would arise if the metric 
system were made compulsory. In ship- 
ping measurements of draught, dis- 
placement, and tonnage were almost 
‘universally on the British standard, and 

if altered in this country they would 
‘have to be altered all over the world, un- 
_less confusion was to be introduced in 
| shipping, where harmony now prevailed. 
| When a Bill was introduced in the House 
| of Lords land wasexempted. Hon. Mem- 
| bers could please themselves about using 
| that as an argument for showing that the 
| Lords were astute and business-like, or 
| that they were so selfish that they only 
looked after their own interests. But 
| the inclusion of land within the Bill meant 
| that all records of deeds of land had to be 
| retranslated. Although it did not apply 


| to old contracts, whenever an acre of 


consulted | land had to be conveyed it would require 





many engineers on the point. Mr. | to be reconverted, and an infinite vista 
McFarland at Pittsburg calculated that | of trouble would be opened up. If for 
it would cost £200,000, and the hon. | no other reason the House ought not to 
Member for the Altrincham Division said | make the proposed change compulsory. 
that it would cost him £20,000, and his! The*small shopkeeper’s difficulty had 








133 


bee 
litt 
use 
Ver 
cost 
cott 
clos 
by 1 
that 
cult 
yar 
cott 
and 
the 
tion 
oper 
eigh 
Asso 
prot 
com] 
Mile 
of t 
knov 
havi 
fora 
say 
he ha 
howe 
of his 
day | 
Bill. 

ia 0 


theor 
manu 


He d 
all be 
many 
stand 
had t 
woulc 
neces: 
750,06 
the ec 
put a 
Lanca 

















Sir 
In the 


*Mr 
willin; 
but he 
It wo 
the m: 
cloth 
the ¢ 
would 
weight 








536 


ely 
ate 
nd 
ed 
ty 
ng 


lr 














1337 Weights and Measures 


been belittled, but in every tiny shop the 
little weights and measures at present in 
use would have to be done away with. 
Very few sets of weights and measures 
cost less than £1. With regard to the 
cotton trade, with which he was somewhat 
closely acquainted, it was admitted 
by the hon. Member for Wolverhampton 
that there was very considerable diffi- 
culty. The English measure of 840 
yards was practically universal in the 
cotton trade. Countless millions in India 
and China had grown accustomed to 
the English measure. The great deputa- 
tion consisting of 100 representatives of 
operatives in the textile trades and some 
eighty or ninety members of the Masters’ 
Association was absolutely unanimous in 
protesting against the Bill’s being made 
compulsory. The hon. Member for 
Mile End had mentioned some names 
of those who were against it, but 
knowing something of Lancashire and 
having been engaged in the business 
fora number of years, he was bound to 
say a number of the names mentioned 
he had never heard of. Mr. Tom Garnett, 
however, happened to be a personal friend | 
of his, and when talking to him the other | 
day he asked him where he was on this | 
Bill. Mr. Garnett replied— 
“In a kind of way we are all in favour of it | 


theoretically, but I am dead against it as a | 
manufacturing man.” 








He did not know how the names had | 
all been secured, but he had shown how | 
many had been secured by a misunder- | 
standing. As to the weaving trade, he | 
had been told by a manufacturer that it 
would cost 30s. a loom to make the 
necessary alterations. There were 
750,000 looms in Lancashire, and taking 
the cost at only £1 a loom the Bill would 
put a penalty on the weaving trade of 
Lancashire of £750,000. 


_ Sir H. NORMAN: Nothing whatever 
in the Bill makes that change necessary. 


*Mr. HAWORTH said he was quite 
willing to be corrected if he were wrong, 
but he knew what he was talking about. 
It would be impossible to remove from 
the minds of countless users of Manchester 
cloth and yarn the suspicion that when 
the denominator was changed there 





would be something wrong with the 
weight. 


People would turn against the 


{22 Marcu 1907} 
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goods at once, and procure them from 
France or Germany or America. America 
especially would have a door opened to 
her to take away our present trade with 
India and China. He mentioned an 
instance in which goods were rejected in 
China because the stamp, which had 
been placed the wrong way up for years, 
was at last corrected. That showed 
the ignorance and superstitious frame of 
mind which it would be difficult to 
convince that the goods sent out under 
the metric system were the same as those 
sent out previously. To ask them to 
convert their present standards into 
millimetres was a ludicrous farce. Then 
there was the question of wages. Lan- 
cashire operatives received wages which 
were largely based on the length of 
cloth. It had taken years to build up 
those price lists, and the process had 
been marked by countless frictions, 
strikes, and threats of strikes. If they 
were now going to alter the standard 
they would destroy all those wage lists, 
and the work, with all its dangers from 
strikes and dislocations of business, 
would have to be gone through again. 
He ventured to say that there would be 
suspicion aroused, among both the masters 
and the men, and that there would be 
infinite danger of strikes, with their 
attendant miseries, taking place in Lan- 
All the records, too, would be 
wrong, and “repeat” orders would be 
impossible of fulfilment. The French 
system had broken down. The Minister 
of Commerce in France issued a circular 
last year to the various Chambers of 
Commerce in that country, stating that 
in spite of all that the Government could 
do, there was still a hopeless lack of 
uniformity in France, and appealing tc 
the Chambers of Commerce to bring 
about, in their own districts at least, 
that which the Government, after 100 
years, had failed to bring about. 
France adopted the metric system 100 
years ago, when the industries of France 
were in their infancy, and even now 
uniformity had not been produced. How, 
then, was it possible to introduce the 
metric system into a country with a 
gigantic commerce like that of Great 
Britain? As showing the difficulty of 
establishing a new system, he pointed 
out that in France there were still three 
if not five denominations of silk, and not 
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the frequent complaints received from 
Frenchmen and Germans engaged in the 
cotton industry, as to the hopeless want 
of uniformity in their own numbering of 
yarns for textiles. He also reminded 
the House that the recently revised 
German tariff for textiles had been made 
in English terms and not in metric terms. 
In Holland the metric system was taught 
in the schools, but in many cases the 
workmen worked in English standards, 
and had to begin to learn after leaving 
school what an inch and a foot were. 
At home Willan & Robinson, electrical 
engineers, gave the metric system a trial 
for several years, but abandoned it be- 
cause they found that the English system 
was more suitable to their work. In the 
United States Congress the proposal to 
make the metric system compulsory had 
been brought up three or four times. 
On the last occasion the proposal only 
received four votes. In America it had 
been legal to make contracts under the 
metric system since 1866, but com- 
paratively few people had adopted it. 
Though the system had been legal in 
Canada since 1870, few had adopted it. 
Surely it was for the people of this 
country to be left to adopt it if they 
liked, the metric system having been 
made legal? They were told that thirty- 
seven out of forty countries had adopted 


the metric system. The miserable 
minority of three were Russia, the 
United States, and Great Britain. In 


population, and from the point of view 
of commerce, those three nations con- 
stituted a majority. The population of 
the countries which had been described as 
a “miserable minority ” was 570,000,000, 
as against 450,000,000 in the countries 
which had adopted the metric system, 


The majority argument, therefore, fell to | 


the ground. It was not for the majority 
mountain to budge an inch, but for the 
minority Mahomet to change his system 
and come into line with the rest of the 
world. He asked the House not to be 
led away by the notion that the present 
system was wasting the precious years 
of a child’s school life. Only a very few 
weeks in the seven years of a child’s 
sc!ool career would be saved if the 
metric system were adopted, and a fine 
training in mental arithmetic would be 
lost. There was no demand in the 
country for the change. The House 


Mr. Haworth. 


{COMMONS} 


one was the metric system. Chaos still | could not do anything more tyrannical 
reigned abroad, as was proved by | than to compel people to change their 
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habits of life and their system of industry, 

|to throw away their old records and 
| start on a fresh basis, which it would be 
| difficult for them to understand and 
impossible for them to carry out. Some 
might intend to vote for the Second 
Reading in the hope of amending the Bill 
'in Committee. He begged the House 
to do no such thing. A vital principle 
of this kind could not be amended. 
The proposal to grant exemptions would 
only make confusion worse confounded, 
He asked the House to reject the Bill, 
and let it go forth that England intended 
to stand by her weights and measures 
which had served so well, antiquated 
though they might be. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) said that reference had been 
made to an answer which he gave to a 
question on this subject. It should be 
remembered that these things came with 
a rush at an election when candidates 
had not time to read every comma in 
every circular which was sent to them. 
For years he had in his efficial position 
made his calculations of wages and prices 
on the decimal system, and he would 
favour a decimal system to-day ; but to 
ask him to change the standards on 
which it/was based was another thing, 
and a thing which was impossible so far 
as the cotton trade was concerned. In- 
deed, the mover and the seconder had 
admitted as much, for they had agreed 
to an exemption of the cotton trade from 
the Bill. But if there was to be uni- 
formity, it would not be brought about 
by exemptions of that description. To- 
day he received the following telegram 
| from Glasgow— 





“Metric System Bill; Second Reading to- 
| day. This chamber oppose Bill because, first, 
public opinion not ripe ; second, loss through 
| change too serious for any compensating ad- 
| vantage conferred; third, impracticable in 
some industries; fourth, measure pressing 
such changes should be by Government. 
Healy, secretary, Scottish Chamber Manu- 
facturing Industries.” 


The members of the chamber were 
| gentlemen who had a practical knowledge 
|of trade, and their opinion should be 
recognised by the House of Commons. 
The Blackburn Chamber of Commerce, of 
which he had been a director for the 
‘last twelve years, were to a man against 


| 
| 
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the Bill. That town was mainly con- 
nected with the engineering and cotton 
industries. The Oldham Chamber of 
Commerce had also asked him to oppose 
the Bill. A conference of representatives 
of employers’ and operatives’ associations 
in the cotton industry, and of representa- 
tives of the textile engineering and mill 
furnishing trades, was held in London on 
the 14th inst., and a resolution was 
passed unanimously and emphatically 
condemning the Bill. As the branch 
which he and the other members of the 
executive represented alone numbered 
over 200,000 people, he thought they 
were entitled to some consideration 
in a matter which vitally affected their 
trade. The book which he held in his 
hand had cost the cotton operatives 
thousands of pounds during the past 
fifty years to get to its present state. 
It contained calculations with regard 
to wages which were necessary to every 
mill and workshop in the cotton industry. 






Mr. STRAUS was understood to say 
that similar tables could be prepared for 
use under the metric system. 


{22 Marcu 1907} 








*Mr. SHACKLETON said that. prices | 


| cept a mere notification, they could get 


must be calculated no matter what the 
system was. If the hon. Member would | 
introduce a system which would abolish | 
his office as secretary he would thank | 
him for giving him the opportunity of | 
devoting more time to the business | 
of the House. If -the Bill came into 
operation, the book would not be worth 
the paper on which it was printed. It 
would become a dead letter. They 
would have to start afresh, and substitute 
for the present calculations, which the 
workpeop'e understood, a mass of new 
calculations which, while conferring no 
advantage, would not be so simple or so 
easily understood. Everybody in the 
trade, from the smallest tenter to the 
head manager of the mill, had been 
trained to make calculations on the 
present system, and if the operative were 
told that the difference in the method of 
calculation brought about a different 
result he would say that he had done the 
same amount of work as before, and he 
would require his secretary to make it 
right. He had heard a story in connection 
with a question of wages which he 
thought was worth telling. It would be 
remembered that Australian gold used to 
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circulate in this country. It was not the 
same colour as our own. A workman 
got as part of his pay an Australian half 
sovereign. He did not like the yellow 
coin, and, taking it back to the office, he 
said, “If it’s no matter to you, will you 
give me a Blackburn half sovereign ?” 
The House need not think that opera- 
tives could realise all the niceties of the 
metric system. If the system were intro- 
duced, there would have to be an increase 
of secretaries inevery district. There were 
in some districts 30,000 or 40,000 looms. 
Every one of the reeds in those looms 
would have to be scrapped under the new 
system. Even so small a question as the 
loss or gain of a hank or thread when 
they considered a piece of yarn 20,000 
yards long meant a considerable item. 
In his opinion this was too compli- 
cated and too serious a matter for 
the House to entertain in any shape or 
form. Let them take, as an example, the 
list he had mentioned which contained so 
many detai's. That list was now practi- 
cally an Act of Parliament, because 
through the efforts of the workpeople’s 
organisations they had now a rule that if 
an employer put that list up in his mill it 
constituted the legal price. Without a 
strike or without any struggle at all ex- 


those prices paid, and he put it to the 
House that it would be a most serious 
thing to interefere with what had been 
settled as a uniform rate, and such a 
change as that which was suggested was 
more than he dared face. In reference 
to the prices mentioned in the list to 
which he had referred he could not get 
them on the metric system and, therefore, 
it would be impossible to apply it in any 
shape or form. They had in the little 
book he held in his hand calculations 
sufficient to cover 1,000 or 2,000 different 
kinds of cloths, and they worked to a 
thousandth part of a penny in their prices. 
He could assure the House that arrange- 
ments of that kind had not been brought 
about in a week. As a matter of fact 
those calculations had been the labour 
of years, and to upset them by the 
adoption of a Bill of the kind under 
discussion was simply nonsense. The 
mover of the Bill had said that the cotton 
trade might be exempted ; but how could 
they then secure uniformity, which was 
one of the objects claimed for the 
sill? It had been stated that Mr. 
was in favour of the Bill. 


Garnett 
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He happened to know Mr. Garnett 
fairly well, and he felt sure that that 
gentleman was not anxious to have his 
700 or 800 looms upset as well as all his 
operatives and their work because of this 
measure. As a matter of fact he did not 
believe that Mr. Garnett was in favour of 
the Bill except theoretically. It would 
be found that many of those who had 
declared themselves in favour of the 
metric system, when they came to apply 
it to their own business would not consent 
to do so simply for the sake of the theory. 
People might be willing to accept metri- 
cal decimalisation in theory, but when it 
came to upsetting their own particular 
business they would strongly object to its 
adoption. What reason was there for 
the introduction of such a system in the 
cotton trade? The cotton trade came 
next in importance to the agricultural 
interest, and they could not deal with a 
huge interest like that on a Friday after- 
noon upon the Bill of a private Mem- 
ber. If such a thing was to be done 
at all it certainly was a matter for the 
Government to take up. It would be 
a very serious matter indeed for the 
Government to deal with, let alone a 
private Member. In the year 1906 
Lancashire sent 6,261,000,000 yards of 
cloth abroad in the shape of cotton 
goods, representing a value of some- 
thing like £75,000,000. That was only 
about four-fifths of their production, be- 
cause one-fifth of it was used at home. 
The great bulk of the Lancashire trade 
in cotton goods was with India, China, and 
Japan. He would like to consider for a 
moment the case of India. Lancashire 
exports to India were 99} per cent. 
of their total imports of cotton goods. 
The Oriental was always doubtful and 
suspicious of any change. Our Indian 
subjects had got used to buying their 
clothes according to their present lengths 
and prices; to alter them would be 
the very worst thing we could do. 
The Hindoo for a good many years had 
bought Lancashire goods by the yard 
and understood certain textures by 
the marks now adopted, and if by 
this system they upset all that they 
would be sure to damage the trade of 
Lancashire to a considerable extent. 
Who was Lancashire’s most serious com- 
petitorin cotton goods? It was America, 
and that country adopted the yard 
measure. If Lancashire was compelled 
to adopt the metric system, what a 


Mr. Shackleton. 


Weights and Measures 


{COMMONS} 
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splendid opportunity it would be for 
Lancashire’s competitors to send in their 
cloth on the yard measure at the same 
time that Lancashire goods were being 
exported under the metric system. He 
thought the House would have too much 
common sense to do anything of that kind, 
They should remember that in this 
matter in India and China they were not 
dealing with trained educated business 
men, but with millions of people who had 
no education at all, who had grown up 
under the present system and custom, and 
to interfere with it now would be a very 
serious matter. The position which 
had been taken up on this Bill by the 
House of Lords was very significant, for 
they had blessed the measure provided it 
did not apply to their own particular 
interest, namely, land. He thought 
that attitude would be typical of many 
more interests when they had gone 
more closely into the subject. Had the 
promoters of the Bill ever realised what 
it meant to the humble purchaser! Up 
to the present they had only considered 
how it would affect the manufacturer and 
retail seller. What about the small 
retail buyer? It had been said that 
the stone in one place was 14 |b., while 
in the next parish it might be 15 Ib., or 
even 16 lb. But that could be remedied 
by the President of the Board of Trade 
issuing an order stating what should be 
the standard. It was unreasonable to 
expect that every man, woman, and child 
in the country who had been brought up 
in the existing system would have learnt 
the equivalent for an ounce and a pound 
and a stone in five years time. If the 
Government were going to hold an 
inquiry, it should be done not by pro- 
fessors, but by practical men engaged in 
the engineering, cotton, woollen, silk, and 
other industries. The mover of the Bill 
had quoted the names of firms employing 
500 men in favour of the Bill, but he 
had said nothing about a firm like Platt 
Bros. who employed 10,000 men and were 
dead against the metric system. What 
was the good of quoting, say, thirty-seven 
countries in favour of the Bill when 
three other countries, containing a popu- 
lation greater than all the thirty-seven 
countries put together might be quoted 
against it? Before the House came 
to a decision the whole question ought 
to be thoroughly gone into, and then 
the various phases of the subject might 
be carefully examined. He would advise 
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the supporters of the Bill not to press 





it forward at that stage. If it was pressed | 
to a division he believed they would be | 


He did not | 


able to defeat the measure. 
say that he was against any improve- 
ment in the present system, but he did 
say that they would not be acting in the 
best interests of the nation or in the 
interests of international trade if they 
made this tremendous change. He had 
much pleasure in seconding the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the 
end of the question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’” —(Mr. Haworth.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) said 
the speeches of the Mover and Seconder 
of the rejection of the Bill constituted 
the most convincing argument to any 
reform that it had been his fortune to 
listen to. It was a fortunate thing they 
were not active politicians in the forties— 
forthey would have shown to Mr. Cob- 
den, in harrowing tones, how fatal and 
disastrous to the economic and social life 
of the nation his free trade propaganda 
was likely to be. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite had given the House several 
reasons for throwing out the Bill. Let 
him take two or three. ‘The hon. 
Gentleman said that it was possible 
that the decimal point might be put in 
the wrong place. That would seem to 
show that the person was negligent who 
was keeping the accounts rather than that 
the principle of the Bill was faulty. And 
if loss accrued, they wou'd say what 
George Stephenson said, when asked what 
would happen to a cow which strayed on 
the railway line: ‘‘So much the worse for 
the coo.” The hon. Member then asked 
whether we should wage war against the 
existing order of weights and measures. 
He would have not the slightest 
compunction about waging war against a 
system barbarous, primitive, and cumber- 
some to a degree. Inconvenience at the 
outset there would be—he was not con- 
cerned to deny it. Was there ever any 


reform indicated which did not entail 
some sort of disturbance, temporary in its 
character but yet inconvenient while it 
The hon. Member for Clitheroe 


lasted ? 
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| spoke with unrivalled knowledge of the 
_ views and feeling of the textile operatives. 
He believed the hon. Member exagyer- 
ated the difficulties likely to be caused 
|and surmounted, but was he not a 
little inconsiderate, seeing that Clause 3, 
Section (c) clearly gave His Majesty, 
by Order in Council, the power to exempt 
any calling or industry which so desired ? 
So far as he was aware, and certainly so 
far as the main line of cleavage developed 
by the debate had revealed them, the 
objections urged against the Bill were 
to a great extent sentimental. He 
would deal very briefly with the 
history of this proposal. During the 
session of 1895 a Select Committee of the 
House of Commons was appointed to 
inquire whether any, and if so what, 
changes in the present system of weights 
and measures should be adopted. ‘The 
Committee practically confined their at- 
tention to the consideration of the metric 
system, and they agreed to these three 
recommendations: (1) That the metric 
system of weights and measures be at once 
legalised for all purposes ; (2) that after 
a lipse of two years the system be 
rendered compulsory by Act of Parlia- 
ment; (2) that the system be taught in 
all public elementary schools as a neces- 
sary and integral part of arithmetic. The 
Bill which was passed in 1897 carried out 
the first of the recommendations, and 
the @évidence taken by the Select 
Committee clearly proved that there 
was a genuine demand among some 
of the large trades in some of the 
important commercial centres in the 
country. The question for the House to 
consider now was whether there had been 
any advance of public opinion towards 
the adoption of the metric system. 
The Leader of the Opposition refused 
to give the authority the power to 
make the change in November, 1895, 
on the ground that public opinion 
was not ripe for it, and in March, 
1899, the late Mr. Ritchie gave the 
same reply toa deputation. Our Colonies, 
however, had not moved so slowly on the 
path of progress. It was abundantly 
clear that they appreciated the advantages 
| which would accrue to them and to the 
Empire generally if they were to in- 
augurate a system which would facilitate 
‘all commercial dealings with countries 
| outside the British Empire. The Congress 
_of Chambers of Commerce of the British 
Empire passed resolutions in favour of the 
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metric system in London in 1900 and at 
Montreal in 1903. A similar resolution 
was passed by the Colonial Conference of 


1902, by the Cape of Good Hope House 


of Assembly and the ‘Cransvaal Chamber of 
Mines ; while the New Zealand Legisla- 
ture, by an Act passed in 1903, enabled the 
Governor to establish the metric system 
in that Colony on Ist January, 1906. 
The Colonies would seem to declare 
unanimously in favour of the metric 
system, not merely because it would benefit 
them individually, but because it would 
simplify commercial intercourse between 
the various parts of the Empire, and tend 
to stimulate the expansion of foreign 
trade, by assimilating our standards to 
simple and scientific standards in vogue 
except in Russia. He had yet to learn 
that the Mother Country could always 
afford to turn a deaf ear to the appeals 
which came to her from her Colonies. A 
glance at our system of weights and 
measures was sufficient to show that it was 
hopelessly illogical and complex. There 
was no proper relation between lineal 
measurements and measurements of 
capacity. A cubic inch meant nothing ; it 
was not adopted as a standard of liquid 
or solid measurement. We used a pint 
which was 34°66 cubic inches. But it 
was when one came to consider our 
system of weights that its inherent 
absurdity became apparent. The troy 
pound consisted of twelve ounces ; 
the pound avoirdupois contained six- 
teen ounces; and even the troy and 
avoirdupois ounces were different weights 
If these things were often a source of 
confusion to educated persons, what were 
they to children, who wasted so much 
time at school in trying to learn them, 
and to the uneducated; and more im- 
portant still, what meaning did our 
weights and measures convey to the 
foreigners with whom we had such im- 
portant commercial relations ? Ile would 
ask what was the meaning of the term 


“stone” as a measure of weight? A 
stone of sugar meant 14 lbs.; a 
stone of dead meat 8 lbs.; while a 
stone of glass weighed 5 |b. A' 


bushel of corn in Sunderland weighed 
46 lbs. ; in Shropshire 72-75 Ibs. ; and in 
Newton, 80 lbs. An Act which would 
at one step remove all these anomalies, 
which served no purpese but to assist 
unjust and unfair dealing, would be 
of material assistance in establishing 
uniformity throughout the country. The 
Sir Edward Sassoon, 


{COMMONS} 
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next matter which he would ask the 
House to consider was the large amount 
of educational time at present de- 
voted to teaching children a com. 
plex system of weights and measures, 
Inquiries were recently made of 197 
headmasters in elementary schools in 
order to ascertain how much of the 
scholars’ time was occupied in these 
profitless learnings. 161 headmasters 
said one year, thirty said two, and six 
said three years! And what was the 
result ? They all know that the child 
was wearied and disheartened by the 
acquirement of the knowledge, and it 
was more than probable that the well- 
known decline in the taste for mathe. 
matics was partly due to that cause. If 
the children could only be released from 
the onerous task of learning all these 
weights and measures, and be allowed to 
learn the metric system, their time could 
be more profitably spent in other 
pursuits ; and he might mention that the 
importance of the question was fully 
recognised by the National Union of 
Teachers, who had passed strong resolu- 
tions in favour of the metric system. 
He need not pause to describe the metric 
system at length. It was  sufticiently 
well-known to Members of the House. 
What he regarded as its chief ad- 
vantage was the co-relation between 
lineal measurement, weight and volume. 
Thus one cubic centimetre of water 
weighed one gram. One thousand cubic 
centimetres or one litre of water weighed 
one thousand grams or one kilo. Hence 
one cubic metre of water contained 1,000 
litres, and weighed 1,000 kilos, or a 
metric ton. The system was simplicity 
itself ; and even if its adoption might 
involve some expense to those who were 
at the present time provided with old- 
fashioned weights and measures he con- 
tended that the advantages which would 
accrue must soon repay any small loss. 
What was the position of the British 
manufacturer who made goods for metric 
countries as well as his own? He must 
work to one system for the home trade 
and to another for his foreign trade. 
That means increased trouble and expense 
from which our keen foreign competitors 
—such as Germany—were entirely free. 
If they were to adopt the metric system, 
backed up as they were by our 
Colonies, he was convinced that many 
other countries, like the United States and 
Russia, would be compelled to follow suit, 
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In the result there would be an inter- 
aational system of weights and measures 
‘0 the great advantage of all concerned. 
The different 
nto which the principal religious com- 
nunions in the world were split up con- 
itituted sufficient stumbling blocks, gave 
iso to sufficient sources of strife and 
conflict in the moral sphere, to induce the 
House to try at least to eliminate all 
woidable complexities and embarrass- 
nents from the domain of commercial 
ind practical activities. One could 
1ot help describing it as such—our ana- 
thronistic method of computation and 
neasurement, which really belonged to 
nedieval times, so sterilising to our 
intercourse with the foreigner, so 


Marcu 1907} 


{ 
| 


sections and fractions | 


jarassing to our own people across the | 
seas, cried out for reform. It was high time | 
Parliament assisted the enterprise sought | 
‘0 be achieved by the moderate measure | 
| tions had been made, as for instance that 


aow before the House, for the purpose of 


sstablishing a system which reason, | 
science, and mathematical symmetry 


ilike concurred in indicating as by far the | 


simplest and best. 


Sir GEORGE SCOTT ROBERTSON 
Bradford, Central) said he had listened 
with great pleasure to the speeches made 
by the mover and seconder of the rejec- 


tion of the Bill, and almost everything | 


that could have been said in support of 
that Motion had been said. The hon. 


Baronet who had just sat down had spoken | 


of the metric system that had been intro- 
duced into Germany and the facility with 


vhich it had been arranged. Seventy | 


years ago, when it was 


introduced, | 


| 
| 


| 


| 


there were forty different sets of weights | 
ind measures in Germany. What was. 


ihe position there now, after the system 


| 


iad been in force nearly forty years ? | 


Chey altered their system at a time when 
ndustrial development was very low, and 
if they had to do now the difficulty 


of introducing a metric system would be | 


enormously great, and even now the old 
measures in Germany were in constant 
use. In fact, it was remarkable how in 
countries all over the world where the 
metric system was supposed to prevail 
the same thing happened. 
they had the old French measures in 
constant use, and the old Spanish mea- 


In America | 


sures in Mexico. Mexico, which was sup- | 


posed to have been a pure metric country | 


for the last twenty-five years, had every 
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possible system, English, French, Sterling 
and the United States silver money used 
for payment Troy weight, when paying 
in gold they used another weight. 
Philadelphia once made a mistake in 
measuring 100 feet by making it 3 inches 
more than it should have been, and to 
this day they had a measure in Philadel- 
phia of 100 feet 3 inches because it hid 
always been so. In France it was the 
same ; the Minister whose duty it was to 
see to this matter admitted that he had no 
means at his disposal to prevent the 
people from using the old measures, and 
all he could do was to appeal to every- 
body to assist him in persuading the 
people to abandon the old system. That 
showed conclusively that it was not pos- 
gible to have acompulsory system of metric 
measures. He believed that the French 
metric system was not suited to our 
requirements. Of course, several sugges- 


an inch or a foot metric system would be 
better thanthe French one. It was quite 
possible, but the discussions showed 


that there must always be a_ vast 
difference between the manufacturers 
and the scientific men. They were 


trying to reconcile two irreconcilable 
things. The result would be that we 
should have the binary system for 
mauufacturers and the metric system for 
scientific men, accountants, andsoon. It 
stood to reason it must beso Children and 
savages divided into halves and quarters ; 
it was a perfectly simple thing to do. 
They were sometimes told that calculation 
by fives was simple because there were 
five fingers on each hand and five toes on 
each foot, but that was not what happened 
in savage countries. He supposed that 
no Member of the House had lived so much 
among savage peoples as himself, and what 
he had always noticed was that when they 
put up their hands and their feet it did 
not count for twenty, but for one for each 
hand and one for each foot. Let them 
remember what was said with regard to 
the English pint. It was once said by a 
President of the Board of Trade that the 
strongest Government in this country 
could not change the measure of the pint. 
The arguments had _ been extremely well 
put on both sides, but what he thought 
was wanted was a long and carefully 
conducted investigation by a Commission 
into all the aspects of the case. It so 
happened that our methods were the 
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methods of the United States and all the 
English speaking countries, and the ad- 
vent of the conference of the Colonial 
Premiers would, he thought, give a unique 
opportunity of having a Commission of all 
the English speaking peoples, because we 
could have all our Colonies, some 
Americans, and our own people as well. 
Most important of all would it be to have 
not too large a proportion of scientific 
men on such a Commission. Scientific 
men did not understand manufacturing. 
It was the one thing they could not 
understand, while their prestige and fame 
in the scientific world often gave their 
opinions on these Commissions a weight 
which they did not deserve. The scienti- 
fic man wanted to deal with as many 
fractions as possible, the manufacturer 
with as few. He wanted to work to a 
quarter or an eighth. Another point 
which was very important was that if all 
these exceptions were made—the measure- 
ment of land which the House of Lords 
Committee excepted, the textile and 
engraving trades which were excepted by 
the Manchester Chamber of Commerce, 
coinage and navigation which were ex- 
cepted by Lord Kelvin, the measure- 


ment of time, which was excepted 
by the whole world — there would 
be nothing left. A good deal had 


been said about the suffering a child 
had to undergo in learning unneces- 
sary tables ; but a child had to develop 
its memory, and in that way its memory 
was developed. He felt sure that the 
House would agree with him in thinking 
that even if a metric system were desirable 
in this country, the French metric system 
was not suited to our requirements. 
Moreover, we could not have a compulsory 
system ; there would have to be a British 
compromise—for manufacturers the bi- 
nary system and for scientists the deci- 
mal system. He hoped the House would 
not give its sanction to the principle of a 
metric system by allowing a Second 
Reading to be given to this Bill. He 
could not understand the argument that 
by passing the Second Reading the 
whole question would be in a_ better 
position to be placed before the Colonial 
Premiers. If, as he thought, it was 
an excellent idea that the matter 
should go before them, it was much 
better that it should go before them 
without any sort of certificate from this 
House. It was true that he had signed 
a document approving of the institution 


Sir George Scoit Robertson. 


{COMMONS} 
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of the metric system. When the matter 
was laid before him he examined it very 
carefully, and having come to the con. 
clusion that there was a great deal to be 
said in its favour he, with the usual 
mental reservations of course, put his 
name to it. Having heard further 
evidence he, honestly following his con- 
viction, had withdrawn his support from 
the proposal. The cost of such a change 
of system would be enormous. In the 
United States Congress Mr. Leiter 
two years ago introduced a compulsory 
measure of a similar kind, and he 
estimated that one and a half million 
dollars would be required to effect the 
change. Some said 500,000,000 and 
some that 1,000,000,000 dollars would be 
required ; he naturally estimated the cost 
as low as he could, but other estimates 
went very much higher. In this country 
all sorts of estimates had been made, and 
in one Birmingham firm alone the 
estimated cost of the change in the works 
was £50,000. Whether that was an exag- 
gerated estimate or not there was 
clearly necessity for very careful in- 





vestigation before the Bill was read a 
second time. 


Mr. KELLEY (Manchester, S.W.) 
thought that a great many of the 
statements made by the hon. Gentlemen 
who moved and seconded the Motion for 
the rejection of the Bill would be found 
to have no value when they came to be 
examined. He would not notice the 
reference of the hon. Member the 
Manchester alderman who said that if 
all who voted on the occasion in 
question had known the real meaning of 
the resolution they would not have voted 
for it upon any consideration, except to say, 
that it was putting at a very low ebb the 
intelligence of the worthy alderman. If he 
had not looked into the matter he ought to 
havedoneso. The Bill, as he read it, only 
referred to buying and selling, not to 
manufacturing. It had been said that 
the working classes would require a ong 
time to understand the change ; but asa 
fact they had been teaching themselves 
these things for years, at their own 
expense. They had teachers in all 
districts, and they had signed petitions 
in favour of the change with full know- 
ledge of what they were doing, and not 
with the knowledge derived from the 
worthy Manchester alderman. He 





declined to agree with what had been 


1353 
aid | 
Yeve 
ihe 
ery 
nista 
o tl 
in t 
WV. 
that 

tron 
nd 

rlew 
lebat 
otic 
yut t 
the C 
voulc 
they 

the A 
netri 
ausir 
nite 
lesire 




















*M 
Bill | 
sroun 
vould 
trade. 
vould 
if all 
for mo 
why 
bit on 
they | 
lew S} 
questic 
ystem 
overei 
\uestic 
‘ystem 
hey t 
: decir 
tart \ 
wenty 
ennies 
vould | 
short ¢ 
quently 
decimal] 
penny 
sold at 
present 
of the 
the mor 
tion, 
With as 
America 
















a decim: 








352 


itter 
very 
con- 
o be 
sual 

his 
ther 
con- 
Tom 
inge 
the 
iter 
sory 


llion 

the 
and 
d be 
cost 
lates 
ntry 
and 

the 
orks 
xag- 
was 

in- 
ud a 











1353 Weights and Measures 


sid by the hon. Member for Clitheroe. 
Vevertheless he thought the difficulties 
ihe hon. Member alluded to might be 
ery well got over. He believed that a 
nistake had been made with regard 
» the engineering trade in particular. 
in that trade the opinion of Sir 
W. Mather was entitled to respect, and 
hat gentleman had expressed himself 
trongly in favour of the metric system, 
md had adopted it in his works. In 
tiew of the opinions expressed during the 
lebate it would be unwise to push the 
lotion for Second Reading to a division, 
jut taking advantage of the presence of 
he Colonial Premiers in this country it 
vould be well to have an inquiry, which 
they should be invited to attend. As 
the Americans were about to adopt the 
netric system it might be a means of 
ausing the matter to be taken up in the 
United States and might lead in the 
iesired direction. 





*Mr. BARRAN (Leeds, N.) said the 
Bill had been defended upon the two 
grounds that it had simplicity and 
vould be a source of great advantage to 
rade. With regard to its simplicity, it 
vould be noticed that it left out 
if all consideration a decimal system 
or money. He could quite understand 
vhy the introducers of the Bill had 
ft out the monetary question, because 
they had there to face either an entirely 
iew system of money or the very serious 
juestion of reconstituting our monetary 
ystem on the basis of the present 
overeign. He would not go into the 
juestion except in its bearing on the 
ystem of weights and measures, If 
hey touched the coinage and adopted 
‘decimal principle they would have to 
tart with the florin. The florin was 
wenty-four pence, forty-eight half- 
vennies, or ninety-six farthings. It 
vould be seen that that was 4 per cent. 
short of the decimal system. Conse- 
quently if the florin were adopted as the 
decimal coin, every article sold for a 
penny or for a few pennies would be 
sold at 4 per cent. less than at the 
present time. Therefore, the promoters 
of the Bill had done wisely to leave 
the monetary question out of considera- 
tion. The question had to be dealt 
with as it affected foreign trade. In 
America and the Colonies there was 
adecimal system of money, but the inch 
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and the yard and our own system of 
weights and measures. Was it to be 
suggested for a moment that we should 
retain our fractional system in money, 
thus retaining the difference between 
ourselves and the United States and our 
Colonies, and that we should adopt a 
decimal and metric system in weights 
and measures which would put us out of 
harmony with those countries ; that was, 
that we should adhere to the monetary 
system where we at present differed, and 
alter the measure system where we at 
present agreed. The House was told 
that it would bene‘it our trade, but he 
thought so far as the facilitating of inter- 
national trade was concerned the Bill was 
worked on wrong lines. He was in 
favour of a wide extension of both the 
metric and the decimal systems, and was 
ready to join in a thorough revision of 
English weights and measures; but he 
pointed out some anomalies that would 
arise from the compulsory adoption of 
metric weights and measures. Goods 
going abroad were to be exempted, but 
that did not get rid of the greatest diffi- 
culty. All traders must regulate their 
weights and measures according to those 
of the country to which they were 
selling their goods. Did they sup- 
pose for one moment that the textile 
or engineering trade were to be com- 
pelled to adhere to the _ present 
system in respect to the goods they 
sent abroad and adopt the metric 
system at home. Textile goods to 
the extent of £75,000,000 went abroad 
from Manchester, manufacturers woul] 
obviously adhere to that system of 
measurement, and yet, according to this 
Bill, they were to be told that the articles 
they sold to the English consumer must 
be sold on a different basis. That was 
where the absurdity of the compulsion 
came in. At the present time, if an 
engineer were selling to a foreign country, 
he sold, if the consumer wished it, ac- 
cording to the metric system. A great 
many people in the textile trade in his 
district adopted that position, as did also 
many engineers, as they had heard to-day, 
and he wished to protest most strongly 
against the assumption that it had never 
dawned upon either the engineers or 
textile manufacturers of the country to 
send their quotations to foreign countries 
in the metric system. Wherever re- 
quired, the quotations were made on that 
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system. If we were going to make any 


alterations which were really to the ad- 
vantage of our commerce with other 
countries had we not better take the step 
along with them! If the bulk of those 
countries were not willing to adopt the 
alterations, let us retain our measure- 
ments as long as they did. In the home 
trade we were to be compelled not only 


to buy on a different basis from that on | 
which foreigners bought, but we were to | 
_ cost money. 


be prohibited from continuity in our 
purchases. If the Bill became law, a 
firm which wished to put down more 
machinery would be compelled to give 
their order under the metric system. It 


was well known that it was impossible to | 
convert from an inch to a metre, and yet | 
the Bill said that in future if shafting or | 
machinery was to be put down it must be | 
done by the metre instead of by the inch. | 


The House should throw out this Bill of a 
compulsory character, and concentrate its 
attention upon rectifying a few of the | 
greatest anomalies in the country, instead | 
of endeavouring to make compulsory a | 
system which wvuld interfere with our | 
greatest industries and do a great injury | 
to the home as well as the foreign trade , 
of the country. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Groree, Car- 
narvon Boroughs): I think all who have 
listened to the debate will acknowledge 
that it has been conducted with singular 
ability on both sides. The case for the | 
Bill was put by the mover and seconder 
in able and powerful speeches, and I 
think the same applies to the mover and | 
seconder of the Amendment. The | 
arguments have been placed very clearly | 
before the House. I think it is common | 
ground in this controversy that we | 
should have unification, it is 
possible to obtain it, some 
simple and scientific principle. But the 
real difference of opinion is how best to 
obtain it, and whether public opinion is 
sufficiently advanced to justify the House 
of Commons in imposing a system of this 
character on what is, at any rate, a large | 


Mr. Barran. 


if 
on 


{COMMON 
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and powerful minority. I am not sure 
either that there is perfect agreement 
that the metric system would be the 
best reform, even if we are agreed that a 
reform is desirable; but we need not 
enter into that now, because the proposi- 
tion of the Bill is one of a character 
which you can examine without going 
into the more complex problem which is 





/I do not agree. 


at the root of the question. It is 
acknowledged that the change would 
Even a change of weights 
and measures alone would cost the retail 
traders of this country about two millions, 
and the cost to the engineering and 
textile trades would, of course, be greater 
still, Yet I agree that if the thing to be 
done were of sufficient importance, and 
would promote the industry and com- 
merce of the country, it would be worth 
while sinking a considerable capital 
| expenditure. But would it? Let us 
first deal with our foreign trade My 
hon. friend who has just sat down has 
pointed out that the greater proportion 
of our foreign trade is with non-metric 


| countries, and if we change our system 


to the metric system without arrange- 
ing a similar change in our Colonies, and 
without inducing the United States and 
the East to come into a general arrange- 
ment, we should deprive ourselves of an 
advantage which we have at the present 
moment over our metric competitors, [ 
know it is said that we lose trade in the 
metric countries at the present moment, 
because we do not sell on a metric basis. 
When we get a 
sufficiently large order it is no great 
trouble or expense for a clerk to convert 
the quotation into metric figures. But 
assuming our system is a slight handicap 
it has to be re- 


in metric countries, 
membered that the conversion of our 
system to the metric system would 


remove a handicap from our metric 
competitors in our home and Colonial 
markets. [Cries of “Free Trade.”] I am 
merely answering an argument of an 
hon. Member who put the contrary case. 
It is no argument of mine at all. 
bulk of our customers at the present 
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moment are non-metric countries, and 
within the last few years we have 
increased our trade with those countries 
in much larger proportion than with 
metric couutries. My hon. friend has 


Weights and Measures 


our system is because of apathy. 
If, however, we are doing pretty well in 
these trades at the present moment, there 
is apprehension of any change which 
might be for the worse. ‘Take the textile 
trade. We have the greatest export 
textile trade in the world, and that is all 
based on the present system. 
selling cotton goods in the East to a 
population which would not comprehend 
the change, and that population being 
naturally very suspicious, our trade might 
be very considerably impaired in that 
quarter. That would be a very danger- 
ous experiment, and I hope it will not be 
embarked upon. Quotations have been 
made from consular reports, in which 
complaint is made that our manufacturers 
in dealing with metric countries fail to 
quote in metric figures. In reference to 
a particular report of this kind from 
Germany, in which it was said manufac- 
turers here were losing business because 
they would not quote metric figures, 
I made some inquiries in Manchester of 
the then Chairman of the Chamber of 
Commerce, Mr. Thomson, and this gentle- 
man said that the real reason was that 
the orders they got from that particular 
district were not worth attending to. 
They would require the manufacturers 
to have a special kin] of cloth manu- 
factured in such small quantities that it 
would not be worth while; and this 
gentleman added that if they had had 
orders for cloth manufactured on a large 
eale in the mills of Lancashire they would 
have sent quotations in metric figures 
without any difficulty at all. I thought 
that was a very good answer. Let 
us take the home trade. Supposing you 
had a compulsory measure for that trade, 
could you really enforce it? The 
metric system has broken down hope- 
lessly in France. It is rather signi- 
ficant that after 100 years of compulsory 
VOL, CLXXI. [FourrH Sertes. ] 
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metric measurement the Minister of 


_Commerce in France has been obliged 


to appeal to traders to assist him 


_in carrying out the law, not by means of 
compulsion, but by means of inducing 
said that the reason we do not change 


traders to use the legal standard. That 


is exactly the suggestion made by an hon. 


Member who said, “ Do not bring in your 
law first, and after 100 years appeal to 
the Chamber of Commerce.” You must 
first of all get industrial opinion to agree 
to the change, and you cannot possibly 
earry it through while you have nearly 
40 or 50 per cent. of the manufacturers 
of the country not merely unconvinced 
as to the desirability of the change, 
but convinced that the change will 
do them harm. Anomalous measures 
will exist to the end of time, One 
hundred will be a decimal figure but 
100 eggs are 120. Then there is the 
haker’s dozen. The hon. Baronet bas 
asked what is a pint? Let the hon. 
Baronet ask an agricultural labourer, and 
he will soon get a reply. But let him go 
to an agricultural labourer and ask him 
if he would like 56825 of a litre of beer 
and see what reply he will get then. 
These measures will never be altered. 
They are rooted in custom and habit, and 
no matter what laws the House passes 
it will be impossible to get rid of them. 
The change has failed in France, and it 
always will fail. Those who are 
responsible for the Bill should take 


the suggestion of the hon. Member 
for Clitheroe into account. I am 
with the promoters of the Bill if 


it is possible to introduce it without 
doing great injury to our trade; but 
before passing a Bill you must first get 
all these powerful interests in the country 
ready to accept the change and to make 
preparation for it. The hon. Member for 
Ciitheroe has suggested that the traders 
should appoint a committee of their own. 
It is not a question for a Royal Commis- 
sion. It is a question of bringing the 
manufacturers and traders of the country 
to a common understanding, and that 
can be done only by means of such a 
committee, Then, if they came to such 
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an understanding, it would be time to 
come to Parliament to have legalised the 
standard on which they agreed. Until 
they do that Parliament will be acting 
very unwisely if it enforces a measure of 
this kind upon the trade of the country 
when it is quite unripe for it. 


Weights and Measures 


*Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
said he had heartily enjoyed the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman. It would be, 
said the right hon. Gentleman, a wise 
thing that Chambers of Commerce should 
agree upon a system before it was passed 
into law. When all the Chambers of 
Commerce and all the manufacturers and 
others were agreed it would be quite 
unnecessary to pass a law on the subject. 
If the non metric system had been the law, 
it would have been illegal to use the metric 
system, as some manufacturers were doing 
at present. Why should they stereotype 
any system in this country ! If anybody 
wanted the metric system he could adopt 
it. A friend of his, one of the cleverest 
engineers of the day, had said it would be 
retrograde to adopt the metric system, 
and not to the advantage of the engineer- 
ing trade. The opinions put forward in 
its favour had been chiefly those on 
behalf of elementary schoolmasters and 
children attending elementary schools, 
who were a most important class, but 
who did not represent the commerce and 


manufactures of the nation. If people 
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wanted to do their calculations quickly all 
that they had to do was to use some 
calculating machine. All 
of time, all geometric, algebraic and 
trigonometrical calculations were indepen- 
dent of the metric system. At the present 
moment there was more uniformity in 


(Metric System) Bill. 


calculations 


| the use of English measures than in the 
| use of any other measures in the world, 
| English measures were in use all over the 
Empire and in the United States, India, 
and China. To bring in the metric 
| system would he to destroy the most 
| wonderful system we had got. We had 
measuring machines for a one-millionth 
It would be a distinet 








part of an inch. 
going backwards to pass any law on the 
| subject. Many people had a notion that 
the metric system was a fine thing, and 
so it was, but it had come into partial 
/use in this country voluntarily. If the 
| metric system were now made com: 
| pulsory, it would put a ston to invention, 
| and a still better system, which might yet 
he invented would be stifled by law, 
He appealed to the House not to be led 
away by the advocacy of one particular 
kind of measurement or another, and not 
to restrict people in the free use of any 
system. 


Question put. 





The House divided :— Ayes, 118 ; Noes, 
| ; wn 
'150. (Division List No. 90.) 
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Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cowan, W. H. 
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Davies, W. Howell ( Bristol, S.) 
| Dillon, John 
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Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
: Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


: Ferens, T. R, 
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Ffrench, Peter 

foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
tibb, James (Harrow) 

tinnell, L. 

jooch, George Peabody 

juest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
julland, John W. 

Jalpin, J. 

{armsworth, Cecil B.(Wore’r) 
Jayden, John Patrick 
fazel, Dr. A. E. 

fealy, Timothy Michael 

edges. A. Paget 
Jerbert.Colonel Ivor(Mon.,S.) 
fervey,F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
ligham, John Sharp 

Yobart, Sir Robert 

fogan, Michael 

folland, Sir William Henry 
Junt, Rowland 

Idris, T. H. W. 

enkins, J. 

ones,Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
ones, Leif (Appleby) 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

King,Sir Henry Seymour( Hull) 
Lamont, Norman 

Law. Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
lundon, W, 


Acland, rancis Dyke 

\dkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
\insworth, John Stirling 

Ashley, W. W. 

Asquith, Rt. Hn, Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

\ubrey- Fletcher, Rt. Hon.Sir H. 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barlow, Perey (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hi s 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S. Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Branch, James 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. G. 

Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Byles, William Pollard 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cecil, Lord R.(Marylebone, E.) 
Chamberlain,Rt Hn.J.A.(Wore 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clela d, J. W. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
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Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Masterman, U. F. G. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 
Pearce, Williams (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Price, C. E.( Edinb’ gh, Central) 
Radford, G. H. 

Randles, Sir John Scurrah 


NOES. 


Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Dalrymple, Viscount 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras,N. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Chirles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duckworth, James 

Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Gill, A. H. 

G-eenwood, Hamar (York) 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Hodge, John 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hor idge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 





(Metric System) Bill. 





1362 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, Willium (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rendall, Athelstan 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Robinson, 8. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S. ) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Vincent, Col, Sir C. E.iHoward 
Vivian, Henry 

Waring, Wa'ter 

Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8S. : 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Whitehead, Rowlan:l 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FoR THE Ayrs—Mr,. 
B.S. Straus and Sir Henry 
Norman. 


Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt. HonCol. W. 
Keswick, William 
Kineaid-Smith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E. 
Leese,Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Levy, Maur‘ce 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Liddell, Henry 

Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Long,Col. CharlesW( Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Browalze 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

M‘Callum, John M. 

Maddison, Frederick } 

Marks,G Croydon( Launceston) 
Menzies, Walter 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Myer, Horatio 

Nicholson,Cha les N.(Doncast’r 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Kelly,James( Roscommon, N, 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Paul, Herbert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price,Robert John(Norfolk,E,) 
Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E.) 
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Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts,S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Robertson, SirjG.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sears, J. E. 

Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyG:orge D 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D.(Strand) 


Adjournment 


Verney, F. W. 








Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. Second Reading put off for 


six months. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir WitttamM Brampron 
reported from the Committee of Selection ; 
That they had discharged the following 
Member from the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 


(GURDON 


Procedure ; Mr. Arthur Lee. 


Sir WittiAM Brampron GuURDON 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to the Standing 
Committee on Law, and Courts of 
Justice, and Legal Procedure, the follow- 
ing fifteen Members in respect of the 
Lights on Vehicles Bill ; Major Renton, 
Mr. Courthope, Mr. Fiennes, Mr. Kelley, 
Mr. Abel Smith, Mr. Arthur Stanley, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel, Mr. Mr. 
Rendall, Mr. Vaughan-Davies, Mr. Long, 
Mr. William Nicholson, Mr. Arthur 
Dewar, Mr. Catheart Wason, and Mr. 
C. H. Corbett. 


Rose, 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


Sir WittiAM BRAMPTON GURDON 


reported from the Committee of Selection ; 
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Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanley,Hn. A.Lyulph‘Chesh.) | 
Starkey, John R. 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Tayl r, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | 
Tennant, Sir Edward (Salisbury | 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Tomkinson, James 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin‘ George . 


Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Wardle, George J. 
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Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilson, A Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesb:ough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, §.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr, 
Haworth and Mr. Shackleton 


That they had discharged the following 
Member from the Standing Committee 
on Trade {including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures (in 
respect of the Railways (Contracts) Bill) ; 
Mr. 
in substitution, Sir Frederick Banbury 


Akers-Douglas ; and had appointed 


(in respect of the Railways (Contracts) 


Bill). 


Sir WittiamM Brampton Gurpox 
further reported from the Committee ; 
That they had added to the Standing 
Committee on ‘Trade (including Agri. 
culture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures, the Fifteen 
Members in respect of the Merchandise 
Marks Bill; Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. 
Middlemore, Mr. Field, Sir Benjamin 
Stone, Sir Francis Lowe, Mr. Harold 
Cox, Mr. Maddison, Mr. Ridsdale, Sir 
William Holland, Mr. Crosfield, Mr. 
Wadsworth, Mr. Boland, Mr. Ellis Davies, 
Mr. Cleland, and Mr. Hudson. 


following 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER adjourned 
the House without Question put, pursuant 
to Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at Ten minutes after 
Fiye o’clock, 
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1365 Questions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Suturduy, 23rd March, 1907. 


The House Twelve of the 


Ch ek 


met at 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
‘Board relating to Birkenhead, Lincoln, 
:Miliord Haven, Shipley, and Warring- 
:ton,” presented by Dr. Macnamara ; 
-supported by Mr. Burns; read the first 
‘time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
‘Petitions for Private Bills, and to he 
sprinted. { Bill 132.] 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
:(No. 3) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
‘visional Orders of the Local Government 
:Board relating to Brumby and Froding- 
sham, the Appleby Joint Cemetery Dis 
‘trict, and the Rugby Joint Hospital 
FDistrict,” presented by Dr. Macnamara ; 
rsupported by Mr. Burns; read the first 
Ftime ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
PPetitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. { Bill 133.] 


PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Denaby 
Main ; Dinnington ; Habergham ; Kive- 
ton Park ; Pilsley ; Plaspower ; Shirland ; 
ind Whitehaven ; to lie upon the Table. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES (METRIC 
SYSTEM) BILL. 

Petition from the London Association 
for Protection of Trade, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BIRTHS, DEATHS, MARRIAGES, AND 
VACCINATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of the Fifty-second 
Annual Report on the Births, Deaths, 





and Marriages in Scotland for 1906 and 
Forty-second Annual Report on Vaccina- 
tion [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS. 


Questions. 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Crofters’ Commission for the year 1906 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN. 
Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts 
of the University of Aberdeen for the 
year ending 15th September, 1906 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be 
printed. [No. 93.] 


COAL EXPORTED. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 2ist February; Mr. LD. A. 
Thomas}; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 94.] 


LIGHTHOUSES, ETC. 
INSPECTIONS). 
Copies presented, of Reports to the 
Board of Trade by the Trinity House of 
Deptford Strond, the Commissioners of 
Northern Lighthouses, and the Commis- 
sioners of Irish Lights, of their Inspection 
of Local Lighthouses, Buoys, and Beacons 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 95.] 


(LOCAL 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatie and 
Consular Reports (Annual Series) Nos. 
3748 and 3749 |by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LICENSING STATISTICS, 1906. 
Copy presented, of Statistics as to the 
operation and administration of the Laws 
relating to the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors for the year 1906 {by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Protection of English Fishing Grounds. 

Mr. MALLET (Plymouth): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
in view of the effect upon the fishing 
industry in Plymouth and other Devon- 
shire ports of the depredations of foreign 
steam trawlers in neighbouring waters, 
the Lords of the Admiralty will institute 
an inquiry into the action of the two 
vessels detailed to maintain a continuous 
patrol of these waters, and will, if neces- 
sary, substitute for them more efficient 
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vessels, better equipped with search- 
lights, and possessing a higher rate of 
speed. 


(Answered ly Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The whole of the very complicated ques- 
tion of the protection to be afforded by 
His Majesty's ships to the fishery interests 
in the seas round the British Isles is 
under special review by the Admiralty 
and other Departments concerned. It is 
not, therefore, considered necessary to 
hold a special inquiry into the action of 
the two vessels which now carry out a 
continuous patrol, and which are con- 
sidered to be efficient for the purpose. 
Steps are being taken to fit them with 
searchlights. 


Gaelic Interpreter at Galway County 
Court. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): To ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland if he is 
aware that it was always the practice to 
attach a Gaelic interpreter to the Court 
of the County Court Judge in Galway ; 
is the office at present vacant ; and, having 
regard to the fact that Galway county is 
largely an Irish-speaking county, will he 
take steps to have a competent person 
appointed. 


(Answered by Mr. Cherry.) 1 have re- 
ferred this Question to the Recorder of 
Galway, with whom the appointment of 
interpreter rests. The Recorder informs 
me that there are interpreters in the 
Clifden and Galway divisions of the 
county, but that a vacancy exists in the 
Loughrea division. He has endeavoured, 
by means of advertisement and otherwise, 
to obtain a suitable person, but has not 
so far succeeded in doing so. The matter 
is not one in which I have any power. 


Teachers’ Deferred Annuity Fund. 

Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barkston Ash): To ask the President of 
the Board of Education whether the 
Teachers’ Deferred Annuity Fund _ is 
entirely made up from deductions 
from the salaries of teachers; whether 
the amount of the annuities paid from the 
fund has been very much less per annum 
than the amount accruing to it from such 
deductions ; and how the balance of the 
fund is being disposed of, 


(Answered by Mr. McKennu.) The De- 
ferred Annuity Fund is formed entirely 


from the contributions of teachers. The 
fund has only been in existence for some 
seven years, and the number of contribu- 
tions which have been made by any 
individual contributor and upon which 
his annuity would be based is necessarily 
small. Moreover, as annuities are not 
payable till sixty-five, any teacher now 
receiving an annuity must have reached 
a comparatively advanced age before con- 
tributing to the fund. Any present com- 
parison of the annuities paid and the 
contributions received must therefore be 
very misleading. If the fund is to he 
permanently solvent, the amount of the 
annuities paid out of it in the early years 
of its existence is necessarily very much 
less per annum than the amount accruing 
to it from the teachers’ contributions, 
But the assets and liabilities of the fund 
are now the subject of an actuarial in- 
quiry in accordance with the statutory 
provision, and the Report of this inquiry 
will, in due course, be laid before Parlia- 
ment. The balance of the fund is 
invested, under Section 3 (3) of The 
Elementary School Teachers (Superannua- 
tion) Act, 1898, by the National Debt 
Commissioners in any securities in which 
money held by the Commissioners on 
account of savings banks may be invested. 


Revenue from Postage to Hong Kong-- 
Subsidy to Canadian Pacific Railway. 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston): To 


ask the Postmaster-General what was the 


‘amount of postage collected last year 


upon the letters sent to Hong Kong trom 
this country via Canada ; and what is the 
annual subsidy paid by the British tax- 
payer to the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company for carrying such letters. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
amount of the postage collected on corre- 
spondence other than parcels sent from 
the United Kingdom to Japan and China 
via Vancouver during the year 1906 is 
roughly estimated at £7,000. To this 
should be added £1,400, the British share 
of the postage on parcels, and a sum of 
about £3,000 received for the convey- 
ance of foreign and Colonial mails. The 
annual subsidy payable to the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company is £60,000, of 
which £15,000 is contributed by Canada. 
Under the new contract this payment 
covers the conveyance of mails for all 
places, and not only for Japan and China. 
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Hong Kong Mails. | of Education who will be the representa- 
Mr. HAROLD COX: To ask the | tives appointed by the Board under the 
ostmaster-General what is the time | scheme for the governing body of the new 
iaken by the mail from London to Hong | Technical College at South Kensington. 
Song via the Suez Canal as compared | 
vith the time taken ria Canada ; and what (Answered by Mr. McKenna.) Until 
s approximately the weight of letters the charter, which will provide among 
ent by the former route as compared | other things for the constitution of the 
vith the latter. governing body, has been granted, it 
would be improper for me to make any 
statement on the matter. ; 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Bucton.) The 
ime occupied in ihe transmission of mails 
o Japan and China by British services| Teachers and the Workmen’s Compen- 
iw Vancouver and riv Suez is as follows— sation Act. 





Vil Satiaiitie Vig Wig | Vis ‘OUNT VALENTIA (Oxford) : To 
a i oe ie _ | ask the President of the Board of Educa- 
“ie Yokohama ai days. 36 days. tion on whom the responsibility falls to 
» Shanghai =e 31 yy | compensate teachers of voluntary schools 
, Hong Kong 30 ,, ws 


| under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
A longer period is occupied when the | !906, the managers or the local education 
nails are despatched viv Suez by other | authority. 
than British services. The weights of | 
the mails sent by the two routes by all]. (Answered hy ir, McKenna.) The 
ervices during the year 1906 were as liability jor paying compensation to 
pllows— y | teachers in voluntary schools under the 
| Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 
| falls, by Section 1 of that Act, on the 
/employer. The employer is defined by 
Mr. HAROLD COX: To ask the | Section 13 as including any body of 
; | persons corporate or unincorporate and 
the legal personal representative of a 
deceased employer. I have no authority 
vhat is the number of mail services civ | % decide who is the employer of a 
(Canada ; and what is the net annual cost | teacher in a voluntary school within the 
the British taxpayer of the two sets | ™#™"8 of this section. 
if services respectively, after deducting | 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Via Vancouver. Via Suez. 
187,100 Ibs. 629,100 lbs. 


Postmaster-General what is the number of 
nail services per annum from this country 
to Hong Kong via the Suez Canal, and 





: ‘ 5 Navy Estimates—Vote 9—Guns in 
lecelpts trom postage. Reserve. 


‘oe ; | Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): To 
(duswered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) | a the Secretary to the Admiralty 
there are seventy-eight despatches of | whether the provision made under Vote 
atter mails ner annum from this countly |g of the Estimates for 1907 and 1908, 
4 Hong Kong by British, French, and for completing the heavy guns for the 
erman packets, and thirteen via Canada. | a moured ships included in the 1905-6 
; is impossible, even in the case of the programme, and for advancing those for 
ervice by British packets, to separate the the armoured ships laid down in 1906-7, 
ost of the service to Hong Kong from | includes provision for completing or 
he cost of the service generally, nor, 1 advancing guns to be held in reserve. 

hat could be done, would the deduction ; i 

it postage receipts give a true indication (Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
bf the net cost, since these receipts have : 
o meet also the cost of the inland 
handling and conveyance of the corre- 
spondence, and, in the case of the Suez 
route, the cost of conveyance by special 
fain across France and Italy. 





The Answer is in the affirmative. 


Navy—Nucleus Crews. 

Mr. NIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether the minimum 
nucleus crew of three-fifths of the full 
Governing Body of New Technical College complement to be carried by battleships 

at South Kensington. and armoured cruisers of the Portsmouth 
Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Black- , and Devonport divisions of the Home 
pool) : To ask the President of the Board | Fleet will include reserves undergoing 
3A 2 
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their training in accordance with the new 
system ; and, if so, in what proportion. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The Answer is in the negative. 


Delay in Completion of Cruisers of the 
“Invincible” Class. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the increased cost set down for 
the new cruisers of the “ Invincible ” 
class in the Navy Estimates is due to 
changes in the design ; and whether there 
will be any delay in the completion of 
these vessels within the arranged period 
of two and a half years of the date of the 
contracts. 


(Answered by Mr, Edmund Robertson.) 
There is no increase in the total cost of 
the three vessels of this class, and there 
is no reason to doubt they will be com- 
pleted in the contract time. 


Importation into Canada of German 
Cultery described as ‘‘ Sheffield.” 

Sm EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that large quantities of 
felt and cutlery made in Germany, and 
improperly marked “Sheftield,” have 
recently been imported into Canada ; 


whether any such goods so marked are | 


imported into this country ; and whether 
any, and, if so, what steps are taken by 
the Board of Trade to prevent the 
importation of such goods into this 
country. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) With 


regard to the first part of the hon. | 


Member's Question, my attention has 


been called to various paragraphs which | 
o 


have recently appeared in newspapers, 
and I am causing inquiry to be made on 
the subject. As regards the latter portion 
of the Question, I have no reason to 
suppose that goods marked in the manner 
suggested are imported into this country, 
but I am in communication with 
Commissioners of Customs, who have full 
power to detain imported goods bearing 
false indications of origin. If the hon, 


Member will inform me as to any specific 
instances which have come within his own 
knowledge, I will cause immediate inquiry 
to be made into the matter. 
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| Relation of Retired Colonial Governors ” 
to Commercial Interests of Colonies. Ch 
Sir F. BANBURY (City of London); § blis 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for J can 
the Colonies if he will lay upon the § mat 
Table a copy of the circular recently eat 

issued concerning the relation of retired 

Colonial governors to the commercial § *) 
interests of Colonics with which they may 21 
have been connected. ey 
rd 

(Answered by Mr, Churchill.) A copy § of tl 
of the circular will be laid. Badu 
Insi 

Trinidad Labourers Contract for Work on @ :he 
the Panama Canal. ag 

Sir F. BANBURY: To ask the Mf dela 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies § Ame¢ 
if he will lay upon the Table a copy J she 
of the contract under which Trinidad § yore 
labourers have undertaken to work on Men 
the Panama Canal. Oppe 
have 

(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The & rca) 
'Secretary of State will request the MM ‘elt i 
Governor of Trinidad to furnish him with ff peas 
a copy of the contract, which I will lay § —th 
upon the Table when received. had 
caligeien past, 

ment 

SUPPLY (CIVIL SERVICES AND RE. @ and 
VENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES), repre 
Order for Committee read. the c 
decla: 
| Motion made, and Question proposed, § defe: 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the ff above 
Chair.” anjus 
respe 
*Mr. SPEAKER ruled that an Amend- § educa 
ment by the hon. Member for Mont-§ King 
gomery Boroughs raising the question § sduca 
of the disestablishment of the Church in § so edi 
Wales was out of order, because it would § nachi 
require legislation to carry out the pro- ff vortio 
posals of the hon. Member, and legisla-§§ specti 
tion could not be discussed upon Supply. js, 6 
justifi 
Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs): fof wh 
With all submission to your ruling, Sir, J Chief 
may I ask whether, since every Member foccupi 
for Wales is pledged to put this matter J was nx 
‘first on his programme, it is impossible to Bhe wor 
bring it under the application of the but sti 
principle of redress before Supply ! No do 
alread: 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member fof var 
may ballot or bring in a Bill, but thefland b: 
question is not relevant to Supply as] that i 
there is no Vote in the Civil Service} palling 
| Estimates relating to this matter, The} of the 
change 
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blishel by legislation, and legislation 


sannot be discussed in Supply ; the two | 


matters do not come within the same 
pategory. 


*Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) 
n moving to leave out from the word 
‘That,” to the end of the Question, in 
yrder to add the words “in the opinion 
f this House, the provision for primary 


sducation in Ireland is insufficient and | 


insatisfactory, and that the interests of 
che Irish people have been and are suffer- 
ng most ruinous injury from the long 
lelay ix applying a remedy,” said the 
Amendment was one in regard to which 
she people of Ireland were in common 
wreement ; so also he believed were the 
Members of that House, seeing that the 
Opposition Whip, from whom they might 
have anticipated some disagreement in 
regard to concessions to Ireland, had not 
‘elt it his duty to issue a whip on that 
occasion. Primary education in Ireland 
—the topic on which he had to speak— 
had been shamefully neglected in the 
past, and a demand for its better treat- 
ment was made by persons of all classes 
and all creeds in that country. At 
representative meetings in all parts of 
the country resolutions had been carried 
declaring the present system to be 
defective, the management costly, and 
above all that the Government was 
unjust and illiberal to Ireland in this 
respect as compared with its support of 
education in other parts of the United 
Kingdom. For every £1 spent on 
aducation in England, 17s. was devoted 
‘0 education proper and 3s. upon official 
nachinery ; while in Scotland the pro- 
vortions were 16s. 2d. and 3s. 10d. re- 
spectively, and for Ireland 13s. 6d. and 
is. 6d. Did not those figures afford 
justification for the resolution, the terms 
of which he had quoted? The present 
Chief Secretary for Ireland had not 
occupied his present position long ; it 
was not perhaps the most important one 
he would fill in the course of his career, 
but still it was one of great importance. 
No doubt the right hon. Gentleman had 
already investigated the administration 
of various branches of his Department, 
and by that time he must have found 
that in all of them there was an ap- 
palling neglect of the best interests 
of the country and that some radical 


change was needed. He sincerely hoped | 
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Church in Wales can only be disesta- | 
| to make some announcement that day in 


| Department 
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the right hon. Gentleman would be able 


regard to primary education which would 
prove his appreciation of the urgency 
of the matter. There was indeed no 
of Irish administration 
where the consequences of the defects to 
which he had alluded had been so 
disastrous as in the Education Depart- 
ment. The Irish administration was not 
entirely at fault. The Government of 
the United Kingdom was largely to 
blame by reason of the unequal financial 
treatment it extended to Ireland. All 
Irish wrongs were deeply rooted in the 
past, although perhaps the wrong in 
regard to education did not date so far 
back as some others. In 1891 a special 
grant in aid of education was made in 
respect of the burden placed upon the 
people by compulsory education, a grant 
of 10s, per unit of attendance in all 
schools in England, and corresponding 
grants were made to Scotland and 
Ireland in proportion to their contribu- 
tion to the Imperial Exchequer. That 
proportion worked out eighty parts to 
England, eleven to Scotland, and nine to 
Ireland. But if Ireland had obtained 
her share of the grant oa the basis of 
attendance at school, she would have 
received one-twentieth more than she 
actually did receive for several years. 
Mr. Goschen was Chancellor of the 
Exchequer at the time, and he was asked 
by the hon. Member for Mid. Lanark to 
change the method of payment and to 
pay both Scotland and Ireland on the 
hasis of attendance. He replied that, in 
view of the different educational circum- 
stances of the three parts of the Kingdom, 
complications would undoubtedly ensue 
if the grant to Ireland was based on 
attendance at schools, instead of on 
the same principle as the Probate 
Grant, 7.¢., in proportion to the contribu- 
tions of each country to the Imperial 
revenue. A few days later Mr. Goschen 
stated there was some doubt with regard 
to Ireland, and he was prepared to give 
her the benefit of the doubt, she being the 
poorer country. But Mr. Goschen’s 
successors found that a time had arrived 
when such a distribution would be favour- 
able to Ireland, and in the year 1897 the 
change was made. By that time com- 
pulsory attendance at school had told its 
tale in England. In five years the 


‘attendances had increased by 1,500,000, 


and in Scotland by 160,000, whereas in 
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Ireland there had been a decrease of 
5,000. If the contribution to Irish 
education had been continued’ on 
the basis of contribution to revenue it 
would have told in favour of Ireland. 
That would have been too good a thing 
to expect, although at that time it had 
been discovered by the Royal Commission 
on Financial Relations that Ireland was 
contributing one-ninth of the total revenue 
of the United Kingdom more than she 
ought to be called upon to pay. A new 
shuftle was therefore made, and the 
attendance of pupils at schools was made 
the standard of all three countries, not- 
withstanding Mr. Goschen’s statement 
that the circumstances of the countries 
differed. The British Exchequer had to 
he saved, and therefore irish education 
must be starved. What were the cir- 
cumstances which accounted for the dif- 
ference between Ireland and Great 
Britain! Passing by historical reasons, 
the effect of foreign rule and its effect upon 
character which developed carelessness 
as to education with the consequent 
non-attendance of children at school, and 
without dwelling upon the unsuitability 
of the teaching in the schools with its 
cold Saxon flavour, he would call atten- 
tion to the hard fact of the poverty 


of the country produced by a con- 
stant economic drain of her wealth. 
That economic drain was_ traceable 


to two causes—to the exorbitant rents 
extracted by the landlords from their 


tenantry all through the last century,. 


which Parliament itself had to inter- 
fere with and to check by legislation ; 


and secondly, the excessive taxation, 
amounting in fifty or sixty years 


to hundreds of millions sterling. That 
drain still continued; there was no re- 
cuperative power in the country; it 
could not be expected any more than it 
could be expected from an invalid who had 
a quantity of blood drawn from his body 
every day. Under these circumstances 
the Irish poor scholar was not like the 
happy English child of whom he was 
compelled to read: he was ill-clad and 
ill fed, living remote from the schoolhouse 
—cold, cheerless and insanitary, as he 
would show— and he submitted that 
under these circumstances to insist on 
equality of attendance with the highly 


favoured children of England and Scot- . 


land was a palpable injustice—and more- 
over an injustice which was a wrong of 
their own making, and by which, there- 
Mr. John O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} Revenue Depts. Estimates), 
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fore, they had no right to benefit. But 
in 1897 the basis on which the grant was 
made was changed, and 10s. per unit of 
attendance was the standard applied to 
Ireland. In consequence of that change, 
down to the year 1905-6, Irish education 
lost £263,000. The right hon. Gentle. 
man the Member for Dover was the first 
to recognise that the attendance of chil. 
dren was an unjust standard to apply to 
Ireland, and in the Ireland Development 
Grant Act he adopted the standard of 
population. That standard should be 
applied all round. In the Estimates of 
last year England received a grant of 
£13,139,600, or 91:2 pence per head of 
the population. Scotland’s grant was 
£1,972,128, or 100-1 pence per head of 
the population, and [reland’s grant was 
£1,393,223, or 76:2 pence per head of 
the population. If Ireland’s grant had 
been made on a population basis, she 
would have received, on the English 
scale of 91:2 pence per head, £269,815 
more than she received last year, and if 
it had been calculated on the Scottish 
scale of 100°1 pence per head, she would 
have received £434,290 more than she 
received last year. They claimed that 
the population basis was the only just 
one. It had been accepted by the House 
in regard to the Development Grant, and 
if abandoned for one thing it ought to 
be abandoned all round. He would like 
to bring his figures up to date. The 
increase in school grants had been for 
England in the last two years, 
£744,270 ; Scotland, £205,264 ; and 
for Ireland, £16,639. Perhaps _ the 
House would allow him to __ present 
the matter another way. Since 1901- 
1902 the increase in English school 
grants had been 73 per cent. In Scotland 
the increase had been 51 per cent. ; and 
in Ireland 1-5 per cent. It was not fair 
to inflict an imjury upon the Irish 
children and teachers on account of a 
sparse attendance which was the result of 
an artificial poverty produced by Eng- 
land’s wrongs. The whole system of grants 
for Irish education must be changed 
if justice was to be done. All that he 
had said dealt with the school grant, and 
before he departed from the financial 
aspect of the question, he could not help 
referring to the Irish Development 
Grant. That grant, created anew by an 
Act of Parliament passed by the 
right hon. Member for Dover, was 
before that time called the Equivalent 
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Grant. It was a grant given under 2 
Edward, Chapter 42, and it was converted 
into what was now called the Develop- 
ment (‘rant of Ireland. When the amount 
was fixed, the grant in aid in England, of 
which it was the equivalent, was 
£1,400,000, and it was now £2,485,000. 
In England the grant was constantly 
increasing, but in Ireland it was a fixed 
juantity no matter how taxation fluctu- 
ated. No matter how much Ireland 
might contribute to the Imperial Exche- 
juer, she got no more in respect of the 
Development Grant. A Question was 
uldressed the other day with respect to 
the grant, and the Chief Secretary said 
he did not see his way to reopen the 
juestion. He would have to reopen 
it. It was imperative that he should. 
He had a second observation to make 
with regard to the grant. No part 
of the corresponding grant made for 
England was used for any purpose other 
than education, and he wished to call the 
attention of the Chief Secretary and 
particularly of the Financial Secretary 
to tae ‘Treasury to the fact that 
immediately following the grant in aid 
under the Act of 1902 which he had 
stated was £2,485,000 and which 
was this year increased by £11,000, 
was a grant of £100,000, “ special 
provision for new schools.” He wanted to 
know under what Act that was made. 
Was it under the 2 Edward or under 
the Act creating the Aid grant? Was 
itfor buildings ? It was an entirely new 
grant, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
would be good enough to tell him how it 
came to be included in that Estimate he 
would be thankful. He wanted to know 
where they were in respect of the Lrish 
Development Grant. If it were for 
muildings, why was it not in the Public 
Works Department! As he did not get 
any reply from the right hon. Gentle- 
man., he assumed that the special 
provisions for new schools meant for 
buildings. The £100,000 was not for 
education, it was for schools. Was that 
8)? If it was not for education how did 
it come to pass that the Irish Develop- 
ment Grant was charged with £25,000 
this year for the purpose of building 
schools ! £70,000 had been granted for 


the past two years for the purpose of 
building a training college in Marl- 
borough Street. 
justified. 


That sum could not be 
If it were under the Act of 
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2 Edward they ought to be told so. 
Again, if it were for buildings then they 
also ought to be informed of it. He 
found charged against the [rish Develop- 
ment Grant the sum of £15,000 for 
Merlborough Training College and 
£25,000 for National School Buildings. 
He was sure these items would need 
some explanation. He also found grants 
for the training of teachers and main- 
tainance grant £396,245, an increase of 
£53,486 ; that was an item which was 
separately charged in the English Esti- 
mates, but placed against the Irish 
Development Grant, and he would like 
to know on what ground these corre- 
sponding items were differently treated in 
the two Estimates. Under what Act had 
that figure been inserted! Then, again, 
they had the building grants for training 
colleges, etc., £150,000, or £135,000 more 
than last year. What were all these 
for? If they were for the purposes of 
primary education, then similar or 
corresponding items ought not to appear 
against the Irish Development Grant ; 
hecause it was passed to enable the 
Lord-Lieutenant to apply the sum of 
£185,000, (a’ for the purpose of educa- 


tion and (b) for economic develop- 
ment and transit facilities. Were the 
items he had read out for economic 


development ? Were they for transit 
facilities? No. Were they for educa- 
tion? They could not be, because they 
did not charge corresponding items to 
English education. What was there in 
Irish Departments, and especially in this 
Department, that they should be treated 
so differently ? He could not account for 
it except on the principle that “To him 
who hath much shall be given and who- 
soever hath not from him shall be 
taken even that which he seemeth 
to have.” The Chief Secretary the 
other day said he did not see his 
way to re-open the question of the 
Irish Development Grant; but last 
vear the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
in reply to the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford, said that he would see, 
in educational matters in particular—in 
which Ireland had a real grievance—that 
Irish funds were not unduly encroached 
upon, and that the Imperial Exchequer 
should contribute all they could be 
expected to contribute in justice to the 
Ireland. Surely 
would his 


special interests of 


the Chief Secretary see 
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way in course of time to re-open 
the question. If £185,000 for Ire- | 


land was in 1902 the equivalent of a_ 
grant of £1,400,000 for England, then, 
if it went on in like proportion it should | 
now be £328,475. There was thus a | 
continuing loss to Ireland, and the right | 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover 
was responsible for it. He no doubt had 
his defence, but the loss of hundreds of 
thousands to Irish education was a 
continuing loss, ever increasing in ratio 
to the increase in the English Grant. 
The Member for Dover, in fixing the 
amount, said that money was being wasted | 
on ill-considered projects, and elementary | 
education was not levelled up to the 
necessary standard. Money was lavished | 
on intermediate education, and money was | 
thrown away. That, however, was not | 
the opinion of the National Board of 
Education in Ireland, for they, at the 
same time, were writing to the Treasury | 
saying— 

“That an equivalent grant for the purposes 
of education amounting to £185,000 per annum 
was passed for Ireland in 1902, but that it had 
been converted, and the consequence was that | 
that immense grant which might have placed 
Irish primary education on a satisfactory 
footing had been of a positive disadvantage to 
Ireland.” 

The Irish Development Grant from the 
very start had heen a mockery to Ireland. 
Its provisions were first that the money | 
should be applied to education, and 
secondly, to economic development and 
transit facilities in Ireland. ‘The Report 
of last December did not show a 
penny spent for educational  pur- | 
poses save a few items for building | 
Marlborough Street Training Schools | 


and £28,000 for assistant teachers. 
But where had the rest gone? 
It had gone to the flotation of the 


Irish Land Fund in order to buy out 
the Irish landlords. Section 38 of the 
Land Act, 1903, provided that £50,000 a 
year for four years should be taken for 
the purposes of what was called the 
Land Purchase Fund. Thus, £200,000 
had been swept away. £20,000 per 
annum was given to the Congested 
Districts Board and £5,000 to Trinity 
College subject to certain provisions. That 
was all gone, andeven poor Trinity College 
would lose its £5,000. All the rest was 
guaranteed for loss incurred by issuing 
land stock at a discount. Inroads had 
already been made upon the fund to the 
extent of £70,000 in respect of that issue, | 


Mr, John O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} 


| and any further issue at i2 per cent dis. 
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count would incur a charge upon the 
fund of £3,900 for every £1,000,000 
issued. Let them see how that would 
work out. They had £20,000 for the 
Congested Districts Board, a charge of 
£5,000 for Trinity College, and £70,000 
for discount upon land stock. That 
made in all £95,000 up to the present 
time. In that total he did not take into 
account the £50,000 for four years; he 
assumed that would come back during 
the present year because it would he ex- 
hausted. He assumed also that the 
£70,000 for land stock was charged on 
little over £20,000,000 issued. The issue 


_had been at the rate of £7,000,000 a year. 


Supposing the Government issued at 
the same rate of £7,000,000 a vear that 
would make £27,000 a year, and in three 
years there would be an additional charge 
of £81,900 per year. Bui there was only 
£90,000 already available. In three 


| years therefore they would be left with 
| £8,100 that would be gone in a little time, 


and where was the equivalent grant for 
Irish education? Where was the equiva- 
lent grant for the facilities of transit and 
economical development, and poor Trinity 
College’s £5,000? All the money 
had gone to the landlords, and he was 
not surprised that the right hon. Member 
for Dover's noble friend (Lord Erne) had 
said— 

‘“‘ The landlords of Ireland should never for- 
get that Mr. Wyndham was the only Chief 
Secretary of modern times who had troubled 
his head about them ; and had worked like a 


| slave to bring legislation favourable to their 
| Interests. 


It was only due to Mr. Wyndham 
that they should give him tuis recognition.’ 


He (Mr. O'Connor) had said that the 
Irish Development Grant was a mockery, 


| when it was introduced by the right hon. 


Gentleman the Member for Dover, in 
1903. It, however, would have been 
more honest if a Bill had been introduced 
containing only one clause. And if he 
had been asked to draft it he would 
have drafted it as follows: “That a 
certain sum of money, namely, £185,000, 
hitherto granted to Ireland out of the 
Imperial Exchequer for the purpose of 
primary education as equivalent to 
certain other sums granted to Great 
Britain for similar purposes shall be i 
the future applied to the veliet of the 
Irish Exchequer in its efforts to provide 
Irish landlords who may sell their 
estates to their tenants at three years 
purchase more than their estates are 
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The Irish Development Grant 
had gone. There was no need to say any 
more about it. In a few years it would 
cease to exist, and in the name of the 
Irish people he demanded that day an 
equivalent grant to be placed on the Esti- 
mates every year according to full 
measure. He demanded that a further 
sum, by way of damages, should be forth- 
coming for loss in the past, and the 
Estimates made out accordingly in the 
future. He now had to say a few 
words about building grants, and here 
he was quite sure he would have the 
sympathy and the support of the Chief 
Secretary who, in a speech a short while 
ago, said it would take a million of money 
to put Irish schools in order. In former 
years grants were made for building im- 
provements by the Board of Education, 
and the Board of Works prepared the esti- 
mates. But the usual niggardliness and 
cheeseparing went on, grumbling at the 
proportion of cost given to managers, 
until finally a proposal was made to shift 
the burden on to the good old pack-horse 
the Irish Development Grant. In a 
Report issued by the Board of National 
Education last year they found the 
following — 


worth.” 


“Since the voting of the Development Grant 
the Treasury have repeatedly proposed that 
building claims should be placed upon it, and, 
when it was evident that it was well-nigh 
exhausted by non-educational services that 
the rates should be charged.” 


The Board of Education had _ been 
corresponding with the Treasury for fully 
ten years upon the subject, and they laid 
before them revised plans ; those revised 
plans had been under consideration for 
the past four years. On page 7 of the 
Report they came across the following 
paragraph— 

“The revised plans and estimates for school 


Huilding have now been under consideration 
for nearly four years, and we regret to state 


that so far from a decision having been arrived | 


at the aspect of the questicn is even more 
serious than when we called attention in our 
Reports for 1903 and 1904 to the prolonged 
delay in its settlement. All grants for the 
building and improving of the national school- 
houses have been suspended since August, 
1905, and as the Treasury have recently 
attached certain conditions impossible of 
acceptance by us, to their promise of funds for 
this service, it would seem as if the resumption 
of the rewarding of aid has been postponed 
indetinitely.” 
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Then, again, later on, in the Report, 
they stated — 


“Such is the deplorable position in which 
the question of building grants has been left 
after a discussion which has been carried on 
for ten years. During this long period, although 
in England and Scotland the principles of 
school architecture have been constantly im- 
proved, and buildings have been erected to 
suit the needs of any extended curriculum, 
Irish schools, which were in a much more 
unsatisfactory state, have been restricted to 
plans which suited the ideas of half a century 
ago. Insufficient floor space, insufficient seat- 
ing accommodation, insufficient class-roems, 
and no provision for encouraging cleanliness 
and sanitation by means of the simplest form 
of Javatories—such are the features of the 
Irish schools,” 


Continuing, the Commissioners stated 
that, inorder to enable them to deal with 
the large number of cases that had accu- 
mulated in consequence of the practical! 
suspension of grants during the past four 
years, it was necessary that the sum of 
£100,000 per annum should be placed at 
their disposal for the next five years, and 
after that date a reduced sum, whic! 
could be decided upon beforehand, should 
be voted each year in the Estimates. 
That was the opinion of the Commissioners 
of National Education in lreland. But the 
ChiefSecretary went one better, for he told 
his constituents that the Board of Educa 
tion in Ireland demanded not £500,000 
but £1,000,000. If the House would allow 
him, he would like to read a few passages 
from the reports of inspectors of the 
schools during the time the discussion 
had been going on, with a view to show- 
ing how the children of Ireland had been 
faring during that ten years correspon- 
dence. In 1897 the inspector of the North 
Dublin District, Mr. Purser, said— 

‘‘TIt is not an extravagant supposition that 
a large part of the sickness among the children 
of the country is brought on by badly-ventilated 
school-houses, combined with want of due 
warmth in wet and cold weather. It is down- 
right cruelty to have a school-room for the 
poorly-clad children so cold that an inspector, 
even with a heavy overcoat on, feels chilled in 
hands and feet.” 
Mr. Sullivan, head inspector of the 
Galway District, in 1897, said— 


“It is painful to see—as an inspector cannot 
fail to see—little groups of bare-footed boys 
and girls, miserably clad, trying to make their 
way, on a winter's morning, to the neighbour- 
ing school. In such cases one hopes that the 


| school-room, when reached, may make these 








1383 


poor children warm and comfortable. Un- 
fortunately, that is not the case. My experi- 
ence, and it is extensive, is that the school-room 
which awaits most children, after their walk 
over bleak roads or paths, is a cold and cheer- 
less apartment. Some sods of turf have been 


Supply (Civil Services and 


placed on the hearth and lighted, but as yet ! 


they give no heat, nothing but a mass of 
smoke. One day last January—and this day 


of the school may be taken as typical of many , 


others—I was examining in such a cheerless 
room as that which I have above described. 
As the children came in they sat--quiet, melan- 
choly, and miserable-looking—in the desks. 


I was glad to keep on my overcoat, and [ also | 


had the advantage of moving about.” 
Dr. Beatty, senior inspector, 
townards District, said in 1899-— 


New- 


“ Another most serious defect arises from the 


almost indecent, and, with little doubt. un- | 


sanitary po-ition of the out-oflfices. Their 
restricted use is sowing the seeds of disease in 
after life. The school-houses, no doubt, help 
the work of disease. I can count up fourteen 
monitors who have retired through ill-health, 
and have, I imagine, all sinee died. Two 
young monitors, employed in an over crowded 
school, have died within a year.” 


Dr. Moran, senior inspector, Belfast 
District, said in 1900— 

**Out-otlices, instead of being an advantage, 
are, in some instances, a dangerous source of 
disease and death.” 


Mr. Hynes, senior 
Cireuit, said in 1903 - 
“A considerable percentage of the school- 
houses must still be described as bad. Some 
are mere hovels, and were never suited for 
teaching purposes. The sanitary condition of 
the premises too often calls for complaint. 
This is particularly the case in the country 


inspector, Dublin 


schools, where very frequently the clearing of | 
the cess-pits is neglected, probably because | 


the cost of having it done devolves on the 
teacher, which is most unreasonable.” 
Mr. Hogan, senior inspector, Dundalk 
District, said in 1903 

“A common feature is the bareness of 
whitewashed walls, unrelieved by pictures, 
charts, or maps. The furniture is old and 
meagre, desks notched and unsteady, easels 
broken, no clock, and insufficient black boards, 
Fuel is generally supplied by the pupils and 
teachers jointly ; there is often scarcity at the 
beginning of the cold weather, and I recently 
met with cases where no fire was lighted at 
ten o’clock.” 
He apologised for having read _ these 
extracts at such length, but what an irony 
it was tor the National Board under these 
circumstances to address a rule to the 
school teachers that they must promote, 
by precept and example, cleanliness, neat- 
ness, and decency, and to do this the 
teachers must set an example of cleanli- 
ness and neatness in their own persons. 

Mr. John O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Were they speaking of a land inhabited 
| by barbarians, or of a poor and civilised 
‘country which had enjoyed the benefit 
| and blessings of British Government for 
| 600 or 700 years? Or were they speak- 
ing of a poor country which was allied 
to a rich one that extracted from its 
poorer neighbour no less than £10,000,000 
a year in taxation, of which £3,000,000 
had been declared to be in excess of the 
amount it ought to receive? If he were 
an Englishman he would say, “The 
character of my country, such as it is, is 
at stake ;” being an Irishman, he said the 
health of the young people of Ireland was 
at stake, the health of the men and women 
of the future was in danger, the health 
of the teachers in the schools was in 
jeopardy. He called upon those respon- 
sible for the Irish government to see to 
it. He called upon the Irish Chief 
Secretary to stand up to the Treasury 
and compel it to do _ its duty 
to the country which it robbed without 
scruple. He had referred to the teachers ; 
it was now his duty to call attention to 
their condition as briefly as possible. 
The first observation he had to make 
was that the salaries of the teachers in 
Ireland compared most unfavourably with 
those of their fellows on this side of the 
channel. Why should that be so? Was 
their work inferior or of less importance ? 
He submitted that it was not, and 
upon that submission he called as a 
| Witness the right hon. Member for Dover, 
who on Ist April, 1903, said— 

| ‘The national teachers of Ireland have 
; nobly sacrificed many of the ambitions of 
/ manhood in order to provide opportunities to 
others to win prizes that they deny to them- 
selves the opportunity of seeking.” 


| The right hon. Member for Dover was 
not the only one who had given that 
excellent character to the teachers of 
Ireland. The late Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, now the Ambassador at Washing- 
ton, paid a high tribute to the quality of 
the Irish teachers, and said that during 
his work on the Commission in the north 
| of England he came across in the schools 
a number of young Irish teachers who, 
attracted by the scale of salaries on this 
side, had placed their services at the 
disposal of the school boards of this 
country. Mr. Bryce said that they were 
men who had the greatest sympathy in 
their work and were constantly obtaining 
‘the greatest success in this country. 
iHe had said that the salaries of 
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teachers in Ireland compared  un- 
favourably with those of their fellows on 
this side of the Channel. He saw from 
the Parliamentary Return issued in 1906 
that the average scale of the principal 
teachers was as follows :—England : men, 
£160 15s. 9d.; women, £109 13s. 6d. ; 
Scotland : men, £179 6s.; women, £90 6s. ; 
Ireland: men, £102 19s. 6d.; women, 
£82 lls. 9d. The assistant teachers in 
England got: men, £114 17s. 10d.; women, 
£83 12s, 6d. ; Scotland: men, £122 3s. 2d. ; 
women, £75 2s. 10d.; Ireland: men, 
73 2s. 4d.; women, £58 ls. ld. It 
would therefore be observed that an 
assistant teacher in England got a higher 
salary than a principal teacher in Ireland, 
because an assistant teacher in England 
got £114 and the principal teacher in 
lreland £102, while in the case of women 
the assistant teacher in England got £83, 
while the principal teacher in Ireland got 
£82. There appeared to be an enormous 
discrepancy which could only be ascribed 
to the parsimony that characterised 
the management of other departments 
in Ireland. But it must not be sup- 
posed that many of the Irish teachers 
got a larger salary by the change in the 
system from payments by results to a 
fixed salary. A change was made a short 
time ago by which payment by results 
was done away with and a fixed salary 
substituted, but all principal teachers were 
not to have £102 a year. Henceforward 
a principal teacher would begin his 
career at a salary of £56, or if a woman 
at £44. Was that an incentive to any 
young man or young woman to adopt 
the teaching profession as a career? In 
this country a bricklayer’s labourer in 
constant work would earn double the 
amount in wages, while an ordinary 
mechanic would have much more than 
double. It might be said that the 
teachers in Ireland would rise to a good 
position. No doubt trained _ principal 
teachers with schools having an attendance 
of seventy or over might have salaries 
upon which they could live. But only 10 
per cent. of the schools in Ireland had an 
attendance of seventy pupils, so that 90 per 
cent. ot the Irish teachers were condemned 
to the lower grade and could not hope to 
obtain the highest salaries. Under the old 
plan of remuneration the teacher of the 
first division of the first class in a school 
with an average attendance of thirty-five 
could rise to the higher position. It was 
hot so He must now have an 


now. 
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attendance of seventy children. What 
was the qualification of the second division 
of the first class? That a teacher must 
have a school with an average attendance 
of fifty. Only 40 per cent. of the schools 
in Ireland had such an attendance, so 
that in 60 per cent. of the schools the 
teachers of first were condemned to the 
second grade, All those schools which had 
an average attendance of under fifty were 
rural schools, and the teachers of those 
schools were therefore condemned to ree 
main in that position all their lives, with 
the result that the pupils attending those 
schools were being taught by men who 
had no incentive whatever to improve the 
teaching of pupils or strive to better their 
own positions in the future. Therefore 
60 per cent. of the schools of Ireland must 
be content with teachers of an inferior 
grade, That was a very serious hardship. 
The teachers who taught in many schools 
under the old arrangement were reduced 
in their status. They would have to 
take a secondary place and lower salaries, 
and it would take them many years to 
regain the position they had in the past. 
On the change being made some were 
placed in a position where no increments 
accrued, so that a large number of 
teachers in Ireland had no increment 
going on to their salaries. Teachers in 
Ireland, if they had good luck, and suc- 
ceeded in pleasing the school inspectors, 
would reach the magnificent salary of 
£127 a year in twenty-seven years, and 
they would reach the maximum of £170 
in thirty-six years. But after forty years 
service they must retire, so that if they 
had good luck and there was no black 
mark against their name, and they 
happened to please all the cranky in- 
spectors that were sent down to the 
schools, they would have four years in 
which to enjoy the noble and magnificent 
position which they had attained by a 
a life’s devotion. But only 10 per cent. 
could attain that position; the rest 
must drag out their lives giving of their 
best, and, to use again the words of the 
right hon. Member for Dover, sacrificing 
many of the “ambitions of manhood in 
order to provide opportunities to others to 
win the prizes that they denied to them- 
selves the opportunities of seeking,” and 
devoting their lives to the public service. 
With regard to those who were in train- 
ing when the change took place, a con 

tract was entered into with them by 


‘the Board of National Education, and 
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before coming to other matters he would 
like to show what that contract was. 


Supply (Civil Services and 


They were bound to sign agreements | 


to follow the teaching profession within 
a certain period; thus they were 


prevented from seeking any post in) 


any other branch of the Civil Service. 


In some training colleges they had to, 
deposit a certain amount of money which | 


was to be forfeited unless they received 
a teaching diploma, and that diploma was 
never granted until after two years 
satisfactory service in a primary school. 


After that, if they passed certain exam- | 


inations in mathematics and _ literary 


standards, they could be placed in the | 
second branch of the first division, and | 


after that they were entitled to be placed 
in the first branch of the division. Those 


in training had specific rights, and those | 
rights weie secured to them by con- | 


tract. That they had such rights was 
recognised, because he 


Commissioners to the effect 
in the case of teachers who 
candidates for promotion, and who had 
received their training in the colleges 
during 1899-1900, special consideration 


would be given to any promotion qualifi- | 


cations to which they would have been 


entitled when fixing their future incomes | 


from the State. That was, 
candidates for promotion already in 
service, and who were not then in train- 
ing, had their rights recognised. 
those rights carried out ? 
teachers then in training and those whohad 
been trained but not appointed to places, 
their rights were completely abolished. 
They were informed that they must 
begin service under the initial salaries of 
the new grade. 
low salaries were a great detriment to 
the service. What was the use of saying 
to a man that at some future time he 


would have a salary on which he could | 


live and thrive! The consequence was 


that there was at the present time a great | 
dearth of candidates for the teaching | 


profession in Ireland. Cardinal Logue 
said last year, in a letter— 

“That they would have no candidates for 
the office «f teacher except such as were 
physically and mentally unfit for anything 
else ; especially in their country schools it 
would become almost impossible to have 
efficient teachers ; and the outlook for primary 
education was very dark indeed.” 


Last year 242 of these young 


teachers, costing Ireland £20,000, had | 


Mr. John O'Connor. 
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found in a) 
note to Rule 200 a passage by the | 
that | 
were | 


that all 


Were | 
In respect of | 


He submitted that the | 
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\left the service and come over 
|to England. He would like to give 
an instance which came under his 
/own observation of a young man who 
left Ireland. Two years ago he was a 
teacher in Dublin at a salary of £56 a 
|year. Had he stayed it would now have 
been £63 a year. He came to London. 
He entered the service of the London 
County Council, and was in receipt of 
£117 a year. This matter of teachers 
and teaching was a national one. Ireland 
must not be left with the refuse. They 
| wanted the best men, men of resource 
and character, to form and equip the 
mind of the Irish youth, to enable them 
to meet and compete with those whom 
| they were bound to meet in foreign 
lands—people who came from foreign 
countries where they were educated and 
where they were not cursed by foreign 
rule. As tothe matter of pensions it was 
an intricate subject, and baving already 
occupied a considerable portion of the 
time of the House he would pass 
it over. But before he concluded he 
must say a word or two on the subject 
of the teaching of Irish. There was 
a great Gaelic revival in Ireland 
which had excited much enthusiasm 
/among the people for the _ restora- 
tion of the ancient language and _ its 
literature. That literature had nearly 
|gone and the Irish language was fast 
|fading away. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary knew that when a 
language was once lost it might be said 
to be lost for ever. Scholars had no 
certainty that they had the proper 
pronunciation of Greek or Latin. When 
languages fell into disuse it was very 
doubtful whether they could ever be 
restored again in their purity. The Irish 
language had had a very hard time of it 
in the past. Laws were made for'idding 
its use, and schoolmasters were for)idden 
under pain of death to teach it. It was 
a capital offence to have a piece of Irish 
manuscript no larger than the palm of 
one’s hand in one’s possession. Manu- 
scripts, under these circumstances, were 
removed to foreign countries where 
strangers now studied the Erse and its 
beauties. Later on, speaking the Irish 
language was discouraged in the schools 
‘under the school boards, and children 
/were punished for using a word in the 
| language of their childhood. They had 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
1 
| 


|been sung to sleep in their mother's 
mother-tongue, but its use was punished 
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as a foul word when used in the presence 
of the master. He had seen the language 
extinguished in two generations. He 
kad known the older people to hold 
their conversation in it, to pray in it and 
to sing init. He had seen their children 
who understood but little of it, and never 
used it. And he had known the grand- 
children whose ears were familiar with 
the soft sounds of the mother tongue, 
but whose minds were blank as to the 
meaning of its words. In that way he 
had seen it recede from the centre of Lre- 
land to the sea, until one had the sad 
feeling that the day was not far distant 
when the last sound of the Irish tongue 
would be lost in the moan of the melan- 
choly ocean. That was the feeling of 
the young men of his day. But a new 
state of things had arisen. ‘The ancient 
tongue had been arrested in ity decay, and 
a new life had been inspired into it. A 
gallant band of enthusiasts had resolved 
that it should live and be restored to 
strength as a living language, not as a 
mere academie study, but as a part of the 
paoples being, and they were succeeding. 
ven the National Board recognised 
the alvantage of the Irish language. 
They — 

“ Are of opinion that in districts where Lrish 
is the home language of the majority of the 
children attending primary schools, instrac- 
tion in Irish and the teaching of English 
through its idioms are of great educational 
importance, and there is at present a strong 
sentiment in favour of Irish on a large scale in 
a large number of primary schools, and the | 
Commissioners believe that the study of a 
language in which the teachers are keenly in- 
terested has an educational value, even though 
strictly speaking it may be considered outside 
the programme of an elementary school.  In- 
struction in Irish as an instrument of mental 
culture for Irish children who speak English as 
their mother tongue, has long been recog- 
nised, 

In this connection, if a second language | 
was an instrument of mental culture, 
here was a second language which alone 
they had the opportunity of using and 
which likewise was the one they wanted, 
and why should obstacles be put in their 


way | Everybody in Ireland was agreed 
that the Irish language was desirable for 
almost everyone, and the only enemy it 


had in the world was the Treasury. 
They entered on a long correspondence 
in 1904-5 in which, of course, the 
Treasury had the best of it. The 


National Board, in the course of the) 
correspondence, recorded their belief in | 


the value of bi-lingual teaching, but at | 
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the same time they surrendered to the 
powers at Whitehall, and what was more, 
they took their beating lying down, like 
the miserable persons the majority of 
them were. In June of last year, a 
grant of some £12,000, which had been 
made in order to assist the teaching of 
Irish, was discontinued. And let the 
House mark how the use of money had 
been accepted by the people of Ireland. 
In 1901 the fees paid for Irish amounted 
to £955 in 109 schools. In 1905, four 
years after, the amount paid for the 
teaching of Lrish in fees was £12,000 
in 1,204 schools. They wanted the grant 
restored—they wanted that £12,000, 
and more if necessary. The equivalent 
of the £100,000 which he spoke of 
a short time ago would be £13,000, 
and they ought to get the equivalent 
of the £100,000 if it was to be given. 
He was sure he addressed sympathetic 
ears when he appealed to the editor 
of Boswell. He knew what the great 
master thought on the subject. Dr. 
Johnson, writing to Charles O’Connor, 
author of a dissertation on the history of 
Ireland over 100 years ago, thanked 
Faulkener, the printer, for the book, and 
solicited O'Connor to prosecute his 
design, stated that Sir William Temple 
complained that the ancient state of 
Ireland was less known than that of any 
other country, and added— 

‘*T have long wished that the Irish literature 
were cultivated. Ireland is known by tradition 
to have been once the seat of piety and 
learning, and surely it would be very acceptable 
to all those who are curious on the origin of 
nations or the affinities of languages, to be 
further informed of the revolution of a people 
so ancient and once soillustrious. I hope that 
you will continue to cultivate this kind of 
learning which has too long been neglected, 
and which, if it be suffered to remain in oblivion 
for another century, may perhaps never be 
retrieved.” 

That was the opinion of a great man, to 
the study of whose character and writings. 
the Chief Secretary had devoted a great 
deal of his very brilliant past. That 
was all he had to say in respect of those 
matters to which he had drawn the 
attention of the House. There were 
many other ways in which Irish education 
had been neglected, but it would be im- 
possible for him in the time at his disposal 
to deal with them all. The teachers had 
many more grievances than those he had 
enumerated. ‘The administration of the 
National Board had many faults which he 
could not now dwell upon. The subject 
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had been brought to the attention of the | 


Government more than once, and many | 
promises had been made in regard to it. 
Last year the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said— 

“ Resistance to the claims of Ireland, or any- 
where else, does not in the long run rest with 
the officials of the Treasury ; eee | 
rests with us, by which I mean it rests with 
the Government of the day. I offer this 


assurance to gentlemen from Ireland, so far as | 
see that in | 
educational matters particularly, in which [| 


my legal powers allow: I will 


think Ireland has a real grievance, Irish funds 


are not unduly encroached upon.” 

That speech was mide in the House of 
Commons in May, 1906. ‘The Attorney- 
General for Ireland, speaking on the 
same occasion, said— 


“Primary education has been neglected in a | 


shameful manner in the past. It calls for 
action as soon as the House ean take it. We 
are face to face witha great financial difliculty. 
If the position of primary education is to be 
improved and the schools are to be properly 
equipped, the teachers properly paid and the 


pupils given proper education, it will mean the | 


expenditure of a large sui of money.” 


Where was that large sum of money ? 
Was it in the Estimates this year? He 
submitted that it was not. They had 
been treated for a long time to promises 
only, 


snowflakes. But they wer 


Like the snowfall on the river, 
A moment white, then melts for ever. 
not be content 


They were going to 


with such promises, more especially when | 


the Government showed no signs of ful- 
filling them. 
tion the Irish Government had followed 


in the old groove of the starvation of Irish | 
The position | 


schools and Irish teachers. 
of the present Government in the matter 
was worse than that of their predecessors, 
because whilst they acknowledged the 
evil, they 
remedy. In conclusion he demanded for 
Ireland equal treatment in all matters 
pertaining to education with England, 
Scotland, and Wales. More especially he 
demanded equality of treatment in regard | 
to money matters. He demanded equiva- | 
lent grants to appear on the Estimates | 
each year in full measure. 
equality of schools by their being raised to | 
a higher degree of comfort than was now | 
their condition. He demanded equality 


of treatment for the teachers by their | to break it as to mend it. 


{COMMONS} 


and they had woes as thick as | 


In the vital matter of educa- | 


had failed to supply the) 


He demanded i 





Revenue Depts. Estimates). 


a wage upon which they could live and 
thrive, and provided with a retiring 
allowance which would enable them to 
end their days in peace and contentment, 
| He begged to move. 











Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.), in second- 
ing the Amendment, said that a devoted 
adherent of a very distinguished man 
whom the Chief Secretary much admired, 
was in the habit of always expressing 
himself after his leader's speech by 
/remarking, “I say ditto to Mr. Burke.” 

After the strong arguments and the 
great detail and the elaborate statement 
to which they had just listened, he felt 
| disposed to remark “I say ditto to the 
'hon, and learned Member for Kildare.” 
The unsatisfactory condition of primary 
education made it necessary, however, 
for him to refer to a few further de- 
|tails. In the first place the way they 
‘had been treated in educational matters 
| illustrated the force of the advice they 
once received when they were told, 
' Don't make a union with us. We 
‘should only unite with you to rob 
you.” Since those days many changes 
had taken place in the system and in 
those who administered and controlled it, 
But he could call up as witnesses, Mr. 
Bryce, the Attorney-General for Lreland, 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whose speeches during the past year 
fully admitted the strongest case that it 
| Was necessary to make in connection with 
primary education. In ten years the 
grant to England had increased by 45 
per cent., to Scotland by 51, while poor 
lreland lagged behind with an increase of 
only 1 per cent. during the same period. 
Even the other night when the House 
held one of the longest sittings on record 
'a Bill was pushed through granting 
£100,000 in connection with English edu- 
cation. Ireland was entitled to, and should 
| receive, an equivalent for that and many 
other sums. The present Chief Secre- 
tary had expressed many good opinions 
in speech and essay, and he had given 
promise of an inclination to act up 
(to them. But it was performance 
that was required in Ireland, especially 
in connection with primary education, 
and when he tried to work the machine 
‘he would find it rusty and disjointed, and 
| the chances were that he would be as likely 
Last Tuesday 


| 
| 
| 
| 


being placed on the same level as their | the right hon. Gentleman wished for unity 
brethren in Great Britain and given in making representations to the Treasury 


Mr. John O'Connor. 
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in connection with marine works. To-’ 


day he 1eed have no such wish in connec- 
tion with primary education. He (Mr. 
Murphy) had been at meetings all over the 
country, and from Belfast to Tipperary, 
and from Castlebar to Wicklow, the repre- 
sentatives of the people were absolutely 
united in their demand. The Catholic 
Archbishop of Cashel, the Protestant 
Archbishop of Dublin, and the Presby- 
terian ministers, were all at one as to 
the backward conditions of the system. 
What had those meetings asked for from 
the Government? They declared that the 
constitution of the Board was bad. They 
illustrated that by naming the last two 
additions, Mr. Bagwell, a Tipperary 
landlord, and Judge Ross, who com- 
plained only a few years ago that the 
business in his Court was so great that he 
could not possibly perform it without assist- 
ance. Other members of the Board were 
Judges and clergymen, and whilst a Judge 
might be very well trained for sitting on 
the bench or sometimes on somebody 
else, he knew little of the real wants of 
the people in this matter of primary 
education. The policy of education was 
not a parchment scroll, but a human 
document, and it could only be dictated 
by a body fully representative of the 


people, the managers, the teachers, and , 


the commercial and working classes. At 
present the Board was neither responsible 
to, representative of, nor responsive to 
the people. It was in the hands of its 
officials. Dr. Starkie seemed its first 
influence. He cultivated the friendship 
of the Catholic managers by declaring 
that they took no interest in education. 
He sympathised with the teachers by 
refusing to give them an audience. He 
described the late Chief Secretary as a 
man who would go down to posterity as 
having clogged the wheels of education 
for a generation, and he was endeared to 
the public by the recollections of his 
Galway record. Around him he had a 
number of inspectors who were prone to 
fault finding, who had the fortunes of 
the teachers at their disposal, and who 
seemed over-anxious with little reason to 
make complaints and difficulties con- 
nected with the teaching profession. It 
was no exaggeration to say that these 
inspectors sometimes swooped down like 
wolves on the schools, and the poor 
teachers whom they met on the way got 
little mercy. The Commissioners thought 


they might get men of experience if. 
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they kept the age limit as of old, 
so they reduced the age for junior in- 
spectors to thirty-five years in order to 
obtain nice, pliable, and inexperienced 
young men. It was only natural that 
Dr. Starkje and these gentlemen should for 
ever be playing tricks with education, and 
foisting new programmes, overcrowded 
and unsuitable, on the teachers. The 
last of those programmes, he was told, 
contained twenty-nine “ etceteras.” They 
looked very harmless, but it should be 
remembered that they gave the young 
inspector, who came into a schoolroom, 
great power of imagination in the way 
of making out that anything in the 
nature of a whim or fancy was contained in 
the magic “ etcetera.” The Commissioners 
and the inspectors seemed to be resolved 
to do all in their power to destroy the 
Irish language, a language in which even 
the late Duke of Argyle admitted there 
was a genuine literature. The fees for 
teaching the language were twenty-eight 
years in existence, but when a new spirit 
came into the people and the amount 
went up by leaps and bonnds in conse- 
quence, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Dublin took those fees 
away. Mr. Bryce promised to restore 
them, and when the Gaelic League sub- 
mitted a reasonable scheme to him, he 
promised to consider it. Nevertheless, 
in the present Estimates those promises 
were not redeemed. The whole country 
Was up in arms about the matter; the 
Irish Government were doing a foolish 
thing in trying to thwart national senti- 
ment, and the Commissioners of Educa- 
tion were doing as bad in permitting 
junior inspectors in Mayo and other 
counties to obstruct the reasonable teach- 
ing of Irish. Then, again, there was the 
question of mathematics and Latin and 
French, which had been extras in the 
programme for thirty-six years, Last 
May the Commissioners told the Chief 
Secretary to say that these matters were 
outside the scope of primary education. 
But would it be believed that at the very 
moment they said so, they made them 
compulsory in the programme they issued 
about that date ? Then there was the ques- 
tion of teachers and their average salaries, 
In England men got £160, in ‘Scotland, 
£179, and in Ireland, £102 19s. 6d. 
Women in England got £109 13s., 
in Scotland, £90 6s., and in Ireland, 
£82 11s. The system of grading, stafting, 
and promotion had been made dependent 
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on attendance and reports from the in- | 
spectors, which made the position of the | 
teacher well-nigh hopeless. The teacher 
had to get three good reports in succes- 
sion before he received any promotion, and | 
when it was remembered that inspectors | 
were changed frequently, and that, 
even the same inspectors were liable to 
changes in their own opinions, it would 
be seen how difficult it was for teachers 
to obtain those reports. The inspectors 
had so many whims and fads that they | 
could only be likened to Secretaries of 
State for War, the last one always 
differing from the methods and procedure 
of his predecessor. The commencing 
salary for a teacher was £56 for a man, 
and £44 for a woman, with a small 
capitation grant of about £7. Was that 
a fair inducement to foster intellect or 
to induce it to serve in the cause of 
primary education! Teachers trained 
in the year 1900 would have double the 
salary under the old rules that teachers 
would now have under the new. A 
further glaring anomaly in connection 
with such teachers was that if a principal 
and an assistant began work in 1900, 
the principal would now have £63 and the 
assistant £72. He would also remind the 
Chief Secretary of the way in which 
teachers’ residences were let, and the 
manner in which teachers were dismissed 
for inetliciency. Whatever way they 
looked at it, the Commissioners could not 
possibly justify their action as to dis- 
missals, They were either careless about 
efficiency before 1902, or unduly harsh 
since. The House had to consider not only 
the teachers who were victimised in this 
way, but the very numerous teachers 
who stood in constant fear of dismissal. 
He instanced the McCurdy case from 
Monaghan. Mr. McCurdy was dis- 
missed after thirty years service, though 
his record was investigated and found 
to be fair, and the school in which 
he taught was declared to be no longer 
required. He did not get a penny com- 
pensation. In the last five years there had 
been 255 dismissals, the number for the 
previous five years being only 82. He 
asked the House to look at the case of 
assistant teachers. They received no in- 
creases of salary, whereas they should 
get increments and be graded. ‘The 
assistant must remain in the third grade 
while he was an assistant, and if ever he 


Supply (Civil Services and 


| 





got the chance of passing to a principal- 
ship he must begin at third grade, 


Mr. Murphy. 
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though his merit might entitle him to 
a far higher position. The question of 
the building of schools was of interest 
to all, and they were glad to see the 
sums voted for that purpose. But there 
was not a word in the Estimates about 
the maintenance of the schools. The 
Report of the Commissioners for 1905-6 
contained numerous proofs about broken 


roofs and windows, about cleaning 
'and heating, about earthen floors, 


and all such matters. Recommendations 


/ had been made time after time to the 


Treasury in connection with them; 
the only practical result up to the present 
time was that the Practical Rules for 
Teachers said that schools should be 
swept and dusted, white- washed and 
heated ; but there was no information 
whatever as to out of whose pockets the 
necessary money was to come. The 
pensions allowed to the national teachers 
averaged £46 for men and £34 for 
women after thirty-five years’ service. 
If they got disabled in the meantime, a 
male teacher got a pension of £11 15s. 
and a female £4 9s. 2d. The Actuarial 
reports supplied to the Treasury on 
this matter ought to have been forth- 
coming as promised before the debate, 
as it would have given the House most 
useful information as to how the fund 
stood, and the manner of putting it into 
proper condition. In Ireland the teachers 
were expected to educate the children 
in the duties of citizenship and _ public 
life, but they were unfitted for doing so 
as far as the Commissioners could make 
them, by the imposition of slavish and 
improper rules as to civil rights. Poets 
and politicians in this country praised the 
«. . . village Hampden, that with dauntless 
breast, 

The Jittle tyrant of his fields withstood.” 
But when it was the case of the village 
schoolmaster in Ireland standing up for 
his fellow-men and the education of their 
children, he was fined and degraded 
by the Commissioners of Education ; he 
was refused an audience to enable him to 
state his grievances, and he had no appeal 
from the report of an inspector, levelled 
against him very often without much 
reason. Nobody objected to the Rule 
88A, which said that teachers were for- 
hidden to engage in any occupation that 
would impair their usefulness as teachers. 
But why should the rule have a lot of 
unnecessary additions hampering and 
restricting the teacher in such a manner 
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as to make him feel that he could not go | 
anywhere or do anything without break- 
ing the restrictions? It was said that | 


there had been no local aid for Irish | 
schools. Well, past Governments, as far | 
as they could do so, destroyed local aid | 
in Ireland. By the Act of 1892, result | 
fees which amounted to £100,000, were | 
destroyed. The Act of i898 destroyed | 
another £25,000 for which local bodies | 
became contributary to primary educa- 
tion. And surely the 5,600  non- | 
vested schools, built by local effort and | 
maintained by it, were worth another | 
£60,000? The fact was that everything | 
about the system of administration by | 
the Commissioners was muddled and | 
confused, and the Treasury used that as | 
an excuse for starving education. The 
right hon. Member for Dover, when Chief 
Secretary tor Ireland, said that evening 
schools and extras would give teachers 
the opportunity of supplementing their | 
incomes. But the Board killed the extras, | 
and the inspectors killed the evening | 
schools as far as they had the power. No | 
doubt the present Chief Secretary for 
Ireland had little to do with the present 
Estimate. But the case that would be 
put before him would force him to con- | 
clude that a supplementary Estimate 
should be provided. Promises in this | 
matter had been held out persistently for | 
years. Let the Chief Secretary tell the | 
House what he could do and when he | 
proposed to do it. Last Tuesday the 
tight hon. Gentleman admitted that the 
development grant had contributed to 
ilmost everything except education | 
ior which it was originally intended. 
lf money meant for education was 
pent in other directions, the Govern- 
nent were bound to supply the deficit to 
mprove education, The recent descrip- 
‘ion of education in this country by the 
ion. Member for the St. Rollox division 
if Glasgow, an ex-Chairman of the London 
vounty Council, was— 


| 





“There is no child, however poor, who may 
lot by dint of industry, obtain the best 
‘dueation the country provides.” 


When they went to Ireland they 
found that no child had any oppor- 
iunity at all. They would expect to 








near from the Chief Secretary, there- 
‘ore, something about proposals by means 
i prizes and scholarships and other 
means to give the children of the poor 
1 chance in Ireland. They would wait 
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anxiously to hear what reform of the Board 
was about to be advanced. The questions 
of the maintenance and the heating of 
schools, of the pay, the promotion, and the 
pension of the teachers, and of their civil 
rights, had been fully and definitely put 
hetore the Irish Government by the Irish 
people. In this matter all Ireland’s 
representatives were united, and they 
spoke for a united Ireland. Moreover, 
they spoke in the interests of the greatest 
asset of the country in the future—the 
children of the people. Aid grants to 
English education had gone on increasing 
by thousands of pounds, while those in 
aid of Irish education had remained 
stationary. That was a direct breach of 
faith in every way, and the claim was 
now put before the right hon. Gentleman 
to apply a remedy in that and other 
respects. The Chief Secretary would 
see how anxiously his words were 
awaited in Ireland from a_ telegram 
which he had received that day from 
Tipperary to the effect that 10,000 
teachers were closely watching the 
proceedings. But it was not only the 
teachers but the entire public—the 
branches of the Gaelic League, and the 
public of Ireland generally, that would 
wait for what the Chief Secretary had 
to If the right hon. Gentleman 
took his courage in his hands and tackled 
the question in a satisfactory manner, 
he would be doing that which would 
bring as much credit to himself, and as 


sav. 


| much advantage to Ireland, as any matter 
that he could handle, except the great 
question of self-government itself, because 
improved primary education would cause 
a new light to sit in the eves of the children 
of the people, and show them the way to 
grapple with problems that required 
to be dealt with for the improvement of 
their 
native land. 


own future and that of their 


Amendment propose !— 


‘*To leave out from the word ‘that,’ to the 


end of the Question, in order to add the words 


in the opinion of this House, the provision 


for primary education in Ireland is insufficient 
and unsatisfactory, and that the interests of 
the Irish people have been and are suffering 
most ruinous injury from the long delay in 
applying a remedy.’ ”—(J/r. John O’ Connor.) 


Question proposed, «That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part cf 
the Question.” 


3B 
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399 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wextord, 


N.) said that his hon. friends had spoken 
with such great ability that there was 
little for him to However, he 
wished to state that this was a question in 
which he had always taken a deep 
interest. His own belief was that 
it was a question which could be 
very easily settled, because it was largely 
a question of money, and of the details 
of administration, which could be rectified. 
One of the first points which had been 
raised was the teaching of Irish. The 
Treasury for the purposes of economy 
abolished the teaching of Irish in 
[Irish schools a year or so ago, and thereby 
saved some £12,000 or £13,000 a vear. 
There was a certain amount of excite- 
ment over the matter, and speeches were 
made in the House in regard to it. But 
that was not the only matter about which 
the Irish Members had to complain, 
although some explanation ought to be 
siven as to why the grants for teaching 
[rish in Irish schools were withdrawn. Was 
the economy of £12,000 or £13,000 worth 
all the trouble taken by the Department ? 
In view of the fact that everybody in 
Ireland was anxious that the ancient 
language should be revived, and that the 
£12,000 or £13,000 had given a stimulus 
to the teaching of Irish, he was sure that 
if the Chief Secretary looked into it he 
would, acting in the spirit of his pre- 
decessor, allow those fees to be restored. 
Until they were restored he ‘was sure 
there would be no peace on the question. 
Another matter to which he wished to 
call attention was the condition of the 
teachers, which was the most important 
part of the education difficulty in Ireland. 
[here was no more deserving hedy of 
public servants in Ireland than the 
national school teachers, and none who 
had served their country so faithfully 
and so well and got so bad a return 
for their services They were miserably 
paid and received a miserable pension, 
while the work upon which they were 
engaged was exceedingly important. 
There was, indeed, hardly anything more 
important than the education of the 
children in the primary schools. It 
was not easy work, and the task was a 
thankless one. These men were under a 
considerable disadvantage in regard to 
State aid as compared with their brethren 
in Scotland and England, in which 
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say. 


countries the State made very large 
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contributions towards the salaries and 
pensions of both male and female 
teachers. He hoped that when the Chief 
Secretary went to the Treasury he would 
point out that there was a good precedent 
for increasing the pay and pensions of 
the Irish teachers who Jaboured under a 
great disadvantage as compared with 
English and Scottish teachers. Not only 
was the amount paid to England and 
Scotland very much larger than the 
amount paid to Treland, but the equiva- 
lent grants had been made to England 
and Scotland long before they were to 
Ireland. For example, under the Aet 
of 1902, something like £1,400,000 
was voted to English education. where- 
as Ireland was given a_ grant of 
only £185,000. If the Irish grant had 
been fixed on the same of 
population it would have been larger. 
Since then the English grant had in- 
creased to something like £2,250,000, and 
if the Irish grant were made equivalent 
to the English grant they should get 
something over £400,000. The diffi- 
culty of the improvement of Irish schools 
was one of very long standing, and 
their present state was little short of a 
scandal. Some of the schools required 
to be rebuilt. When the was 
replied to by the right hon. Member 
for Dover, he promised to do what 
he could with the Trea-ury. The right 
hon. Gentleman, however, did nothing 


basis 


case 


and his suecessor did nothing. He 
respectfully urged upon the — present 


Chief Secretary that whatever he did in 
regard to education he should see that 
the question of the improvement of 
the schools was taken into considera- 
tion. It was nothing short of a scandal 
that a school should remain inefficient for 
four or five years, and that while sue- 
cessive Chief Secretaries said they would 
attend to the matter nothing whatever 
should be done. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) complained 


| that it was impossible to get information 


from the Chief Secretary for Ireland by 
putting down Questions to be answered 
across the floor of the House. Of course, 
the Chief Secretary could not be expected 
to know in detail everything about 
Ireland, as he had been so short a time 
in office. Last week he (Mr. Sloan) had 
put down Questions as to the proceedings 
of the National Education Commissioners, 
and had been told in reply that there 
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was no Official information. He found it 
dificult to see where the distinction 
between official information and other 
information connected with the matter 
came in. The Chief Secretary should 
have given what information he had. 
It was impossible to get redressed a 
grievance which teachers had against the 
National Commissioners, because the Chief 
Secretary was not directly responsible 
jor the Commissioners to the House. 
That Commission ought to be abolished 
altogether and some responsible authority 


st up which could be answered for 
by the Minister of the day. Why 
could not the proceedings of the 
Commission be reported, and why 
ould not Members be informed of 
what was being carried on in that 
“Star Chamber?” It was closed to 


the public and to the House, and he 


believed it was closed to the Chief 
Secretary. Instead of the Board being 


the servants of the Chief Secretary, it 
ippeared that the right hon. Gentleman 
was the servant of the Board. The 
House should not tolerate such a position. 
With regard to the state of the schools, 


it was really heart-rending to one 
who had visited them, as he had, to see 


the conditions in which the teachers were 


not only expected to teach but the 
cholars were supposed to be in- 
tructed. The insanitary, unhealthy, 


and disgraceful state of the schools in 
Ireland was a disgrace to the British 
fovernment. The question of expense 
was a mere bagatelle to the question of 
the health and life of the children in 
the schools. All that Ireland asked 
vas equal treatment with England and 
scotland, and he did not see why she 
hould have to come to the House and 
eg for that. It was inconceivable that 
‘nglish or Scottish representatives 
vould tolerate for a moment that 
hildren in their constituencies should 
lave to carry to school the coal 
equired if they were to have a fire at 
il. The condition of the schools was 
est shown by the reports of inspectors. 
fhe inspectors were not biassed in any 
way, and their reports were wor th more 
han the speeches of Members of Parlia- 
nent in regard to the necessity for reform. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
promised last year that the Government | 
would this year go into the matter of | 
primary education in Ireland, 
seriously and with the best will 
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seek to find some means to 
unsatisfactory and inequit- 
able relations between Ireland and the 
rest of the United Kingdom. He 
trusted that the Chief Secretary’s reply 
would be in accordance with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s promise. 


the world 
amend the 


£250,000,000 were spent upon a 
war not very long ago, and if it were 


possible to find that money for a war, 
surely it was possible to find sutticient 
money for primary education in [reland. 
The excuse that there was no money was 
an utter farce. There were teachers in 
the primary schools in Ireland who were 
living under a worse slavery than the 
Chinese in the compounds in South 
Africa. He knew of one assistant 
teacher who at one time was given 
£32 a year, and out of that sum 
had to pay the water rates, the plumber, 
and for the patching of the woodwork of 
the floor. Then the Board came down and 
said, * You have done this for four years 
and we do not require your services any 
longer.” That teacher had now come under 
the County Council of Belfast, and was 
being paid twice the salary he received 
before. He demanded to know why the 
Commissioners of National Education in 
Ireland refused to receive a deputation 
of the teachers themselves. The action of 
Members of Parliament had sometimes 
been commented upon, but they did not 


hold a candle to the actions of the 
Commissioners, and while the Com- 
missioners held their preseut power 


victim of 
and the grievance 


Ireland would always be the 
the existing system, 


would never be remedied. Nationalist 
Members imagined that the only 


remedy for all this was Home Rule; 


he believed that the remedy was 
equal treatment with England and 
Scotland. He protested against the 


Home Rule 


bringing in of the ery for 


| on every occasion as though that were the 


only remedy. The whole of Ireland— 
north, south, east, and west—was united 
and was perfectly unanimous upon in- 
sisting that equal treatment should be 
given to Ireland as regarded education. 
The questions of Members in the House 


| with regard to the proceedings of the 


Commissioners of National Education 
were deliberately evaded by that body. 
There were, no doubt, many honourable 
men on the Commission, and he 
no criticism to make as to their 
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personal character. He did believe, how- | 
ever, that they were in the wrong place, | 
and it would not be a bad job to transfer | 
them to some more congenial position, | 
where they would be more adapted to 
the work they had to perform. They | 
should give regular attendance to their 
duties, and let the House know what they 
were doing. He appealed to the Chief 
Secretary to make the matter one of 
urgency and really to move in the matter. 
In Ireland they were beginning to think a 
great deal of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He ureed him to go to the Treasury 
and demand in the name of a united 
Ireland the necessary money. He 
submitted the situation to the right 
hon. Gentleman for serious consideration, 
believing that when he made his 
statement hon. Members would go away 
not disappointed, but fully — satisfied. 
He believed that if the right hon. Gentle- 
man gave this question his ardent 
support, it would mark his career in 
Ireland. He ought to step over 
the traces, and demand of the Treasury 
that they should give to Ireland that 
which all Irishmen in this House were 
agreed upon. By so doing he would not 
only assist the teachers in Ireland, but 
stop the influx of Irish teachers into 
this country. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he had read with great interest recently 
in a Yorkshire paper a_ resolution 
passed by the County Council of the 
West Riding of Yorkshire in connection 
with a Catholic school where, through 
the want of the stoking of the fire, the 
temperature had been allowed to go 
down at night. That resolution, he 
thought, was a remarkable illustration of 
the zeal with which temperature and 
sanitation, and the health of school 
children, were looked after in England, 
especially when they knew what was 
allowed to exist in Ireland. He put it 
to theright hon. Gentleman that if such 
care was taken of Roman Catholic 
children in this country, there was no 
reason why the children in Ireland should 
not get as much consideration. The 
hon. Member for Kildare had quoted the 
remarkable figures which were laid down 
at the time compulsory education was 
extended to Ireland. He, however, had 
always felt that the Chief Secretary of 


Mr. Sloan. 
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the day had in this matter very little 
responsibility or power. In_ point of 
fact, the Chief Secretary might in 
truth be called the chief slave of the 
Treasury. He had no power, and Irish 
representatives knew he had no power. 
The right hon. Gentleman had to go to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
if the Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
“No,” the Chief Secretary was power- 


less. What would happen in the other 
departments under such conditions! 


Would the War Office get soldiers, non- 
commissioned officers, and commissioned 
officers, if it was laid down that when 
they were serving in Iveland their rates 
of pav were to be one-third less than 
when they were serving in England? 
The same argument applied to the 
Navy, the Coastguard, the Excise and the 
Inland Revenue. Nobody supposed for 
one moment that the regulation laid 
down for Ireland in this matter would be 
tolerated for a moment with regard to 
those services. What was to be thought 
when there was applied to the education 
of Ireland the principle that the Irish 
people were to be kept in ignorance, and 
their teachers were illiterate, 
because Ireland did not contribute to 
the Exchequer the same proportion of 
certain taxes as England and Scotland? 
The same remark might be made of all 
other matters in Ireland. For instance, 
they were told that there was a loss on the 
Post Office. The way that was juggled 
was that Ireland was debited with the 
whole charge of buying up the telegraphs. 
But were they to be told that the tele- 
graphic and postal services in Ireland 
were to be more inefficient than in 
England and Scotland because the amount 
Ireland contributed of _ particularly 
selected taxes did not come up to that 
of England or Scotland? The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Belfast had complained 
that in all these matters Nationalists 
brought in the question of Home Rule. 
But that was inevitable. What they 
asked for was the control of the national 
“tin.” Their money was spent on 
**Dreadnoughts,” on Ambassadors in 
America, Berlin, and Bulgaria, and on 


to be 


|other things with which Ireland had no 


possible concern, and they were asking 
for nothing but their own money. 
Therefore he did not see how it could 
offend a Belfast Protestant that South 
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set 20s. in the £ of Irish money. Let 
the hon. Member call it fiscal reform if he 
liked. What they said was, “You 


take £10,000,000, and you can have it; | 
but as to the balance, let us administer it | 


nour own way.” If the hon. Gentleman 
vould devote his great Protestant mind 
10 that point he would see that the pro- 
posal was not so alarming as he appeared 
to think. It was said that in England 
id Scotland there were large local con- 
tributions that were not made in Ireland. 
In a sense that was true; in a sense it 
was false. But if it were true, who 
reated the system? The national edu- 
cation system was not framed by Irish- 
men; it was framed bv England, 
Scotland and Wales for Irishmen, and 
if that was so, how could it be thrown 
in their teeth? It was created at a time 
when there was no popular representation, 
when the Government thought fit to try 
ind introduce a Protestant system among 
a set of benighted Papists in Ireland. 
So far as Ireland was concerned, it 
remained in its old condition. It was 
no answer to tell them that they did not 
contribute in the same ratio, even if it 
were true—which it was not. There was 
not a town in Ireland in which the 
Christian Brothers, without getting ls. 
from the British Treasury, did not give 
free education to the children. What 
kept the Christian Brothers ? Local con- 
tributions. What built their schools ? 
Local contributions. He did not know 
what number of children were on the 
tolls in Great Britain and in Ireland, 
nor how they compared with the 
number going to the national schools, 
but he ventured to think that if in 
efficiency and contributions they were 
placed side by side, the contributions 
of the Christian Brothers to education 
in Ireland were very creditable. He was 
informed that there was a valuable and 
efficient Protestant service of a similar 
kind, and he had no doubt there were 
large Protestant contributions other than 
from Imperial sources. Therefore, 


| the temper. 
if 


/ which they ought to regard with tender- 


they looked at the contributions from | 


England and the contributions from 
Ireland itself, he thought it would be 
found that there was a much larger 
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of Ireland Catholics should try and’ regard to the national teachers was about 


the year 1880-1; the teachers were 
reprimanded and charged with getting 
up a trade union, and two or three of them 
were suspended. They had the audacity 
t» attend a dinner which was given in 
Dublin to try and get some improvement 
in the position of the teachers. The 
argument used at that time was this: 
* Take an Irish village, and take your 
contributions on the one hand towards 
education, and what you do for coercion 
on the other. The schoolmaster and 
his wife get £100 a year for teaching 
the school. You have in the same village 
ten armed policemen, who are costing the 
country £1,000 a year as compared with 
the £100 that you spend on education.” 
That made a tremendous impression upon 


the minds of the English people, 
and it was then for the first time 


that this gradual improvement, very 
slight, very slow, took place in the 
condition of the teachers. He con- 
fessed that he had not of recent years 
given the subject the attention which it 
deserved and he had thought, until he 
heard the hon. Member for Kildare, 
who spoke with very full information, 
that the improvement in the teachers’ 
condition had been far greater than 
what he now gathered to bethecase. In 
the matter of education they could not 
shut Ireland off. It was in the interest 
of Englan| hers:lf that the children of 
Ireland should have as good an education 
as the children of this land. They could 
not get it except by there being employed 
instruments efficient and well 
taught and trained as those who had 
to teach children in England or Scotland. 
But supposing they trained an efficient 
teacher in Ireland, would he remain in 
that country at £1 a week, if, by taking 
the train to Holyhead or to Glasgow, 
he could get £3 a week? Of course he 
would not. There was no business so 
laborious as that of the teacher. It 
was the most trying of all vocations to 
It was above alla profession 


as as 


While some of the attacks on the 


ness. 


/national schools might be well-founded, 


{ 
} 


yet there was a disposition on the part 
of officials to adopt a kind of hectoring 


contribution in the latter country than | tone towards those who were connected 


Was really supposed by Englishmen. 


\ 
| 


The beginning of the movement with. helpful hints. There wasa desire to report 


with the schools, instead of giving them 
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and to find fault. His own belief was 


that the intellectual pasturage in these | 


schools was scant; what was taught in 


them was, as a rule, of very little value | 
Why should teachers set out | 


indeed. 
to equip themselves for the intellectually 
higher and nobler part of their profession, 
when they knew that all they would be 
called upon to do for the remainder of 
their days was to put a series of little 
children through some ridiculous exer- 
cises, and that probably all those chil- 
dren when they came to the age of 
fifteen or sixteen would be seen no more 
by them, because they would leave for Eng- 
land, Scotland, or America, leaving an 
absolute chasm between the young popula- 
tion and the old population? The teacher 
practically had no connection with 
the pupils after they had left school. 


But that, of course, was part of a much | 


larger problem with which they had not 
now to deal. The hon. Member for 
South Belfast had referred to the National 
Board. His own view was that it was 
really useless, and that it was not a 
mischief. At one time he had thought 
that it was purely a mischievous institu- 
tition, but he had rather changed that 
opinion, and had come to the view that 
it was totally useless. The right hon. 
Gentleman was asked to sav what 
he would do with the National Board. 
Of course he would do nothing with it. 
These debates, which he had heard for the 
last twenty-five vears, were forgotten 
in a day or two. The extraordinary 
thing about the National Board was 
that it consisted of those who took no 
interest in, and had never been at, the 
National Schools—Judges, landed gentle- 
men, one or two other persons, and, he 
believed, a Roman Catholic 
As a rule, they were gentlemen who were 
too busy, or too ill-acquainted with the 
system. He would make one suggestion 
with regard to the National Board, if it 
was to be continued, namely, that the 
teachers should get some representation 
upon it, and, furthermore, that they should 
get some opportunity of rising to the 
position of National Commissioners. 
There should be some provision whereby 
these men could get promotion into that 
body ; at all events, it would bring to 
the Board men of more sympathy and 
knowledge. His hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Kildare had said truly that the 
Mr. 7, M. Healy. 
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Development grant had been largely drawn 
upon for the purpose of making up the 
difference between par value and the 
present depressed condition of land stock, 
Who was to be blamed 2 Had they not 
all assented to that provision in the Act ? 
Was there a single provision in the Act, 
except the £5,000 grant to Trinity Col- 
lege. that they had not fought for? 
Did they not all come from their various 
constituencies, for piers, harbours and 
railways, and demand that they should 
get money from the Development grant ? 
He had been asking for a pier for his 
‘constituency for fifteen years, and 
successive Chief Secretaries had promised 
lit. but they had never got it. With 
regard to this equivalent grant, they were 
all participes criminis, and the demand 
now being made that a greater proportion 
of it should be spent on education was 
one which he should certainly heartily 
acquiesce in if he did not know that the 
money was already gone, and that the 
fund was depleted and had_ practically 
disappeared. He presumed the right 
‘hon. Gentleman would say that the 
| position of the teachers and the condition 
| of the schools would have his attention. 
| Where was he to get the money from?! 
He could not get it out of the Development 
Grant. Therefore it was necessary that a 
|fresh provision should be made by the 
| Treasury. He did not intend to say any 
'more on that subject at present. He 
looked forward with interest to ,the 
larger Bill which the right hon. Gentle- 
man intended to introduce. Now that he 
knew better the relations between the 
Treasury and the Irish Office, he could 
assure the right hon. Gentleman, in his new 
office, that the position of Irish Secretary 
was one in which he was rather to be 
pitied than attacked. It had taken them 
a long time to find that out. What was 
clear was that the Chief Secretary was 
the heir to a system which he could not 
improve without the consent of Parlia- 
ment. He could not get reforms through 
that House, and in regard to executive re- 
forms which were with matters of finance, 
he was controlled by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. Therefore, with all deference 
and respect, he did not look upon the 
Chief Secretary as the driving wheel of the 
| coach of reform. The coach, in his 
| opinion, must be driven by the Govern- 
iment asawhole. Their experience in the 
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past had been that the Chief Secretary, 
when an Irish debate was on, was deserted 
by his colleagues; they left him to 
manage the whole burden himself; and 
then when it came to applying the 
financial solution to any difficulty, he 
was told that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had no money to devote to 
Ireland. This debate had been raised 
in front of the Bill which they were all 
expecting. and therefore was to some 
extent premature. But they expected 
from the Chief Secretary some state- 
ment in regard to the teaching of the 
Irish language, and the betterment and 
improvement of the teachers. No 
promise which the Chief Secretary could 
make would, in his opinion, provide a 
satisfactory remedy until that great 
measure was produced which would place 
the entire management of Ireland in the 


hands of the Irish people. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, S$.) : 
I was glad to hear the eloquent defence 
the hon. and learned Member has made 
with regard to the action of previous 
Chief Secretaries in the application of 
the Development Grant. In the past 
I have heen severely criticised by hon. 
Members below the gangway for apply- 
ing some of that money to purposes other 
than education. I will not, however, in- 
troduce into a debate which has been 
entirely free from ordinary controversial 
matter, anything which will disturb the 
even current of our proceedings. It is 
unnecessary for me to discuss the past 
history of the education question in 
Ireland, or to enter into the field of debate 
as to at whose door lies the blame for 
some of those unfortunate results which 
are to be found in the national system 
of education. What we are engaged 
in is doing the best we can to put the 
case for alteration in the Irish educational 
system before the Government of the day, 
and certainly if the Chief Secretary thinks 
it necessary or desirable to take steps in 
order to improve the present system 
without waiting for the larger policy 
I can answer for those who sit on this 
side of the House that anything which 
is done by him to advance the cause | 
of Irish education will meet with our 
generous and very warm support. I do 


not believe anything better or more really 
In the interests of education can be 
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done than to improve the system of 
primary education in Ireland. There 
are two or three subjects, however 
intent the right hon. Gentleman may 
be on his larger policy, to which he 
may well devote his immediate atten- 
tion. The suggestions that have hitherto 
been made indicate that nothing can be 
seriously done for elementary education 
except by some large drastic reform. A 
great deal has been done, but a great 
deal more can be done without having 
recourse to what may be called organic 
changes. That view is held by the 
Roman Catholic Bishop of Maynooth. 
There is no doubt that the condition of 
school buildings in Ireland is such as to 
call for serious consideration. Here again, 
as in almost every branch of proposed 
reform, we are faced with difficulties 
which are essential to the consideration 
and the proper treatment of the edu- 
cational problem. Comparisons have 
been made between the salaries of teachers 
in Ireland and teachers in England and 
Scotland, and also between the school 
accommodation in those countries. It 
is impossible to consider either of these 
questions without having regard to the 
most difficult question of all, namely, the 
enormous multiplication of elementary 
schools in Ireland. In proportion to 
the population there is a larger number 
than in England and Scotland, and the 
cost of providing proper teaching, and 
of building and maintaining proper 
schools, is a serious factor which any 
Irish executive must carefully consider 
before committing themselves to increased 
expenditure. It is idle to expect good 
educational results when we give chil- 
dren education in buildings which in 
any degree merit the description given 
by hon. Members below the gangway, and 
obviously there is a state of things 
which call for immediate solution. With 
regard to improvements in buildings, we 
have been much criticised in the past, and 
I listened with sympathy to the attacks 
on the Treasury, although I have no 
doubt the Treasury will be abie to hold 
its own. I did something while at the 
Irish Office to try and improve the 
condition of things. I did something 
to increase the amount of money avail- 
able for these schools, and I also arrived 
at an agreement as to the class of schools 
that ought to be built. 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the 


agreement had not been made yet. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I think I am 
entitled to say that I did the best I could, 
and I thought I had left the matter in a 
satisfactory position. I thought all prac- 
tical differences had been removed. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Brrrewt, Bristo!, N.): | 
think it is settled now. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Then the credit 
belongs to the right hon. Gentleman, 
although I think he will admit that his 
predecessor in office did make serious 
attempts to remove the obstacles which 
tended to delay expenditure in this 
direction. With regard to the position of 


the teachers as compared with the teachers | 


in England and Scotland, we must 
bear in mind the demands which are 
made on the various teachers and the 
work they have to do. I agree that the 


ment ought to be as liberal as possible ; 


bat,on the other hand, it must be remem- | 


bered that the demands on the teachers 


in England are much greater than upon 


those in Ireland; and there is another 
factor—the number of children in the 
Irish schools falls far below the average 
number in schools in England and Scot- 
land. 


the case made on behalf of the teachers, I 


think it is fair to say that comparisons | 


cannot fairly be drawn between teachers 
in the various parts of the United King- 
dom without having regard to the great 


difference in the amount of work they | 
| that one of the blots of the system is that 


are called on to do. There can be no 


doubt, in the case of teachers in the larger | 


schools, that there is great justification for 
improvement in their salaries. The 


cases quoted by the hon. Member for | 
Belfast show that teachers who have done | 
| for themselves. 
| weigh the advantages of the different 


great work have been driven by the 
necessities of self-preservation to abandon 


their work in Ireland and go to another | 
part of the United Kingdom to improve | 


their position. That ought to be avoided, 
because clearly Ireland suffers by such 
losses. In regard to the question of the 
teaching of Irish, that has not been very 
It has been discussed as 


fairly raised. 
if it were a question of teaching Irish, 


{COMMONS} 


j claim 


Therefore, while I do not deprecate | 
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;and not as a question of whether the 


teaching of Irish should be an extra 
subject. That is the real point. The 
has been put forward _ that 
Ireland should be treated similarly to 
England and Scotland. In regard to this 
particular question of the payment of 
fees for Irish as an extra subject, the treat- 
ment of Ireland has been on all fours with 
that of England and Wales. The teaching 
of a particular language is not a special 
subject, and when the Treasury decided 
that that money should not be s» applied, 
grown enormously, as it had, from the 
sum originally granted by the Treasury 


‘ for teaching Irish as an experiment, they 


consented, not to reduce the money pro- 
vided by the Treasury by that sum, but to 
leave the money to be applied to some 
other purpose. The National Board of 
Education have promoted a reform which 
will be of the greatest possible value, 
namely, by the surrender of this money 
hitherto paid as extra fees, and by money 


| outof the Development Grant, to provide 
teachers’ life is hard, and that their pay- | 


assistant teachers in the smaller schools. 
All Parties will agree that that is a very 
valuable reform, because it is quite ob- 
vious that it is an inestimable advan- 
tage to have assistant mistresses for 
children of tender years. With regardto 
the teaching of Irish, it is difficult to discuss 
it without getting on controversial ground. 
I have no desire to say anything against the 
effort that is being made to keep up the 
Trish language ; but, after all, the defence 
of those who have hitherto been respon- 
sible is that we are bound to weigh in the 
scales the comparative advantages of 
different educational subjects. It seems 
to me, if I may say so with great respect, 


insufficient effort is made so to frame 
the educational system in the elementary 
schools as to give the children the best 
possible chance of being prepared to take 
their place in life and make a good living 
Surely, when we come to 


subjects, for which money is to be ex- 
pended, it is better to do all we can to 
vive the children that kind of education 


| which will help them afterwards in their 


ficht for a living than to train them 
in a subject which, however valuable 
from a patriotic point of view, cannot be 
of the same benefit to them. I believe 
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that the position of the teachers in the 
larger schools ought to be improved, and 
that there ought to be much closer 
connection between the three branches 
of education than there is at present. 
Holding this belief I was successful in 
securing the appointment of a Com- 
mittee of Inquiry into that subject, 
and I very much regret that the report of 
the Committee has never been presented 
to Parliament or made public. I do not 
know whether the Chief Secretary would 
be good enough to give the matter his 
own personal consideration with a view 
to seeing whether there are any circum- 
stances justifying him in making the 
report public. 





said that 
Thev had 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) 
was a very interesting fact. 
never heard of that Committee. Would 
the right hon. Gentleman let them 
know when it was appointed and who 
constituted it ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Perhaps I had 
no right to use the word “appointed.” 
I think it was referred to whilst I was 
Chief Secretary. It was a Committee of 
representatives of the Board of Inter- 
mediate Education, the Board of Higher 
Education, and the National Board of 
Education. 


Mr. 
Higher 


before. 


DILLON : What is the Board of 
Education ? I never heard of it 


«CH 1907} Levenue Depts. Estimates). 


1414 
Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gen- 


tleman the Member for Dover a few 
years ago said £50,000. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
deavouring to make a very moderate 
demand. By all means let us have 
£50,000 for this purpose if we can get 
it. I have not the smallest objection 
to adhere to the original figure 
mentioned by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dover. My 
object in dealing more moderately 
with the question is that I think we are 
much more likely to get a start made 
if our demands are of a moderate 
character. I believe that whatever 


T am only en- 


the sum—and the bigger it is the 
better I shall be pleased—it would 
be a most valuable improvement in 


the system of national education, and 
would provide one of those steps which 
it is so desirable to provide in order to 
give Irish lads the opportunity of climb- 
ing the educational ladder. I hope I 
have kept my promise to abstain from 
saving anything of a controversial char- 
acter, or anything which would in any 


way disturb the even current of the 
debate. I was not for a sufficiently 
long time responsible for the Irish 


Government to justify me in making 
more prolonged observations on this 
subject, and I think the Chief Secre- 
‘tary will acquit me of having said 
|anything to embarrass him. I conclude’ 
with the expression of a warm desire 
that whatever may be the trend of Irish 


policy it will not prevent the Chief 


'Secretary from giving immediate as- 
| sistance to a cause which I can assure 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I mean the | 
Department of the Board of Agriculture | 
which deals with higher and tec hnical edu- | 
cation. My object was to ascertain whether | 
there might not be some linking up of | 


these Departments with a view to avoid 


overlapping, and to make the system | 
of more general use. May I suggest | 


that it would be of enormous advantage 
if it were possible to establish some system | 
of bursaries which would provide a| 
connecting link between the elementary | 
and the higher grade schools? So far 
as I have been able to ascertain, the cost 
of this need not be excessive. I believe 
the sum of £2,000 or £3,000 would be | 
sufficient to commence }with. | 





|agreed with the right hon. 


'was one which appealed acutely and 


him will have the unanimous and hearty 
support of those for whom I speak. 


*Mr. GWYNN (Galway) said it was 
sratifving that on the question of educa- 
tion all members from Ireland were 
practically in agreement. He entirely 
rentleman 
the Member for South Dublin that they 
were much more likely to get £2,000 out 
of the Treasury than £50,000. At the 
same time he thought it was better to ask 
forthe largersum. Asa matter of general 
principle, he would that, at the 
present time, the question of education 


say 
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passionately to the Irish people, who 
were looking to the present Government 
to do something for them. They used 
to be told that Irish nationality was 
solely a question of land—merely a ques- 
tion of trying to get land more cheaply. 
The course of events had shown how little 
there was in that contention. There was 
no more vital political issue before the 
Irish people than the question of educa- 
tion. No question provoked  fiercer 
passion. It was for this Government 
a question of good faith. The Irish 
people would find very soon whether 
they could or could not believe what the 
Liberal Government told them. When 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Dublin was at the Irish Office 
they knew what to expect. He did not 
profess to administer Ireland according 
to Irish ideas, but the Irish people ex- 
pected the Liberal Government to allow 
that the question as to what should be 
taught to Irish children in Irish schools 
was essentially one for Irishmen. That 
was to say, it was a proper subject for 
devolution, but while they were waiting 
for devolution, they wished that matters 
relating to Irish education should be 
administered according to Irish ideas. 
He associated himself with what had 
been said by his hon. friend the Member 
for North Kildare in regard to the finan- 
cial injustice which had been done to 
Treland in connection with education. 
The complaint of the hon. Member 
for East Kerry as to the status of 
the teachers was one which was 
easily and immediately remediable. 
Under the Code the teacher was for- 
bidden to take part in political meetings 
or to hold positions in connection with 
local councils or boards. The result was 
that the teachers were influenced and 
deteriorated by the fact that thev had to 
spend their whole time in association 
with children whose minds were 
developed than their own. Apart from 
the fact that the teachers suffered in that 
way, he maintained that a public injury 
was done to Ireland through an educated 
class being cut out of the public life of 
the country. It was the commonest 
taunt brought against the Irish repre- 
sentatives that local affairs were managed 
by the local shopkeeper—some added 
by the priest and the shopkeeper. 
Was it their fault that the  school- 


Mr, Gwynn. 


less 
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master was prohibited from having 
any concern in the administration of 
his district ? The provision in the Code 
which disabled the teachers from taking 
part in the management of public affairs 
was contrary to the spirit of Liberalism, 
and no Liberal Government should 
allow that disability to exist any longer. 
The present state of teachers’ pensions 
in Ireland demanded urgent reform: and. 
as one who himself had been a teacher 
for ten years, he felt that a sound pension 
scheme was the condition of efficiency. 
The maximum pension which any teacher 
could arrive at now was £60 if he retired 
after forty years service, and if he were 
sixty-five years of age. If he retired 
after thirty-seven years service he only 
got £46, and so on. In fact, the system 
was so arranged that the ‘Treasury 
utilised every possible chance of dis- 
charging the teachers with from 20 to 30 
per cent. less than they were entitled to 


get for ordinary and proper service. 
Indeed, the Treasury seemed to have 
arranged a money-saving device of the 


most discreditable kind, which invariably 


militated against the interests of the 
teacher, who, on all occasions, was 
treated with the utmost parsimony. 


He would put the case of a man who 
became a teacher in the year 1856 and 
served as a teacher until 1889 in four 
different schools, all of which he had 
brought up to a high state of efficiency. 
His actual service to the country was 
thirty-three years, twenty of which were in 
the service of the National Board. He. 
unfortunately, contracted consumption, 
and he decided to retire. He went to the 
Treasury, who offered him, instead of a 
pension, a lump sum of £129 to be done 
with him, which he accepted. That 
unfortunate man was still alive, but 
having made his bargain he had no further 
redress. Let the House contrast with 
that the’ treatment of another service. 
A policeman in Ireland was allowed to 
retire after fifteen years service on a 
pension that would keep him, but the 
teacher had to wait for thirty-five years. 
In every particular the way of the 
policeman was made easy for him and the 
way of the teacher was made hard. What 
could they think of a Government that 
pampered the police and starved its schoo! 
teacher? All parties in Ireland were 





agreed on the necessity of reform 10 
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primary education, and as an instance of | familiar with words which were put 


the unanimity that prevailed he might | 
point 01 t that the Protestant Archbishop | 
of Dublin was just as strong on the subject | 


as Cardinal Logue. As regarded the 
teaching of Irish, the right hon. Mem- | 


ber for South Dublin had said that the 
Nationalist claim was an illogical one, 


because they were asking for Ireland | 
that which was not given to either | 
Scotland or England. No doubt they 
were, but should there be similarity 
only when similarity made against 
the advantage of Ireland? The case! 5 
against the teaching of Imrsh was 


sometimes bised on the ground that it 
had no commercial value, and sometimes 
on the ground that it had no educational 
value. Educational experts like Dr. 
Starkie had declined to discuss the 
question of commercial value of teaching 
the Irish language. Education was not 
an apprenticeship, and when a man 
taught his boys Irish it was not that they 
might go out into the market and sell it, 


but that their minds might be developed | 


and that they might be made efficient 
human instruments. He could not 
understand how anyone could seriously 
question the educational advantage of 
learning a_ difficult language 
furthe’ possessed a merit and a value 
that in a most remarkable way lured 
the student to face its difficulties —it 
made to him a peculiar emotional appeal. 
Where Irish children were taught their 


language they exerted themselves to 
acquire it more than any other 
subject. Irish linked them up with 


that greater educational movement of 
the Gaelic League outside, which per- 
haps was doing as much work as the 
Universities, and which had 
centre not only for language-study 


but for general culture. In another 
sense the study of Irish in the! 


shools would advantage the pupils. 
If they contrasted the boys and girls 
who had lost the language of [reland with 
the Irish men and women who talked the 
lrish language as still a living one, the 
result was striking. They would find 
these old men and women full of the 
words of the ancients and anxious to | 
recite them. They were full of the | 


culture which went far away back to the 
ages when English literature did not exist, 
and was not even thought of. 


They were | 
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which | 
| present use the machinery of the public 


i at all. 
/not in touch with public 


become a | 


Irish in ordinary 
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| together thousands of years ago; they 
| would find old sagas, perhaps in ballad 
| or prose form, living in the lives of these 
/men and women. There was the old 
inherited culture which by means of the 


| National Board was divorced from 
‘Irish education. They of the Gaelic 


League were trying to get the Irish 
nation back to its own life, and to get 
back Irish education to its most character- 
istic and its truest inheritance from the 
past. They justified their claim on that 


| ground, and it was for that reason that 


they asked the Treasury to believe that 
they wonld not be wasting public money. 
But they did not ask for pity; they 
demanded it as a right. They claimed 
administration for Ireland according to 
Irish ideas. They said that the Treasury 


| had no right to pick and choose and say 


“this shall and this shall not” be taught 
to Irish children. They wished that 
their children should be taught what their 
forefathers knew, and they demanded 
that they should be taught Irish. The 
Irish people had a strong desire to revive 
the public teaching of the Irish language, 
and for that purpose they claimed to use the 
machinery of the public schools. It was 
easy for the Chief Secretary or the Trea- 
sury to say to them that they could at 


schools, and that they could at present 
teach Irish there as an “ ordinary 
subject.” But the reply was that they 
had a National Board in Ireland which 
displayed no real interest in this subject 
The National Board, which was 
feeling, had 
been forced and pushed into making this 
claim under pressure. ‘The National 
Board said that Irish should take its 
place as a subject with others ; but in 
fact they overloaded the programme 
with such a lot of obligatory teach- 
ing that it was impossible to teach 
school hours. What 
was more, the schoolmasters who 
taught Irish earned the hostility of the 
National Board and their inspectors. A 
good deal had been said about the bare 
walls of the national schools, but it was 
not easy to put up anything on those walls 
without breaking some regulations. In 
one case an announcement of the Gaelic 
League about scholarships was ordered 
by the inspector to be removed, and 


| because the teacher objected he was re- 


ported for insubordination. They could 
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not expect teachers to risk their profes- 
sional advancement. In any case the 
present condition of things would not 
satisfy their demands even if fair play was 
given to the Irish teachers in regard to 
voluntary subjects. A public demand 
had arisen for the teaching of Irish, and 
the teachers were not qualified to give it. 
It was necessary to bridge the gap until 
a race of teachers was formed knowing 
Irish, so that the subject could then 
take its place in the normal curriculum. 
The Gaelic League was doing its best by 
establishing a college in every province 
to train teachers in teaching Irish, and 
by offering scholarships to induce native 
Irish speakers to become teachers. But 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Dublin had withdrawn the 
fees which hitherto had been given 
to itinerant teachers who went round 
and taught Irish as an extra subject in 
groups of five or six schools. In conse- 
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quence eighty or 100 men were driven | 
late Chief | 


out of employment. The 
Secretary, Mr. Bryce, expressed sympathy 
and offered an equivalent, but instead of 
10s. he only gave back 1s. or 2s. 6d. Under 
this system in the course of the year these 
itinerant teachers only earned £13, and 
that was not enough to keep them. 
They demanded that the fees should 
be restored either on a sliding scale or 
in their original form. A great public 
demand had arisen for the teaching of 
Irish in all national schools, and if that 
demand were not soon met it would 
<reate the impression that this Govern- 
ment were lavish in promises but very 
chary of performance. It would even 
encourage the impression that the Irish 
people had been deliberately misled by 
expressions of sympathy, 
Treasury would not put the Chief 
Secretary into a false position in regard 
to the matter. 

Mr. BIRRELL : 


Although a Saturday 


sitting is a sore infliction, it is fair to | 


remember that neither the Irish Members 


nor theGovernment are in any way respon- | 
sible for this one, as we intended to have | 


the discussion on Thursday. I am sure 
that everybody, wherever he sits, w hether 


he is a Protestant or a Catholic, whatever | 


the colour of his political opinions may 
be, will agree that the Irish Members 
are only doing their duty to their country 
in bringing before Parliament and before 
the “predominant partner,” as he has 


Mr. Cuynn. 


{COMMONS} 


He hoped the | 
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been called, the present Motion in regard 
to the unsatisfactory and almost miser- 
able plight of primary education in Ire- 
land. Although, of course, all that I can 
say will be confined to primary education, 
I should like to say, having some small 
claim to be an educationist, that in 
my opinion it is impossible to sever 
higher education from lower, and that 
everyone who loves education will 
desire to see in Ireland, some day or other, 


some unification of authority, some 
welding ard blending together ot all 
kinds of education. What we all 


> 


“lower education” is perhaps the most 
important, but in order to reach its full 
stature and glory it requires to be sup- 
plemented by that University education 
which will prepare the teachers upon whose 
shoulders will be cast the real burden 
of primary and secondary education. 
I have spent some time in reading the 
history of primary education in Ireland, 
and I certainly agree with what fell from 
the hon. Member for North Louth, that 
we in England ought to remember that 
the system of primary education in 


Ireland, poor as it is, is not a system 


which the Irish would have made for 
themselves. It is a system of education 
imposed upon them by England, and its 
origin was the famous letter written by 
Mr. Stanley, afterwards Prime Minister, 
dated London, 1831, in which he unfolded 
this scheme of education, which was not 
his, but which he had borrowed, without 
any acknowledgment, from somebody 
else, Sir Thomas Wyse—a policy adopted 
by most politicians, even those whe 
were called statesmen, for they are, 
perhaps, the most light-fingered gentry 
to be found. The scheme superseded 
certain proselytising institutions in 
Dublin which received public grants, 
hut were not a success, and established 
throughont the whole «ountry elementary 
schools. They did not succeed, and 
Mr. Stanley, with that lordly  con- 
tempt for his predecessors which is 
also, I think, a common attribute of most 
politicians, said that it was not surprising 
that the system failed. The determina- 
tion to enforce the reading of the Scrip- 
tures without note or comment was 
| undoubtedly taken with the best motives 
in the world, with a wish not to run the 
|risk of wounding the feelings of any 
| sect by comment contrary to their own 
| particular teaching. It seems to have 
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variance with these principles. 


fore those proposals he threw on one side, | 
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been overlooked that the principles of the | system as it is well possible to imagine. 
Roman Catholic Church were totally at | I 
There- | 


have here the figures. Of sc hools 
| composed exclusively of Roman Catholic 
children, there are 4,328. These educate 


and in their place substituted the system | Catholics exclusively, and have 386,000 


which, in theory, exists in Ireland at the | scholars. 
in Ireland | 


present moment. We still 


publish rules and regulations for the use | 
of the Commissioners for National Educa- | teachers 
Coming to these | 


tion year by year. 


rules [ rubbed my eyes when I read the 


first— 


“ The object of the system of national educa - 
tionin Ireland is to afford combined literary and 
moral instruction, as well as separate religious | 
instruction to all children of ali persuasions as 
far as possible in the same school. but the main | 
principle is that no attempt shall be made to 
with the peculiar religious tenets of any 


interfere 
description of Christian people.’’ 


Of course, I know that in these schools, 
ii Consequence no emblems or symbols | 
of a denominational character can be | 
during the hours of instruction. 
The regulation goes on further to describe 


shown 


that the principle of the following lesson, 


or lessons of similar import, should be 
inculeated during the time of 


strictly 


united instruction— 


* Christians should endeavour, as the Apostle 
Paul commands them, to live peaceably with 


dl men, even if they are of a different religious | 
persuasion, 
There are 
quote. because they are of too serious 
a character. All I would say of them 
is that they breathe a spirit of the Gospels 
which is apt to be conspicuously absent 


? . . ! 
when the subject comes to be discussed } 


on the Hoor of this House. I turn now 
from the theory of mixed education, 
against which I have not a word to say. 
It was a scheme which had a national 
character, which was held with great 
force by Roman Catholic Bishops and 
ay and was in the air when Mr. 
Stanley sat down in London and wrote his 
celebrated letter. At all events that 
scheme was then established, and we 
might have expec sted, therefore, as it had 
‘en in operation since 1834, to find all 
ove? Ireland -rotestants and Catholics 
being educated together in mixed schools, 
and receiving separate religious instruc- 
tion from the priests or ministers of their 
particular faith within the same walls. 
But, as a matter of fact as evervone knows, 
the system of education in Ireland has 
developed into as severe a denominational 


other texts which I will not | 


Then there are 1,561 Protestant 
schools, educating 120,000 scholars. In 
the mixed schools under Roman Catholic 
exclusively, there are 162,347 
scholars, but of those nearly 8,000 
| are Protestants. In the mixed schools 
‘conducted exclusively by Protestants, 
there are 62,000 scholars, of whom 
6,570 are Roman Catholics. Of the 
| schools with mixed staffs there are 
thirty-two in the whole of Ire- 
| land. Consequently we find that this 
| system has developed an almost complete 
| system of strict denominationalism. In 
that sense it may be against the wishes 
of the founders, but it may convey the 
national instincts of the people. Iam not 
| going to give an opinion upon that. I 
must say a word or two to bring before the 
| hon. Members behind me the state of 
things that exists now in Ireland. In 
Ireland, with an estimated population of 
| 4,399,000 there are 8,659 schools, while in 
| Scotland, with an estimated population of 
4,652,000, there are only 3,244 schools. 
There is thus an enormous difference in 
| the number of schools. As to the reason 
for that I shall say a word or two in a 
}moment. There are 804,000 scholars on 
| the roll in Scotland, and 742,000 in Ire- 
land. The average attendance in Scot- 
land is 696,381, whereas in Ireland it is 
500,489. Therefore, you find in 
Ireland a necessarily very expensive 
system of education, owing to the large 
number of the schools and their com- 
paratively small size. In Ireland, in more 
than half the schools, the average attend- 
ance is less than forty-five, and in 
more than three-quarters the average 


| only 


only 


attendance is less than sixty. We 
have, therefore, in Ireland a_ great 
number of small schools. To some 
extent for that the National Board 


themselves, in times past, have been very 
largely responsible, because they did 
not exercise, as far as I can make out, 
any kind of check whatsoever upon them. 
Whenever anybody made an application 
for a school and for a school grant, it was 
given, and that without any consideration 
of the question as to how far the school 





was necessary or not. Consequently we 
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not only find the Roman Catholic | because the average attendance is very 


schools multiplied but also schools of 
Presbyterian and other Protestant bodies. 
In fact, every church which can muster 
twenty-five or thirty children among the 
worshippers comes, almost as of right, to 
obtain a grant from the public monies. 
Therefore the number of teachers has 
been unduly increased, and the expenses 


of the work of education in Ireland 
likewise increased. These are facts 
which cannot be fairly overlooked. 


I have no doubt myself that in order 
to make any fair comparison between 
England, Scotland, and Ireland in this 
matter you must compare only those 


parts of the three countries which 
are similar one to another. And 
if you do make that comparison 


the significance of these figures very 
largely disappears. If you compare 
the remote parts of Scotland, or the 
intensely rural parts of England, you 


will find a very great number of 
small schools, and my experience at 
the Education Office last year was 
that when the county councils, ani- 
mated, no doubt, by proper motives 


of economy and the lessening of school 
rates, sought to put an end to any small 
school which had existed in a village for 
any length of time, the local opposition 
became of the most violent description, 
and almost irresistible, and I found 
myself, in more than one case, overruling 
the county council and supporting the 
claim of the small school, and this upon 
the ground, not only of old association, 
but of the nature of the country the 
children had to traverse in all sorts of 
weather. This applies with very full 
force to Ireland. That is a country of a 
multiplicity of small schools, and must 
remain so if the children are to receive 
proper education at all. And although 
I still hope that it may be found 
possible to reduce this number of 


schools and to effect a combination 
of schools whose scholars are of 
the same religious faith, I still un- 


hesitatingly say that Ireland must re- 
main one place in our Empire where | 
education will always be expensive in 
consequence of the necessity of having 
a large number of schools, if education 
is to be put within the reach of the 
children. A word must be said as to 
the irregular attendance in Ireland, be- 


Mr. Birrell. 





low as compared with England. I am not 
sorry to have agricultural Members here, 
because they will at once admit that 
sometimes it is in Ireland as it is jp 
England, namely, that during the summer 
months children would be found working 
in the fields to even a larger extent 
that in England, because in Ireland 
compulsory powers do not exist. In 
urban districts there may be compulsory 
powers, but in the great majority of the 
schools in Ireland school attendance js 
not compulsory, and undoubtedly in the 





summer months you will find a very 
bad attendance in the Irish schools, 


But in the winter months you will find 
that the attendance has gone up to far 
bevond the average in England. In 
Ireland they have not vet got imbued 
with that regular school-goi habit 
which has only become naturalised in 
“ngland since the wholesale application 
of the compulsory law. Now in Ire- 
land that habit does not yet prevail. 
It ought to be borne in mind, there- 
fore, in considering the average attend- 
ance, that it is an average attend- 
ance throughout the whole vear, and 
that very often throughout the winter 
months, when the children are not in 
the fields, the attendance in the Irish 
schools is very much higher than in any 











period, or indeed in any period. These 
facts ought to be borne in mind. We 
have in Ireland, therefore, imposed by 
English rule, a highly centralised system 


of education. You have a Board against 
whom I am going to say nothing. There 
they sit—in Dublin, I presume—and they 


control, as they are bound to do iy the 
terms of their charter, the expenditure 
of public money on these schools. There 
is no local authority to contribute 
towards the expense. Although I will 
say a word or two about local contri- 
butions, there is no local authority to 
contribute out of the rates, and those 
sacred words “ popular control,” once 
often on my lips, do not reverberate 
through Ireland. Therefore you have 


/a highly centralised system of education 


by a board which is not amenable in any 


sense to any responsible body so 
far as I can learn. Of course every- 
body, in some sense or another, 18 
amenable to Parliament. I suppose 
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the words of 
eount for a little, but that is the 
most that can be said in this matter. 
Therefore, with regard to the very sensible 


speech of the hon. Member for South | 


Belfast, I would say to him, before he 
altogether disputes my right to speak, 
that in the matter of Irish education the 
patient must minister to himself, and 
in this respect I am afraid that Ireland 
will have to cure her own evils. I cannot 
pretend, and I do not think this House 
will ever pretend, to be able to pass a 
measure the basis of local contri- 
butions. I cannot imagine any man, 
belonging to what Party he may, who 
will have the courage, if he have the 
opportunity and the power, to pass 
through this or the other House any 
measure whatsoever demanding — local 
contributions from the people without 
at the time something 
like popular control over the schools in 
Ireland. He could not do it. It could 
not be done. It would be bound to 
result in complete failure. If he were 
to succeed in passing it into law, its 
execution would be thwarted in a thou- 
sand ways by the feeling of the Irish 
people themselves. Therefore, in this 
creat matter of securing an_ effective 
and economical administration of edu- 
cation in Ireland, the hon. Mem- 
and others in Ireland will 
have to work out’ the scheme 
some day for themselves. Now, I will 
say only a few words upon a particular 
matter. For example, there are the 
building grants. I have read the Reports 
of the Commissioners, and I have other- 
wise made myself acquainted with the 
facts. There is general agreement on 
all sides that the schoolhouse buildings in 
Ireland have got into a bad state, and 


on 


same securing 


ber 


should have to spend hours a day in 
them. Altogether they are in their 
present state and condition something 
like a disgrace and a scandal to a 
civilised community. I could easily 
detain the House, though I will not, 
by reading from the Reports words 
of condemnation, but I am quite con- 
tent with the extracts given by my hon. 
friend the Member for Kildare in his 
most clear and persuasive speech. There- 
fore I pass away from that part of the 
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a Chief Secretary do{case to see what can be done. 
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I will 


not ask the House to listen to me, be- 
cause I am no authority upon the 
financial relations between England and 
Ireland or the like; but at the present 
moment I am so anxious to get some- 
thing done, to get some money spent, 
that I am almost willing to throw aside all 
principle as long as I can get cash down 
and the work done. From the una- 
nimity which has characterised this de- 
bate, that seems to me to be the opinion 
of all of us. I do not know whether I 
can include my hon. friend the Financial 
Secretary in that category. For years 
past there has been a controversy between 
the Treasury and the National Board 
with regard to the money to be granted 
for buildings. It is the curse of Ireland 
that these disputes are always occurring 
between the Departments and the Treas- 
ury, and sometimes between the Depart- 
ments themselves. I am sorry to dis- 
cover since I have become Chief Secretary 
that I have been engaged, as I never was 
before, in angry controversy with myself. 
In this matter of building grants it 
has gone on, as the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Dublin said, 
and very truly said, for some time. I 
think all Chief Secretaries do their duty, 
and [ am quite sure that all Chief Secre- 
taries when they goto Ireland fall victims 
to the charms of the country, listen to its 
complaints, and do the best they can. 
Their position is not as independent as one 
would like it to be, but at all events they 
have done their best. My predecessor did 
his best, and I have done mine; and I 
am glad to say that at last we have 
struck a definite bargain in this matter. 
I do not expect hon. Members for Ireland 
to cheer my statement in the very least. 


| They look on me more or less contemp- 
that it is cruel to demand that children | 
should attend them and that teachers | 





tuously, but at the same time eagerly, to 
see what I can get out of the Treasury. 
I quite agree they can make me in no 
way responsible for the result of my 
efforts. What the Treasury are willing 
to do is to place at the disposal of Ire- 
land an entirely fresh sum of £40.000 for 
a named period of three years. Therelis 
not the intention of ceasing the payment 
at the end of three years, but it is regarded 
as a sum which, with other sums that may 
be at their disposal, is as large as can 
profitably and usefully be spent in a 
year. 
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Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) :)| animated by the same motive. Most of 


£40,000 a year ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: Yes; that is for 
the building grant ; and they have come 
to terms after a certain amount of con- 
troversy as to the space to be allowed for 
the buildings. Of course, that is the sub- 
ject on which the controversy arose, but I 
think. on the whole, the Treasury have 
conceded very liberal terms, namely, that 
there should be ten feet for each child on 
the mean between the number of children 
in average attendance and the number 
on the rolls. That will, I think, meet 
the necessities of the situation. 

Mr. DILLON: Is that a new grant ? 

Mr. BIRRELL: Yes, absolutely. 
Therefore on that point as to the building 
grant, although more money, of course, 
might fairly be granted, I do not know 
that more money could advantageously 
be spent, and I think that it is desirable 
that we should have an opportunity of 
seeing the product, the actual result of 
this expenditure before we commit our- 
selves to anv more. [ think to that 
extent we have succeeded. I know well 
that I have inherited the good-will of all 
my predecessors, and I was able to ap- 
proach the Treasury supported by the 
previous statements they had made ; and 
Tam glad to think that at all events some- 
thing has been done. The arrangement 
will at once be set in motion, because for 
years past it has been hung up in conse- 
quence of the warfare between the Depart- 
ments. That has now been got rid of, and 
the matter can go usefully forward. So 
much for the building grants. Let me 
come now to the question, and in one sense 
a very difficult question it is, about the 
teachers. I quite agree, knowing some- 
thing about the schools and the teachers’ 
salaries in England, that the Irish teacher 
is paid at toolowarate. Of course, every 
man who has been poor knows that one 
of the disadvantages of poverty is that 
you always have to pay more and get 
less than the rich man; and when 
we are told that Irish teachers leave 
Ireland and come over to England 


because they ca get better salaries, one is 
bound sorrowfully to remember that they 
are not the only professional men in 
Ireland who come over to this country | 


‘highest income 


| big 


us in England have in our lives, I think. 
been doctored by an Irish doctor, and 
some of us have been cross-examined by 
Irish members of the Bar eminent jn 
their profession. Therefore, wherever 
you find a rich country and a poor one 
side by side, you cannot help that there 
should be a difference between salaries 
and incomes of a purely professional 
character, unless they are charged upon 
the Consolidated Fund or are in some way 
official. But so far as open work, open 
professions are concerned, vou will always 
find a difference between the poor country 
and the rich country in that respect, 
Therefore you must not press the claim 
too high. But there is no doubt that the 
teacher’s lot in Ireland is a pretty hard 
one. He starts as a man with £56 a vear 
during the first three vears; then he 
leaps up to £63a year and he gets that for 
three vears ; he then goes to £70 a year. 
He usually has to wait to get £77, the 
of the third grade, 
so that it will take him fifteen 
before he gets out of the third grade 
into the second ; and the assistant teacher 
I think, is very seldom able to get into the 
second grade at all. He remains in the 
second grade, and for three years gets £87 
a year; in the second period of three 
years, £97; and in the third period of 
three years, £107. He then gets into 
the first grade, and for the first three 
vears has £117 ; in the second three, £127 ; 
and then if he is fortunate to live long 
enough, and to get into the first grade. 
after a period of twelve years, he may 
get up to £175. Ask yourselves the 
question, How long does it take to get 
from the £56 start into the first grade. 
Well, it takes thirty-six vears. 


vears 


Mr. DILLON: If they get a big 
school. 

Mr. BIRRELL: Yes; if they get a 
big school. They never get there if they 
do not get a school big enough. He will 
not get the top salary if he does not get a 
school. Men trained in training 
colleges have an addition, after five years, 
of £9, and some £10. Iconfess that what 
strikes me as being the most doleful and 
dreary aspect of the figures I have given 
are not so much the smallness of the 
income to start with as the poor chances 
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of promotion. I am bound to say that 
peaking as a person cognisant of 


this is not a scale of salary calculated to 
attract into the profession eager and 
active spirits. There I quite agree that 
the earliest possible effort should be 


made to improve that scale of salaries. | 
Of course the difficulty hitherto has been | 


that looking at these things from the 
English point of view the Treasury have 
always answered that you cannot make 
any substantial increase in these teachers’ 
alaries until you get some sort of system 


if local control, and the people themselves | 


in the localities contribute to the amount. 
Now, on that question of local contri- 
butions the hon. and learned Member 
for North Louth very properly referred 
to the great assistance which the Christian 
Brothers have rendered to the cause of 
education in Ireland by their wholly 
yratuitous efforts. 
sands of children without costing the 
United Kingdom anything whatsoever. 
Therefore, that is a local contribution. 
But it also must be borne in mind that the 
State grants for education in Ireland are 
almost all devoted to the payment of 
teachers. For example, salaries at present 
amount to £1,253,608, and there are 


retiring gratuities to a certain amount. | 


So that £1,265,609 is the main cost of 
education in Ireland so far as school grants 
are concerned. Then there is the ex- 
penditure upon new buildings. I quite 
admit that the repairs of the buildings 
have been done on a poor scale ; but they 
are paid from local sources. According 
to the returns by the school managers in 
1905-6 there was spent upon the new 
ouildings and additions £27,684 11s. 2d. ; 


repairs, whitewashing, improvements, 
ete, £27,000; repayment of loans, 


£5,000; prizes or premiums to pupils, 
£10,000, and there was other expenditure 


to the extent of £20,000, making a total of ' 


£90,525 10s. 2d. Although I quite agree 
this is a most unsatisfactory system, the 
poor teacher beng actually expected to 
contribute to the miserable £5 or £8 per 
year spent upon keeping a roof over the 
heads of the children he instructs, still it 
must be borne in mind that there is tha: 
local contribution. The Treasury ar- 


rangement is not absolutely a good one. 
At the same time it is one which has 
prevailed for a very long time, and there- 


VOL, CLXXI1. 


[FouRTH SERIES. ] 


the ordinary aspects of human nature, | 


They educate thou- | 


(can upon the Treasury. 
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| fore has the respectability of age about it, 
| and does appeal to what may be called 
| the English sentiment in this matter. 
| The managers of these schools are 
| appointed on the spot, and the National 
Board simply pays the salaries of the 
teachers. The appointment and dis- 
missal of the teacher does not fall within 
the scope or province of the National 
Board at all. They have no authority 
over the schools, which is not considered 
consistent with English ideas. There- 
fore Lam afraid that although I shall con- 
tinue to press the case for an increase in 
the pay ef the teachers as strongly as I 
|ean, and although I expect to get a con- 
| tribution towards that object, Iam afraid 
‘it will not be on a scale which will give 
satisfaction to hon. Gentlemen opposite. 





| 
| 
| 
| Mr. SLOAN: Shall we have it this 
| year : 

| Mr. BIRRELL: The hon. Member 
|warned me against making promises, 
| and I have not made any yet. All Ican 
say is that I will continue to do the best 
I can to push forward the case of the 
teacher, because I am satisfied that it is 


|at the very foundation of any real 
|improvement in the spread of know- 
ledge in Ireland. Then the bursary 
system has been referred to. That 


| 

| system, I think, has been overdone in 
Scotland, and, efficient as it is in England, 
| it is miserably inadequate in Ireland. It is 
supplemented from private sources and 
| private funds, and the schoolboy in Ire- 
| land is not wholly destitute of the means 
of climbing the educational ladder from 
the bottom tothe top. Proper provision, 
however, has not been made and I shall 
continue to press the case as well as I 
With regard 
to the civil rights of teachers, the rules 
provide, among other things, that the 
attendance of teachers at meetings held 
for political purposes or the taking part 
in any election for Members of Parlia- 
ment or Poor Law guardians except by 
voting is incompatible with the per- 
formance of their duties and renders them 
liable to the withdrawal of their salaries. 
All I can say is that I shall never make 
myself responsible for the issuing of any 
such rules. The only prohibition which 


‘ought to be imposed is that teachers 


must not be members of bodies which 


30 
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would put them in the position of edu- 
cation authorities, because they must 
not be the authority to judge themselves ; 
but to debar them from taking part in the 
ordinary intelligent life of their com- 
munity seems to me unreasonable. I have 
sought information on this subject, and 
the only plausible reason I had given 


to me is that the teacher, if he is a! 


quite peaceably-disposed person like my- 
self and called upon to go to meetings 
to make speeches on behalf of friends, 
is very often glad to be able to excuse 
himself on the ground that he is pre- 
vented by these rules. [Cries of “ No, 
no!”] That is the only reason I have 
heard alleged in favour of the rules. It 
does not seem to me sufficient, and there- 
fore any influence I possess will be used 
to obtain a modification of these rules. 
With regard to the dismissal of teachers 
for inefficiency, the difficulty all arises 
from the lack of confidence which Irish 
people in different parts of Ireland may 
have in the National Board. If people 
have not any confidence in the executive 
discontent must arise, and, of course, 
everybody will agree that it is of the 
utmost importance that a really inefficient 
teacher should be dismissed. It is always 
a disagreeable thing to dismiss a teacher, 
and I do not think it is ever done without 


extreme reluctance, and I think hon. | 


Gentlemen from Ireland ought not to press 
the case more severely than they can 
help. Ihave made such researches as I 
can into the past records of such few 
teachers as have been dismissed, and I 
do really think that publication of the 
facts in these cases would not be desirable 
in the interests of anybody, although I 
quite agree that it is most desirable 
that the question of general discipline 
should be entrusted to bodies in whom 
the general community has confidence. 
I do not think any great use should be 
made of the fact that during the last 
few years there have been a few more 
dismissals than in the years before. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman give us the percentage 
of dismissals ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I think the hon. 


Member who spoke earlier in the debate | 


told us what they were. Although I 
promise to look into the matter I must 


Mr. Birrell, 
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ask hon. Members opposite to support file | 
the authorities, and until you get better Mf ytic! 
authorities you must be content with § catai 
those you have got, and support them §j bite 
in what is absolutely an essential piece §f for 
of work if efficiency of education in Ipe. § Tras 





land is to be maintained even at jt 
/ present standard, unsatisfactory as it is 
I do not know that I have anything mor 
to say except on the subject of teaching 
Irish. Everyone has been so pleasant 
that this is not an occasion for the ex. 
pression of any very strong opinion. | 
do not know that anyone has disputed 
the entire right of the Irish people to nel) 
require that provision should be made jy Mts c 
their elementary schools for the teaching Mf iich 
‘of the Irish language, and at all events Mh. ( 
the day has quite gone by when peopl ff Dublin 
in England or Scotland should take upon apply 1 
themselves to treat Ireland as if she wer MJ-the p 
a naughty child—to find out first what she Mlevelle: 
is doing and then go and tell her not toMfyne n 
do it. That has been very much theft) whi 
fashion in the past, and I rejoice that that Hie pos 
day has gone for ever. We can al 
remember what Archbishop Whately, 
one of the first Commissioners, did, when he 
struck out of all poetry books in Ireland 
the lines— 
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‘ Breathes there the man with soul so dead, fd altl 
Who never to himself hath said, the ter 
rm: ° . “ 

This is my own, my native land! 
y y Trasur’ 
* * * * * R > : 
the first 





If such there be, go mark him well.” 
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Those lines were struck out because it 
was not thought desirable that the Irish 
child should read such sentiments, and 
I am not quite sure myself that ther 
does not lurk within those words some 
thing of the larger policy. But what 
is an even more remarkable instance 
is the fact that down to the yeat 
1868 in the music books in use in the 
Irish schools there was not a single Irish, 
air. What would Scotland say to that! 
Now we have a demand made for thi, 
teaching of the Irish language in the Iris 
schools. The provision for the teachin 
of Irish was made a long time ago 
and no objection was raised at thi 
Treasury so long as nobody muc! 
wanted to learn Irish. But owing t 
influences which are by no means of 
political nature, there has sprung up 1 
Ireland, as similar movements hav 
sprung up in other countries on t 
Continent of Europe, a desire to reca 
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the past and to keep alive a language 
which, after all, must continue to express 
wtain Irish emotions and feelings far 
iter than any other language. There- 
foe we find that whilst in 1901 the 
Trasury was only required to produce 
{55 a year to meet these fees for Irish, 
in 1906 the demand had grown to £13,844. 
Ten the Treasury stopped. They said, 
‘Dear me! I thought this Irish was 
asort of archeological fad, a small 
utter, a drop in the bucket, 
wv it is a national demand. The 
Ish people want to learn Trish, not 
nrely one of them, but in their 
ts of thousands. This is a demand 
which must be stopped.” The right 
ja. Gentleman the Member for South 
iblin stopped it, and he was going to 
apply the money to a very good purpose 
-the provision of assistant mistresses, an 
avellent purpose for the application of 
wme money ; but not the best purpose 
t) which to divert this money. Thus 
the position stood when my distinguished 
pedecessor left office. I desire to say 
mth regard to Mr. Bryce that one of 
is few parting injunctions to me, 
ue of his few valedictory remarks, was, 
“Do your best for the Irish language,” 
aid although he was not able to obtain 
the terms which he desired from the 
Trasury he certainly would be one of 
Hie first to rejoice if the Treasury saw 
is way to deal generously with this 
ibject, for Mr. Bryce, a man of im- 
ase knowledge, was also a man of great 
mpathy with this object of the Gaelic 
ague, and nothing would give him 


‘uter pleasure than to hear, as I hope 


very shortly will hear, that the 
ftasury is prepared to reconsider its 
«sion in this matter altogether. Now 
le reason why the Treasury is justified 
hiltering its position is because it has 


frome plain that the scale of fees 


tch Mr. Bryce apparently sanctioned, 
nt is the Is. and 2s. 6d. seale, has 
It will not do. It will 
i meet the demand that Irish shall 
t properly taught in the schools, for, 


jong other reasons, it does not make 


quate provision for the itinerant 
hers who go about from school to 


lool giving this necessary tuition. 


e scheme which Mr. Bryce reluctantly 
ictioned, for he was as anxious as 
body that a larger and more liberal 


but | 
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scale should be adopted, having broken 
down, the time has come for reconsider- 
ing the matter with a view to sanctioning 
a scale which will be sufficient for the 
purpose. I am authorised by the Treas- 
ury to say they are prepared to do so, 
and that they will consider any scheme 
| for the teaching of Irish, without regard 
to the question whether the result will 
not be to restore the fees to the amount 
they stood at in 1906. That is to say 
they will not look at such a scheme with 
a view to cutting it down, but will con- 
sider it in conjunction with the Irish 
Office on its educational merits. I hope 
also the time will come when the ordinary 
normal teacher in the schools will be able 
to give instruction in Irish. In the 
majority of cases he has not been able to 
do so owing to want of training. We must 
bear in mind that we want Irish taught 
educationally. We want it taught as 
a discipline of the mind, and as an enrich- 
ment of education, so as to provide a 
child all through its life with an instru- 
ment which will throw open to it the 
literature of Ireland. In the meantime 
we desire that the Gaelic League should 
not be interfered with in the good work 
it is doing, and in the maintenance of its 
itinerant teachers, and I am very glad 
to be able to make this announcement 
to the House, which I hope will be 
considered satisfactory. The question 
is one which has not excited any opposi- 
tion in the House to-day, and I do not 
wish to introduce any controversial 
tone. For my part I rejoice to think 
that the Irish people have exhibited 
this desire to reacquire the Irish tongue. 
From all I have heard I believe the 
movement is a great and permanent one, 
and I believe it is a movement which will 
do much good to the mental calibre of 
the Irish people. I do not for a moment 
suggest that the statement I have madecan 
be wholly satisfactory to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, because it leaves, I quite agree, 








Irish primary education in an eminently 
unsatisfactory condition with regard to 
the salaries of the teachers. As to their 
pensions I ought perhaps to say that the 
actuarial report has not yet been com- 
pleted. When that is completed it will 
be, of course, communicated, and action 
will have to be taken upon it. I mention 
this because it is a business point which 
naturally excites a great deal of attention. 
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What that Report will be it is not for me 
now to say, but it will receive the closest 
scrutiny and the fairest attention of the 
Treasury, when it is laid before it. What 
I have said cannot be wholly satisfactory 
to hon. Members opposite, but I am glad 
to think that, at all events, during the 
short time I have been in office I have 
been able, through the kindness and 
generosity of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, to do the little I have done. 
I can only assure the whole House that 
my interest and zeal in this question 
will know no abatement, and I am 
sanguine enough—though the last man 
to be sanguine—to hope that the measures 
we shall unfold to the House after Easter 
for the reform of the administration of 
Irish affairs will be found to contain 
within them the means of enabling the 
Irish people themselves to do that 
which all Irishmen agree pre-eminently 
needs doing, the overhauling from top 
to bottom of the educational system of 
the country. 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover: All the 
speeches to which we have listened to-day, 
and notably that to which we have just 
listened, point to one conclusion, and it 
is that, however much we may differ from 
the proposals which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has referred to, we all agree that 
something substantial should be done to 
better the condition of primary education 
in Ireland. I should be the last man to 
introduce into this debate any controver- 
sial note when there has been such un- 
animity expressed upon so important a 
subject. I agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman that you will never be able to 
deal in a satisfactory manner with primary 
education until you have solved the 
problem of higher education. But 
however much we may differ upon this 
question of higher education, the obliga- 
tion that we should seek to do something 
for primary education is all the greater. 
I hold also that primary education in 
Ireland must be denominational in its 
character. I am equally certain that 
you cannot make elementary education 
compulsory in some parts of Ireland, and 
you cannot put the Irish denominational 
system of education under what is called 
popular local control. That being so, we 
arrive at the explanation of the difficult 
position which Chief Secretaries invariably 
Mr. Birrell. 


{COMMONS} 
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find themselves in. They know that money 
is wanted, and they find that they have 
to ask for it in respect of Ireland upon 
terms which are totally different from 
those which exist in England and jn 
Scotland. They have had to ask the Ex. 
chequer to defray charges which in Great 
Britain are defrayed, not out of the 
Exchequer, but out of the local rates, 
That being so they were often driven in 
desperation to get cash down on any 
terms they could in order to save time, 
Perhaps I ought to be the last person to 
criticise my right hon. friend for having 
arrived at a temporary settlement of the 
building grants question. I dwell upon 
that word “ temporary.” I cannot blame 
him during the short time he has been in 
office for not having arrived at a per- 
manent solution of this difficulty. I was 
Chief Secretary for four and a half years, 
and I was arguing it all the time, but | 
could get no solution. One of the reasons 
| given was that there was always a grave 
‘objection to these temporary schemes. 
| If you give a grant for a permanent pur 
pose, and lay down that it is going to last 
for a number of years, vour difficulty 
arises again at the end of that period. 
When I was Chief Secretary building 
grants had been given to Ireland for a 
nominal period of seven years. As thi 
end of that period approached, | found 
that the financial relations between 
Ireland and England in regard to primary 
education would have to be thrown int 
the melting pot. The Chief Secretary of 
the day in this case will find himself in 
the same difficulty when he has to dea 
with the building grant. The hon 
Member for North Kildare was goo 
enough to give me notice that in the 
course of this debate criticism would be 
made on some points of my administration. 
I thank the hon. Member for that notice, 
but having heard the debate, I find 
nothing in it which makes it necessary t 
depart from a strictly non-controversial 
attitude. The hon. Member said I must 
be held responsible for the fact the! 
the equivalent grant was not larger. | 
obtained a grant of £185,000, and musi 
stand the racket of that. The hon 
Member also said I was responsible for 


Revenue Depts. Estimates). 











the fact that a large part of the equivalen' 
grant was being devoted to purposes nq 
of new work, but of defraying losses ( 
the flotation of land stock. That is quit 
true. But we were all agreed at the tim 
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that the bargains between landlords and 
tenants should be made in cash, and 
should not be subjected to the fluctuations 
of the Stock Exchange. I maintain that we 
were right, and that experience has proved 
us to be so. If landlords are not to pay 
for the depreciation of land stock some 
public fund has to bear it. Like the 
right hon. Gentleman, I took cash down, 
and, considering that I got £185,000 for 
Ireland at the same time that the Land 
Purchase Act was passed, I consider 
that was a good bargain, the terms of 
which made it possible for purchase to 
proceed. But it is not right that purchase 
should proceed at the expense of the Irish 
child or the Irish teacher, and there is 
nothing in the bargain which the late 
Government made which lays down that 
if purchase is to proceed the Irish child is 
to have an insanitary school or that the 
Irish teacher is to have an inadequate 
pension. The Chief Secretary, in con- 
sidering them, will have to suffer from 
the fact that there is no rate aid, but 
there is no reason why nothing shall be 
done to put the schools ina more sanitary 
state than English schools were in the 
early part of the nineteenth century. 
Something must be done somehow, and 
soon, to remedy the conditions of primary 
education in Ireland. The right hon. 
Gentleman said he was pressing for an 
amelioration of the conditions under 
which teachers served, but I feel that the 
question of building grants must be 
decided by itself on its merits, and must 
not be merged into the question of the 
equivalent grant or put on that grant. 
The Development Grant must be kept 
for purposes new and distinct in the 
country which received it. -It will be 
fair to defray bursaries out of the 
equivalent grant, and to improve what 
is called the ladder from primary schools 
to the University, or to set up a better 
form of technical education, but it will 
not be fair to use it to give the child 
a fire to warm itself by or to give the 
teacher better pay. Iam glad the right 
hon. Gentleman has obtained the build- 
ing grant as altogether apart from the 
Development Grant. I am sorry he has 
only got it for three years, because at the 
end of that period the old pressure will 
begin again and the Development Grant 
may be diverted to building purposes. 
I maintain that only new educational 
services should be served by the equiva- 
lent grant. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he 
was not surprised that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary, at the 
conclusion of his speech, stated that 
what he had said would not be satisfac- 
tory to the Nationalist Members. The 
only real satisfaction they had was at 
the frank confession that it was im- 
possible for an English Minister to deal 
with this question, and that the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to make it 
part of the measure which was to be 
introduced into the House after Easter. 
The speech of the Chief Secretary 
would cause great disappointment in 
Ireland on all except two matters. 
The right hon. Gentleman had met 
them fairly and satisfactorily in the 
| restoration of the fees for the teaching 
| of Irish, a subject to which he attached 
immense importance from the point of 
| view of popular sentiment, and he had 
| also been able to promise them some 
| welcome relief in the matter of the 
| building grant. That controversy had 
| gone on for fifteen years, and the extra- 
| ordinary and savage conditions which 
were described in the opening of the 
debate were gradually increasing their 
horror to the Irish people. At a meeting 
the other day in Belfast, it was said that 
the atmosphere was so fetid that there 
was no wonder that spotted fever pre- 
vailed. The speeches delivered were 
almost blood-curdling in their nature. 
That awful disease had become a de- 
vastating scourge in Ireland, and had 
undoubtedly been increased by the 
horrible atmosphere, the want of sanita- 
tion, the want of ventilation, and the cold 
to which the children had been sub- 
jected. The right hon. Gentleman had 
come with a new plan which the Irish 
Members had asked for in vain during 
the last ten years or more. In the year 
1902 a private Committee was appointed 
to inquire into the matter, and the 
Treasury asked them to report as rapidly 
as possible. That Committee sat in 
private, and they had never been able 
to see their Report until yesterday. 
That Report stated that such had been 
the accumulation of new schools to be 
built that it would take £100,000 
to build the schools, spread over five 
years, and the Treasury authorised the 
right hon. Gentleman to offer £40,000 
to make a start. Although he rejoiced 
that at last they had got some statement 














from the Department, he could not say 
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that that statement was satisfactory, and 
the Irish Members must continue the 
campaign until the existing state of things 
in regard to Irish education, which was a 
disgrace to the country, was put right. 
The money was there; and it was Irish 
money. Irish schools ought to be kept 
in proper repair and maintained up to 
the proper standard of schools in this 
country. Throughout the controversy 
the obdurate persons had not been the 
Ministers of the Crown, but the perma- 
nent officials of the Treasury—men who 
never saw Ireland, who knew nothing 
about Irish education, who had been the 
slaves of the extraordinary system by 
which they in Ireland had been cursed in 
regard to the reconstruction and repair 
of Irish schools. Some little progress 
had been made in regard to school 
grants, but none had been made as 
to the condition of the teachers, and it 
was maddening to think that the Irish 
teachers could not get their due from 
the British Treasury. The right hon. 
Gentleman had admitted that the condi- 
tions under which the Irish teachers 
worked were deplorable ; and that their 
chance of promotion 
bad. The old Treasury plea was again 


used that Irish education got no support | 
The right hon, Gentleman had drawn a 


out of the local rates, and that therefore 


was exceedingly | 


it could not be expected that the salaries | 


of the teachers would be raised. It was 
perfectly true that in Ireland education 
got no support out of the rates, but why 
wasthat ? It was for two reasons. 
of all, it was because this country, in pur- 
suance of its policy of proselytising the 
Irish people, forced upon them a system 
of education which was in antagonism to 
their feelings and aspirations ; and after 
having ereated and maintained in Ireland 
this strong centralised system, it was a 
cruel irony and injustice to turn round 
and say that the Irish people did not con- 
tribute out of the rates to the support 
of elementary education. In the second 
place, the reason why they did not contri- 
bute to education out of the rates was that 
the rates were already very high. How 
many famines had they had in England ? 
For generations they in Ireland had 
had a famine every ten years, and the 
country was impoverished. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer admitted no 
later than last year that it was the 
earnest desire of the Government to 
give effect to the recommendations in 
the Report of the Commissioners on the 


Mr. Dillon. 


First | 
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and Ireland, and offered the assurance 
that some restitution should be made to 
Ireland for the injustice which had been 
done to that country, especially in educa- 
tional matters. He therefore insisted 
that the Irish Members were entitled to 
demand from the Imperiai Exchequer 
a special grant for education on ac- 
count of the high rates imposed upon the 
people, and on account of their poverty. 
It was said that because Ireland was poor, 
and her teachers were badly paid, and 
she could not afford to subsidise education 
out of the rates, therefore £300,000 
of the equivalent grant must be cut off. 
What objection could the Government 
have to putting on the Estimates 
£300,000, which would only bring Ireland 
up to the point of receiving her proper 
share of the subvention for this purpose ? 
They not only had to do without the 
rates, but also their fair share of the 
Imperial grant. It was really deplorable. 
Then there was the unhappy circum- 
stance in connection with the national 
school teachers in Ireland, that whereas 
in England and Scotland during the last 
ten years the tendency had been to 
improve the position of the teachers, in 
Ireland it had been exactly the reverse. 


picture of the teachers that left the House 
under the impression that a teacher in Ire- 
land would have to work thirty-six years 
before he could reach his top salary. 
That salary was not nearly so large as 
that of English teachers, but the great 
grievance under the new system was that 


‘the teachers’ chances of promotion had 


been reduced almost to nothing. His 
experience had lead him to the conclusion 
that if good service was required the best 
incentive that could be given was hope 
of promotion, and he would rather have 
seen low initial salaries with hope of 
promotion than high initial salaries and 
no promotion at all. All zeal was killed 
when a man knew that however well he 
did he would be in the same position 
at the end as he was at the begin- 
ning. Before 1900 a quick teacher 
who came out of the training college, 
if he was a bright fellow, could in 
ten years get classed as a_ first-class 
teacher, and the exertions the men made 
to better themselves and improve their 
education were simply marvellous. He 
knew in those days young men of twenty- 
five to be at the top of their profession. 
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Under the new rules they had no chance of 


reaching the first grade until after thirty- | 


six years service, and they could never 
reach the first grade unless they were in 
a school which had an average attendance 
of seventy. As only 10 per cent. of the 
schools of Ireland had that attendance, 
so only 10 per cent. of the men engaged in 


the teaching profession could reach the top. | 


Then there was the wretched position in 
which the assistant teacher was placed. 
He was a very important man in a large 
school in the country, but so long as he 
was in the assistant grade he could not 
get into the best grade at all. In England 
thesalary of an assistant teacher was £114, 
in Ireland it was £73, and the teacher 
could not get beyond it. The assistant 
teacher's position therefore was a wretched 
one as regarded the maximum salary, 
but it was infinitely more wretched by 
reason of the fact that the new system 
had barred him from all chances of pro- 
motion. So long as that position of 
things existed and no substantial im- | 
provement was made in the position of | 
Irish teachers, it was impossible to expect | 
anything like a good system of primary 
education in Ireland. The right hon. 
Gentleman had given as a reason for 
the discrepancies between _ salaries 
in England and in Ireland the multi- 
plicity of small schools in Ireland. That | 
argument was most unjust and unsound 
and ought never to have been used. _ Ire- | 
land must always be a country of small 
schools by reason of the fact that she 


was an agricultural country,  three- 
quarters of the schools having an 


average attendance of between thirty-five 
and fifty. Therefore when the question 
was considered as it affected the people of 
Ireland, regard must be had to the fact 
that the schools affected are mostly those 
where the pupils were taught by one 
teacher. Would the right hon. Gentle- 
man suggest that the man who, in a 
small school, taught all standards had a 
lighter task than one who taught one 
standard in a large school? The exact 
reverse was the fact, because he had to 
keep up every standard to a proper state 
of etliciency lest the inspector came down 
upon him. The low average attendance 
was not the fault of the teachers ; they did 
their best to get the children into school. 
In two months from now there would 
not be a single man in the whole of East 
Mayo; they would be all scattered up 
and down Great Britain earning their | 
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living in the fields, and the turf would 
have to be cut, and the work of the 
holding in East Mayo done by the 
mother and the children, while the 
father was perspiring in the fields of 
England. But did not that make the 
case much harder for the school master, 
who had often to face long absences on 
the part of his pupils, and then by hard 
work endeavour to make up for lost time ? 
That had been sometimes used as an 
argument for cutting down the salaries 
of the teachers and reducing the grant. 
It was most unfair. Another point was 
the social position in Ireland, which 
hore the marks of long years of civil 
war and revolution. There were large 
districts where it was vital that the 
school master should be a man of high 
education and integrity, because he was 
one of the few educated men in the 
country. but any man among them wko 
had any ambition and who desired to 
rise became an emigrant. He went to 
England or to America where he might 
better himself, declining to condemn 
himself to a life of toil and almost of 
want ina rural school. In dealing with 
the matter regard must be had to the 
particular character of the country, and 
the necessity of making up_ the 
long years of neglect to the teachers. 
He thought the right hon. Gentleman 
was unfair with regard to discipline. 
That had become one of the burning 
questions in Ireland. There must be 
some means by which a man could be 
dismissed who from drunkenness, idleness, 
or indifference was not fit for his work. 
3ut the people who were now being 
dismissed were men and women who had 
loyally served the State for twenty-five 
or thirty years. Was it not an awful 
thing for these unfortunate teachers to 
have the sword of Damocles hanging 
over their heads? If at any period they 
broke down through ill-health—and they 
had to remember the atmosphere and 
the condition of the schools in which the 
teachers had to work—they had to crawl 
out to the roadside to die like dogs 
unless they had other means available. 
That was a cruel thing. He wished 
to say just one word with reference to the 
speech made by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Dublin. He must 
say that both the right hon. Gentleman 
and the right hon. Member for Dover 
had made speeches which were certainly 
a pleasant contrast to the general tone of 
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Irish debates. They had put the case 
of the necessity for doing something 
generous for Irish education nearly as 
strongly as Nationalists could put 
it themselves. One thing the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Dublin had said had surprised them 
very much, It seemed characteristic 
of the way in which the business of 
Ireland was carried on. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that when he was in 
office about two years ago he appointed 
a Committee of three Departments to 
inquire into the reorganisation and link- 
ing-up of Irish education. He did 
not seem to remember what the Depart- 
ments were. He spoke of the Board of 
Higher Education in Ireland, and _ it 
turned out afterwards to be the Board of 
Agriculture, which he did not admit to 
be a proper Board of Education at all. 
The right hon. Gentleman said, at all 
events, that he had appointed a represen- 
tative Committee. None of them, how- 
ever, had heard of it, and the House 
had never heard of it. It had been con- 
ducting its operations in secrecy. He 
thought it was a Committee which ought 
not to have been appointed without their 
knowing something about it. Who gave 
evidence before it’ What inquiries did 
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it make? He understood from the 
right hon. Gentleman that it had 
reported. He was very curious to know 


what Report it had made, because the 
question of the reorganisation and the 
linking-up of Irish education was 
an exceedingly burning question. He 
certainly protested—and he thought he 
spoke for the whole of the Irish Party 
against secret Committees conducting 
investigations into Irish education behind 





the back of Parliament and without 
letting the public know what was 
going on. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dover had 
made a speech with reference to 
the Irish Development Grant. He 


rejoiced to have heard that speech. It 
laid down principles in regard to the 
equivalent grant for Irish education 
which he most heartily endorsed, and 
he trusted and hoped the Treasury would 
adopt them. The right hon. Gentleman 
was perfectly right when he said—it was 
a view he himself had often urged— 
that to shove on to the equivalent grant 
any charge which in the ordinary course 
would have been cast upon the Treasury 
was to rob the grant and to carry out a 


Mr. Dillon, 


{COMMONS} 


‘fraud upon Ireland. 








1444 


That was what had 
been done with regard to the building 
grant of the last two years. They had 
shoved a portion of the building 
grant on to the Development Grant, 
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and by stealing the money from 
the equivalent grant had rendered 
‘the equivalent grant nugatory. Where 


they got the equivalent grant for 
the new service in England it ought to 
be devoted only to analogous service in 
Ireland, such, for instance, as the institu- 
tion of scholarships and for the ¢o- 


ordinating of Irish education. He did 
not want to take up any more of 
the time of the House, but he 


confessed he was disappointed with the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman. He 
knew from the tone the right hon. 
Gentleman himself adopted that he was 
aware of their disappointment. The 
matter had entered upon a very serious 
phase. It was not often that any subject 
could be started in Ireland which would 
collect upon the same platform absolutely 
every section of society. For six months 
there had been, he might almost say, 
raging in Ireland—at all events, there 
had been going on an agitation on 
this question, and the limit of human 
patience in that country had been 
reached. The agitation had been going 
on in every part of Ireland, from Belfast 
to Cork and from Galway to Dublin, and 
on the platforms there had gathered 


Protestant Bishops and clergy and 
Roman Catholic Bishops and __ priests, 
Unionists and Orangemen, Gaelic 


Leaguers and Nationalists. He had 
attended at several of these gatherings, 
and he had never seen such meetings. 
The demand was universal that an end 
should be put to the scandalous system 
by which the intellect of the Irish 
children was cramped and the health of 
the Irish people destroyed, and that 
they should be put in a position to use 
their own resources. They were not 
asking for English money. They simply 
asked to be placed in a position to 
use their own resources for the education 
and elevation of their own children with- 
out having to come to the House of 
Commons to beg for leave to do so. 
The movement, he believed, would not 
be allayed by the speech the right 
hon. Gentleman had seen his way 
to make that day. If they should 
be so fortunate as to pass the Bill 
which was to be introduced after Easter, 
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he hoped it would have the effect of {commend itself to the Chief Secretary 
transferring the whole ofthe questionfrom | or to the member of the Government 


London to be settled in Ireland itself. | 


That would lift the burden of it from the 
Chief Secretary’s shoulders and from 
the shoulders of the Treasury; but if 
that should not be the case he begged 
most respectfully to warn the right 
hon. Gentleman that the present agitation 
would go on in Ireland, and they would 
look forward confidently to a period in 
the near future when the Chief Secretary 
would be able to give them a very 
different answer. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) said 
he did not think the debate ought to 
come to an end without some Member of 
the Irish Unionist Party saying, as he did, 
that they had no quarrel with the words of 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Kildare. He had a strong case to put be- 
fore the House, and he thought the Chief 
Secretary had shown in his reply that he 
felt it to be a strong case. There was no 
one more qualified than the hon. Member 
for Kildare, whether the case was a weak 
or a strong one, to put it forcibly, and he 
only regretted that the appeal which 
might have been unanimous on the part 

Members had been mixed 
the hon. Member for Galway 
with what he could only call the 
foolish fad of teaching Irish. The 
hon. Member had said that he wanted to 
make the children of Ireland 
efficient human instruments. Certainly, 
any efficiency for the real 
battle of life was concerned, it was very 
dificult to conceive how teaching the 
children Irish would equip them any 
more efficiently to fight that battle. He 
had no doubt that the foundation of the 
Gaelic League began with a number of 
gentlemen who were inspired by a 


of trish 


up by 


more 


so far as 


certain amount of Liberal enthusiasm ; 
but he thought it fair to the House to 
enlighten them a little as to what that 
league had grown to be. One promi- 
nent member of the league, the chief 
organiser of it for Munster, had said 
that the real object of the Gaelic League 
was firmly to establish Ireland as a separate 
nation amongst the nations of Europe. 
He was not sure whether that would 
VOL. CLXXL [FourrH Sertes.] 


who had lately joined the United Irish 
League. Then another prominent mem- 
ber of the Gaelic League, writing to the 
Irish Independent on 18th May, 1905, 
said— 

“The Irish youth who quits school withont 
realising his duties as a rebel, is, or should be, 
a discredit to his school-master.” 

The writer added that, after half-a- 
dozen years schoolmastering, he felt his 
conscience easy in the knowledge that his 
salary was well-earned so far as the stirring 
of discontent and the stirring of rebellious 
feelings were concerned. That was a 
fair sample of what the Gaelic League 
and the teaching of the Irish language 
really meant, however innocently the 
matter might be brought forward in that 
House. Putting that aside, and coming 
back to the points on which they were 
agreed, they all felt that there was 
a real grievance in Ireland. The 
figures were absolutely conclusive as 
to the real claim of Ireland for a larger 
grant than she had hitherto had. The 
fact was that in the past seven years the 
education grant in England increased by 
43 per cent. ; in Scotland by 51 per cent. ; 
and in Ireland by only 1°5 per cent. He 
thought those figures were almost con- 
clusive in themselves. The salaries of 
teachers had already been dealt with. It 
might be said that living in England was 
more costly than in Ireland; but when 
they compared Ireland with Scotland 
they found that in the latter country the 
assistant teacher got £122 a year as 
against £73 in [reland, and no one could 
contend that that was a fair rate of pay- 
ment. The salaries paid in Ireland were 
an absolutely miserable reward for the 
members of a great profession—one of the 
greatest and most inspiring professions 
full of the greatest possibilities. It was 
said that the future of a race largely 
depended upon what the teachers made 
of the children. In Ireland they got 
poor encouragement for the work they 
were doing. Miscrab'e pay, insanitary 
school-houses, and all those things of 
which complaint was made, were sufficient 
to move all Irish Members, at least all 
who desired to do their duty, to see what 


3D 
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could be done to remedy existing evils in| grounds, and he hoped that that 
connection with education in Treland. | matter would receive attention. He had 
They cordially welcomed the statement | heard with the greatest pleasure the 
in regard to the large grant towards | words of the Chief Secretary, because in 
remedying that portion of their claim, but | the past they had been far too much in- 
he was sorry that the right hon. Gentle- | clined to treat the different parts of educa- 


man had not seen his way to deal with | tion as though they were separate and 
the salaries. As for the teachers, he was | distinct. Their inter-dependence was 
amazed that such an able and devoted | complete, and in his view they could 
band of men and women were to be found have no real life in any part of 
ready and willing to work on at such | educational work in Ireland unless they 
miserable salaries. It was not fair or | had at the same time that culture which 


l +7: “ae Ponte 
just to allow them to go on under such | University influence alone could give it 


conditions, and he hoped that grievance | 


also would be remedied before very long.| *Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR, in asking 
With regard to the power of one manager | leave to withdraw his Amendment, 
arbitrarily to dismiss a teacher, the | said that, with one excertion, he was 
teachers had again and again stated that it | entirely dissatisfied with the — state- 


lowered their sfufus and took away from|ment of the Government with regard 


them their independence to place them at | to the grievances he had endeayoured 
the mercy and caprice of one manager | to lay before the House. But having 
who might possibly control three or four | regard to the terms of his Amendment the 


schools, and who had the power to dis- division would be no indication of the 


views of the majority of hon. Members 





miss them without a word of explanation. 
He wisbed to join in the appeal which | who had done him the favour of listening 

had been made by other hon. Members | to his observations. 
; : ; | 
in reference to the salaries of the teachers, 
who were a body of men and women | Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
thoroughly deserving of some improve- | : : 
edie ue Wiis : | Main Question put, and agreed to. 
ment in their conditions of service. 
we : ee SUPPLY. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) said 


| Considered in Committee. 
that so long as the teachers were engaged | 


upon such an insecure foundation and their | (In the Committee.) 

position depended upon the favourable | 

report of one inspector it was perfectly | CIV IL, SERVICES AND REV ENUE 

: : ; 4 ; * | DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1907-8. 

impossible for them to give to their work ; : ; 
EAS j ws. .., | Committee report Progress; to sit 

their full energies and abilities. With | A : 

pe ) again upon Monday next. 

regard to the building grant and the; * ‘ 

promise which the right hon. Gentleman Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned 

had made he would like to ask whether | the House without Question put, pursuant 

the £40,000 a year was to be spent upon | to the Order of the House of the 22nd 


March. 


the buildings and improvement of school- | 
. | 

houses in Ireland for three years. He | ; . ; 
Adjourned at nine minutes after 


Six of the Clock, till Monday 


found that a large number of urban 
schools were entirely without play- | next. 
Mr. ‘Kg iL. Corke tt. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 25th March, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


Mr. Speaker informed the House 
that he had received the following Com- 
munications expressing the condolence 
of the Portuguese Chamber of Deputies 
on the occasion of the destruction of the 

i city of Kingston by an earthquake :— 

* Portuguese Legation, 

m * March 23rd, 1907. 
s “ Sir, 

= “T have the honour to enclose here- 
: with a letter addressed to you by the 
tof Portugal enclosing a copy of the 
. expression of condolence unanimously 
= passed by that House on the occasion 
Sof the destruction of the city of King- 
ston, and also a translation of both docu- 
‘ments into the English language. 


lic 


he tn 


© 


*T have the honour to be, with the 
highest consideration, 


Spee 


** Sir, 
** Your most obedient 


“humble Servant 








** SOVERAL.” 
“The Right Hon. 
James William Lowther, M.P., 


comrencement of «a 


Speaker of the House of Commons, 


at the 


etc., etc., etc.” 
ae P 

© Translation. 

= “Camara dos Deputados. Illustrious | 
sand Excellent Sir. 


. 


“The Chamber of Deputies unani- 
smously resolved in session of the 26th 
‘of this month, that in the respective | 
act, to transmit their condolence on 
account of the seismic destruction of 
the city of Kingston and the almost 
total loss of the inhabitants. Conform- 
ing to my duty, I direct to your Ex- 
celleney, in conformity of the determina- 
tion of this Chamber, an authentic copy 
of the extract of the act which contains 


that determination. God guard your 
Excellency (signed) Alfredo Pereira. | 


To the Illustrious and Excellent Presi- | 
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| which 


| of 
' Kingston. 


= President of the Chamber of Deputies | 
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dent of the House of Commons of Great 
Britain and Ireland.” 


Translation. 


“ Authentic copy of the extracts of 
the session of the 26th of January, 1907, 
contains the condolence trans- 
mitted to the British Nation on account 
the destruction of the city of 
The President permitted Snr. 
Pereira de Lima to discourse on an 
urgent matter. Snr. Pereira de Lima 
justified the following proposal, propos- 
ing that the Chamber should be asked 
to place in the act of the day our con- 
dolence directed to the British Nation 
for the seismic destruction of the city 
of Kingston, and principally for the 
almost total loss of the inhabitants, and 
this to be sent by telegram addressed 
to His Majesty King Edward VII. The 
expression of sincere sorrow manifested 
by the members of the Chamber of Depu- 
ties of the Portuguese Nation at the 
same time to be remitted to the President 
of the House of Commons of Great 
Britain, and also a copy of the part of 
the act referring to the co-participation 
of the national mourning. (signed) J. 
M. Pereira de Lima. 


“The Minister of Public Works joins 
in the name of the Government inthe 


| proposal of Snr. Pereira de Lima. 


“Snr. Arthur Montenegro in the 


/name of the Progressive Party joins in 


the proposal of Snr. Pereira de Lima. 


**Snr. Joao Pinto in the name of his 
political friends joins in the proposal 


| presented to the Chamber. 


“Snr. Aristides da Motta in the name 
of the reformed Liberal Party joins in the 
proposal of Snr. Pereira de Lima. 


“Snr. Antonio Jose de Almeida joins 
in the name of the Republican deputies 
the same proposal. 


** Snr. President in view of the mani- 
festations of the Chamber declared the 
proposal of Snr. Pereira de Lima approved 
by acclamation. 


“In conformity, Direction General of 
the Secretary of the Chamber of Deputies 


this 28th of January, 1907. 


“The Councillor, Sub-Director. 
** Jos—E JoAQUIM MENDES LEAL.” 
3 E 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :—Royal Insurance Company 
Bill [Lords]; West Riding Tramways 
Bill [Lords]; Folkestone, Sandgate, and 
Hythe Tramways Bill [Lords]; West 
Yorkshire Tramways Bill [Lords]; New- 
quay and District Water Bill [Lords] ; 
Medway Lower Navigation Bill | Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time. 


Annfield Plain and District Gas Bill.— 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Basingstoke Gas Bill—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


South Wales Mineral Railway Bill; 
Watford and Edgware Railway Bill.— 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, 
etc.) Bill and Metropolitan Water Board 
(Various Powers) Bill.—Orders for Com- 
mittal [20th and 28th February] read 
and discharged. 


Resolution of the House of the 18th 
day of March, relative to the Metropolitan 
Water Board (Charges, etc.) Bill and 
the Metropolitan Water Board (Various 
Powers) Bill, which was ordered to be 
communicated to the Lords, and the 
Message from the Lords of the 19th day of 
March signifying their concurrence in the 
said Resolution, read. 


Ordered, That the Metropolitan Water 
Board (Charges, etc.) Bill and the Metro- 
politan Water Board (Various Powers) 
Bill be committed to a Select Committee 
of Five Members, to be nominated by the 
Committee of Selection, to be joined with 
a Committee of Five Lords. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
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Ordered, That all Petitions in favour 
of or against the Bills, respectively, 
presented on or before the 22nd day of 
April, 1907, be referred to the Com- 
mittee ; that the Petitioners praying to 
be heard against the Bills, or either of 
them, by themselves, their counsel, agents, 
or witnesses be heard, and counsel be 
heard in support of the Bills. 


Reports, de. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.— 
(Mr. Burns.) 


Marriages Provisional Order Bill; Me- 











therewith. 





tropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.— 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Pe 


PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Dygwynbach, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL OPTION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour :—From Barrhill ; 
and Govan; to lie upon the Table. 


TILONKO, 
Petition of Tolonko (a native chief 
of Natal), for inquiry into his case; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
RAILWAY COMPANIES’ ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Copy presented, of correspondence 
between the Board of Trade and the 
Railway Companies’ Association with 
regard to certain arrangements entered 
into by railway companies with regard 
to rebates on traffic, etc. [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CO-OPERATIVE CREDIT 
SOCIETIES). 
relative thereto 


Return presented, 
Mr. Rees]; to 


[Address 18th March ; 
lie upon the Table. 
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NATIONAL GALLERY, ETC. (SCOT- 
LAND). 
Copy presented, of Thirteenth Annual | 
Report to the Secretary for Scotland | 
by the Commissioners and Trustees of | 
the Board of Manufactures in Scotland, 
being for the year ending 30th Sep- 
tember, 1906 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, | 
dated 20th March, 1907, declaring that 
Walter Henry Jeakins, Clerk, Post 
Office, was appointed without a Civil 
Service Certificate through inadvertence | 
on the part of the Head of his Depart- | 
ment [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. | 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports (Annual Series) Nos. 
3750 and 3751 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION (IRELAND) 
RETURNS. 
Copy presented, of Returns of Local 
Taxation in Ireland for the year 1905-6 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND 
COLONIAL POST). 

Copy presented, of the Foreign and | 
Colonial Post Amendment (No. 15) | 
Warrant, 1907, dated 14th February, 
1907 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Yorkshire Miners’ Association—Funds 
and Payment of Income-tax. 


Mr. WADSWORTH (Yorkshire, W.R,, | 
Haliamshire): To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether the Yorkshire 
Miners’ Association have ever been | 
charged income-tax on the interest paid | 
t») them by their bankers on deposits | 
previous to the present year; why 


income-tax is demanded on their interest 
this year; and whether trade unions, | 
registered under the Trade Union Acts, 
and whose funds are available for bene- | 
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| ment in question. 
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volent benefits such as death claims, are 


properly liable for income-tax. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
exemption from income-tax granted to 


| trade unions by the Trade Union (Provi- 


dent Funds) Act, 1893, is confined to 
interest and dividends “ applicable and 
applied solely for the purpose of provident 
benefits.” The Yorkshire Miners’ Associ- 


/ation is accordingly chargeable on any 


part of its income which cannot be shown 
to be so applied. I understand that it is 
owing to an oversight that no assessment 
has hitherto been made upon the associa- 
tion. 


Advertisement for Telegraphists. 

Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.): To the Postmaster-General 
whether advertisements have been issued 
by his authority in the public press 
asking for applications by competent 
telegraphists for the position of season 
assistants; whether women answering 
the advertisement have been informed 
that the wages are £1 per week, and 
that only six months work can be 
promised ; and whether he will seek to 
avoid an increase of casual female labour, 


1 
ask 


‘especially in view of the fact that a 


number of qualified telegraph learners 


are waiting appointment throughout the 


country. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Bucton). 


|The hon. Member is under a misappre- 


hension as to the effect of the advertise- 
The interests of the 
learners now waiting for appointment 
at various offices throughout the country 
are in no way affected by the temporary 


/employment of certain officers who may 
| respond to 


the advertisements. The 
object of the arrangement is simply to 
assist to relieve the pressure which 
unfortunately cannot be avoided in the 


| summer months, it being partly due to 
| the natural increase in the work at that 


season, and partly to the absence of a 
considerable portion of the staff on 
annual leave, which the Post Office 
endeavours to give them as far as possible 
during the summer months. This pres- 
sure cannot be altogether met by perma- 
nent additions to the staff without great 
waste of force and money during the rest 
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Committee, which contains statements 
to the effect set forth in the Question. 
The Board are not entitled to intervene 
in the matter, which is one to be dealt 
with by the urban district council so far 
as their powers enable them to do so. 
Under the Public Health Acts and 


(Juestions. 


of the year. Itis met partly by overtime, 
and it is my desire as far as possible to 
reduce excessive overtime and conse- 
quent pressure on the staff. The em- 
ployment of temporary assistants is one 
of several expedients designed with that 
object which have been under considera- 


tion. 


Belfast Publicans—Amount of Licence 
Duty. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if he can state the number of 
publicans in the city of Belfast and the 
amount of licence duty paid by them for 
the years ended 10th October, 1905, and 


W.): To ask Mr. 


10th October, 1906. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) 
refer the hon. Member to the reply I gave 
him on the 14th instant on the question 
of the sum collected.+ The number of 
publicans could, no doubt, be easily 
ascertained, but I assume that this alone 
will not meet the object he has in view. 


Closing of Houses on the Estates of Lords 
Longford, De Vesci and Carysfort. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


I beg to 


Housing of the Working Classes Acts 
| the urban district council have power 
'to compel owners of insanitary houses 
to put them in a habitable condition, 
_and, if they fail to do so, a further order 
imay be obtained directing the houses 
| to be closed and demolished. There is 
| no power, however, to compel the owners 
'to erect new houses to replace those so 
demolished. The urban district council 
can provide artisans’ dwellings under the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
and have already undertaken a large 
scheme for the purpose at considerable 
expense, having obtained special borrow- 
ing powers from Parliament. The Local 
Government Board understand that it is 
contended on behalf of the landlords 





referred to that the insanitary condition 
_ of the houses in question arose during the 


currency of long leases, when they, as 
head landlords, had no power to inter- 


| vene, while the local sanitary authority 
| had the power but declined to use it. 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- | 


tion has been directed to the report of the | 


clerk to the Kingstown Urban District 
Council stating that, owing to the action 
of Lords Longford and De Vesci and the 
Zarl of Carysfort, over 120 houses have 
been or will be closed and a 
of workers and their families 
whether those evictions are the result of 
the refusal of the said Lords to comply 
with sanitary requirements; whether 
he is aware that those houses have been 
taken over by Lords Longford and De 
Vesci and the Earl of Carysfort at the 
termination of a lease term from the 
builders or owners ; and whether he will 
take into consideration the advisability 
of immediately adopting measures calcu- 


lated to prevent the further depopulation | 
and pauperisation of the Kingstown | 


urban district. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 
Government Board have received the 
Report of the Kingstown Public Health 





t See (4) Debates, clxxi., 193. 


The Local 


Butter Bill—Date of Second Reading. 
| Mr. A. L. STANLEY (Cheshire, Eddis- 
| bury): To ask the Prime Minister when 
|the Second Reading of the Butter and 
| Margarine Bill will be taken. 


number | 
evicted ; 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man.) I quite hope that the Bill will 
| be taken on an early day after the Easter 
| recess, 


Equivalent Grants. 

Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): To ask 
| the Prime Minister what are the arrange- 
| ments made with regard to the Equivalent 
| Grant to England and Wales, Ireland, 
| and Scotland; whether it has been the 
rule that the grant need not be spent 
on the same object; and whether the 
| Equivalent Grant has been made on the 
| principle of the amount of taxes paid by 
| each part of the United Kingdom. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) No fixed 
rules have been or could possibly be laid 
down in this matter ; “ equivalent grants” 
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have in most cases been made applicable 
to purposes akin to those of the original 
grauts, but there are notable exceptions. 
The basis on which such grants have been 


calculated has been the proportion of the | 


assumed total contributions of each 


country to the Revenue. 


National Finances—Use of Surpluses, 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : | 


To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he is aware that, although 
Section 5 of the Appropriation Act, 
1905, only empowered the Treasury to 
authorise the Board of Admiralty to 
defray expenditure not provided for out 
of surpluses effected by the saving of ex- 
penditure and not otherwise, and only 
empowered them to deal with appropria- 
tions in aid to the extent of sums not ex- 
ceeding in all £1,688,687, the Treasury 
have, nevertheless, contrary to the Act, 
taken upon themselves to authorise the 
application to expenditure of £120,938 
19s. 7d., which is not a saving of expendi- 
ture but an excess of receipts beyond the 
total sums appropriated in aid of naval 


expenditure by the Appropriation Act, 


1905; whether a precisely similar course 
under precisely similar circumstances 
was taken by the Treasury in regard to a 
sum of £172,392 13s. 4d. on the Army 
Votes ; why the Treasury thus took upon 
itself to exercise powers beyond those 
conferred upon it by law, and reported 
by the officer appointed to examine the 
public accounts on behalf of this House to 
be without statutory sanction; whether 
he will direct these two sums, amounting 
together to £293,331 12s. 1lld., to be 
surrendered to the Exchequer; and 
whether he will undertake that in future 
the Treasury shall set an example to the 
other departments of strict obedience to 
the law. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) I agree 
generally with the hon. Member in his 
interpretation of Section 5 of the Appro- 
priation Act, 1905, and gave orders, as 
soon as the matter was brought to my 
personal notice, that an Amendment 
should be drafted so as to make it quite 
clear in future that the Treasury’s tem- 
porary powers shall extend to making up 
any deficiency upon the receipts appro- 
priated in aid of any Navy (or Army) 
Vote out of the surplus receipts on account 
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of Appropriations in Aid on other Navy 
(or Army) Votes respectively. My de- 
cision has been communicated by the 
Treasury to the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, who are considering the Navy and 
Army Appropriation Accounts on which 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 


raised the question; and their approval 


will be sought forthwith to the draft 
Amendment of the Treasury, which has 
already been agreed to both by the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General and by the 
authorities of the House. So far I have 
dealt with the steps to be taken for 
regularising the position for the future. 
As regards the current year, I may add 
that in the Treasury Minutes of the 
22nd instant which were laid in dummy on 


‘the Table of the House on Friday, the 


temporary application of anticipated 
surpluses to meet anticipated deficits on 
Navy and Army Votes for 1906-7 has 
accordingly been dealt with exclusively 
on the basis of using surpluses effected by 
the saving of expenditure, without apply- 
ing any extra receipts. I now proceed to 
deal with the second part of the Question, 
in which the hon. Member asks, with 
reference to the year 1905-6, that sums of 
£120,938 19s. 7d. in respect of the Navy 
and of £172,392 13s. 4d. in respect of 
the Army may be surrendered to the 
Exchequer. These sums represent the 
gross excess of actual over estimated 
receipts on certain Navy and Army Votes, 
respectively ; and I will now indicate 
how, if they had been surrendered eo 
the Exchequer, the Ex- 
Old Sinking Fund 
could not have received one penny 
more than the net surplus _— of 
£237,758 19s. 2d. on the Navy, or of 
£1,334,136 17s. 10d. on the Army, as 
shown on the face of the Appropriation 
Accounts for the respective services. As 
the hon. Member will see, this result flows 
from the fact that there was an unex- 
hausted balance of authorised grants 
from the Exchequer out of which the 
deficiencies of receipts appropriated in 
aid of certain Navy and Army Votes 
could have been made good without 
making any use of the surpluses,of receipts 
which have arisen on certain other Votes. 
All that would have happened would 
have been two payments of extra receipts 
into the Exchequer, and a precisely equal 
increase of the two payments out of the 


nomine to 
chequer and the 
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Exchequer under the head of Exchequer 
Grants. With this general explanation, I 
proceed to give the figures which will 
make the position clear in respect first of 
the Navy and then of the Army. As is 
shown in column 4 of page 5 of the Navy 
Account for 1905-6, the actual gross 
expenditure on Navy services as a whole 
amounted to £34,861,442 17s. 7d. As 
shown in column 5, the actual receipts 
amounted to a total of £1,709,601 16s. 9d., 
but this actual total included (column 2 
on page 6) an excess of actual over esti- 
mated receipts on certain Votes amount- 
ing to £120,938 19s. 7d., so that on the 
strictest ruling the Executive was only 
able to use (out of a maximum of | 
£1,688,637, shown in column 2 on page 
s) Appropriations in Aid to meet 
“ross expenditure up ts a sum _ of 
£1,588,662 17s. 2d., leaving a balance of 
expenditure amounting to £33,272,780 
Os. 5d., chargeable against Exchequer 
grants. But the Exchequer grants | 
authorised by Parliament (column 3 on 
page 4) were £33,389,600, therefore the 
saving on Exchequer grants was £116,819 
19s. 7d. Add to this the excess of actual 
receipts on certain Votes amounting as 
above to £120,938,19s 7d., and the result 
is that the Exchequer could receive a 
total surrender of £237,758 19s. 2d., 
which is also the figure shown as the net 
surplus on page 5 ofthe Navy Account. 
As is shown in column 4 of page 5 of the 
Army Appropriation Account for 1905-6, 
the actual gross expenditure on Army 
Services as a whole amounted to 
£32,043,809 lls. 6d. As is shown in 
column 5, the actual receipts amounted 
to £3,564,946 9s. 4d., but this actual 
total included (column 2 of page 8) an 
excess of actual over estimated receipts on 
certain Votes amounting to £172,392 
13s. 4d., so that, on the strictest ruling, 
the Executive was only able to use (out 
of a maximum of £3,557,725, shown in 
column 2 on page 4) Appropriations in 
Aid to meet gross expenditure up 
to a sum of £3,392,553 16s., leaving a 
balance of expenditure amounting to 
£28,651,255 15s. 6d. chargeable against 
Exchequer Grants. But the Exchequer 
Grants authorised by Parliament (column 
3 of page 4) were £29,813,000, therefore 
the saving on Exchequer Grants was 
£1,161,744 4s. 6d. Add to this the ex- 
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| amounting as above to £172,392 13s. 4d., 
and the result is that the Exchequer 
could receive a total surrender of 
£1,334,136 17s. 10d., which is also the 
figure shown as net surplus on page 5 of 
the Army Account. This explanation 
will, I trust, satisfy the hon. Member that, 
apart from form, the action actually 
taken by the Treasury, in accordance with 
an unchallenged practice of many years’ 
standing, amounts in substance to pre- 
cisely the same thing, so far as the Ex- 
chequer is concerned, as payment of the 
excess Navy and Army receipts into the 
Exchequer, and the consequent issue ofa 
correspondingly larger sum of the Ex- 
chequer under the head of authorised 
Exchequer Grants. 


Questions. 





Service of Summonses by Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): To«ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that in 
Edenderry, as in many other Irish towns, 
it was the custom for the local Royal Irish 
constables to serve all summonses given 
to them by the town clerk for that purpose 
under the Towns Improvement (Ireland) 
Act of 1854 and the Acts incorporated 
therewith; whether, in spite of a decision 
in the King’s Bench to the effect that the 
service of such summonses by members 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary was 
illegal, the Dublin Castle authorities 
subsequently authorised the continuance 
of such service on representations made 
to them by the Chairman of the Commis- 
sioners, Mr. M. P. O’Brien; that this 
authorisation by the Inspector General 
of Constabulary was confirmed in March, 
1906, by an Order made by the magistrate 
of the Edenderry Petty Sessions Court 
and Town Court, and will he say why 
it was withdrawn last January; and 
whether steps will be taken to prevent 
the resources of the township being 
taxed for the employment of a special 
summons server when the Town and 
Sessions Courts are held at the same 
time, and the local police are quite 
willing to continue the duty they per- 
formed for so long a period. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.); In January, 
1906, the King’s Bench Division quashed 





cess of actual receipts on certain Votes, 





the conviction in a particular case on the 
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ground that service of the summons by since for portions of this estate, have 
the police was not legal in that case. been favourably considered. 
By a further decision of the King’s Bench 
dag ae : 
Division in November, 1906, it was held (Anowered by Me, Bisvel) The Retaten 
that the police are debarred from (missioners will not tak pte 
serving summonses in any prosecutions ~ -seucrnevenitiyan tis ~ Asa cp tose 3 
5 rie ae of this estate until May next. In the 
taken by town commissioners under the 
Towns Improvement Act. Having re- 
gard to this authoritative interpretation 
of the statute the police cannot be 
authorised to serve such summonses. Sale of Sir C. Barrington’s Estates. 
Mr. LUNDON: To ask the Chief 
Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Robert Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Cooke. Ireland if he is aware that Sir Charles 
Mr. C. MACVEIGH (Donegal, E.): Barrington, baronet, of Glenstal, county 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the | Limerick, a few vears since sold some of 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether | his property to his tenants, and is now 
his attention has been called to the case | again in negotiation with the tenants on 
of Robert Cooke, son of the late David another portion of his estates; and will 
Cooke, who was evicted from his farm he instruct the Estates Commissioners 
on the estate of Sir Samuel Hayes, near | to approach him on the sale to them of 
Convoy, county Donegal, over twenty the lands of Culnahilla, so as to plant 
years ago, and to the fact that his son, thereon his evicted tenants, Messrs. 
Robert Cooke, has been reinstated bythe Ryan, Kelt, M’Knight, and _ others 
Commissioners two years ago, but with- holding uneconomic farms on the estate. 
out means to start farming with; and 
whether he will direct _the Estates (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Es- 
Commissioners to grant him a sum of | tates Commissioners inform me _ that, 
money to crop and stock his farm now so far, proceedings for the sale of the 
lving waste. particular estate referred to in the 
Question have not been instituted before 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Es- them. If the Commissioners should 
tates Commissioners inform me that acquire this part of the property they 
Robert Cooke has signed an agreement will pay due regard to the applications 
for the purchase of a parcel of land com- 0° evicted tenants who come within the 
prising nineteen acres on the estate Provisions of the Act as well as to the 
referred to, but the advance in the case Claims of the occupiers of uneconomic 
has not yet been sanctioned. The Com- holdings in the neighbourhood. 
missioners are prepared to consider 
any application which he may make for  Jyigh Evicted Tenants—Case of Patrick 
an advance or grant with which to stock O’Brien. 
his farm. Mr. LUNDON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Apportionment of the Mountshannon Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Estate, County Limerick. tenantson the Dicken property of Basket 
Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): To Hill and Croughhiveera, Ballybrood, 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- county Limerick, have arranged with 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Mount- their landlord for the purchase of their 
shannon estate, in county Limerick, has farms; and will the Estates Commis- 
been as yet apportioned to any persons; sioners be instructed to approach the 
and can he say whether the names of agent, Mr. Whyte, of Limerick, with the 
Hanora Lonergan, of Toomaline Doon, view of* obtaining the evicted land of 
James Conway, of Guravalla Doon, his father for Patrick O’Brien, Clougha- 
Ellen Rafferty, of Knockroe Kilteely, dareen, Pallasgrean, county Limerick, 
and Simon Ryan, of Cross Pallasgrean, which, from the time of his eviction, has 
whose evicted farms have been grabbed, always been worked as an untenanted 
and who applied as far back as two years farm. 


meantime the scheme for the distribu- 
tion of farms cannot be settled. 
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(dnswered by My. Birrell.) 


Questions. 


The Es- 


tates Commissioners have received appli- | 


cations from three evicted tenants for 
reinstatement on the estate: referred to. 
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| of the Labourers Acts although working 
in the adjoining rural districts where 
housing accommodation 


Questions. 


'there is no 
| available. 


In one case the evicted tenant has, 


been 
(including the case of Patrick O’ Brien) the 
applications have been rejected by reason 


of the fact that the evictions took place | 


more than twenty-five years before the 
passing of the Act of 1903, 


et 
Irish School Teachers as Income Tax 
Collectors. - 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask, the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, seeing that Irish national 
teachers are permitted to carry on 
business as postmasters, shopkeepers, 
farmers, insurance agents, etc., if he will 
state why an exception has been made 
in the case of the teacher of school 5735, 
and why he has been prevented from 
acting as income tax collector in his 
district, which would not interfere with 
his duties as teacher; and whether, seeing 
that this teacher was deprived of £30 a 
year salary owing to the operation of the 
Rules of 1900, he will recommend the 
Board to withdraw their objection to 
his supplementing his income by evening 
work which will not interfere with his 
ordinary daily duties as teacher. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Under 
the Commissioners’ rules, Irish national 
teachers are not permitted to engage 
in any occupation that would impair their 
usefulness as teachers; and the Com- 
missioners, after careful consideration of 
the duties of a collector of income tax, 
decided that the holding of such a 
position by a teacher would impair his 
efficiency. The due discharge of the 
duties of a collector of income tax 
would be liable to bring him into conflict 
with, and might even require him to 
prosecute, parents of school children, 


restored, and in the other two | 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) A labourer 
'who is usually employed in a rural 


district, but who, owing to want 
of accommodation in that district, 
'is obliged to reside in an_ urban 


district, may be provided under the 
Labourers Acts with a cottage in the 
| portion of the rural district in which he 
_ works, 


Inspection of Estates in County Wexford. 
Mr. FFRENCH , (Wexford, 8.) : To 
'ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
‘Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
| aware that in the county of Wexford the 
inspectors of the Land Commission are 
only now inspecting estates where agree- 
ments were lodged in 1905, with the 
result that a number of the tenants have 
to pay from 33 to 4 per cent. per annum 
on the amount of the purchase money 
instead of 34; and whether he will take 
steps to have sales in the county Wexford 
completed as soon as possible. 





(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The fact 
is as stated in in the first part of the 
Question. Under the Lord-Lieutenant’s 
regulations purchase agreements are dealt 
with by the Estates Commissioners in 
‘order of priority of lodgment, and the 
Commissioners use every effort to dispose 
of the cases as rapidly as possible. 


Pay of Labourers on Donaghadee Harbour. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
explain why the Board of Works is only 
| paying the labourers engaged on Donag- 
/hadee Harbour works 2s. 4d. per diem, 
while the standard wage for labourers is 
considerably higher. 


with whom, as a condition of his useful- | 


: | 
ness as school teacher, he is expected to | 


avold occasions of discord. 


Irish Labourers Cottages. 
Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, N.): To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | 


tenant of Ireland if he can say whether 


labourers residing in urban districts in | 
Ireland are debarred from the privileges | that they are receiving less than the 


(Answered by Myr. Runciman.) { am 
informed that unskilled labourers taken 
on temporarily by the Board of Works 
}at Donaghadee Harbour are paid the 
same wages as are given by the urban 
district of Donaghadee for a similar class 
_of work. As regards the men permanently 
employed I have no evidence to show 
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standard rate of wage, but each case 
is being inquired into. 


Removal of Bones of King Henry ILI, 
King John, and King Richard Coeur de 
Lion from France. 

Mr. HERBERT (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe): To ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if he can now 
say Whether he will approach the French 
Government with a view to obtaining 
their assent to the removal to this 
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Increase of Turkish Customs Duties. 

Mr.. GOOCH (Bath):gTo ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can announce, in full, the 
conditions finally attached to the in- 
crease of the Turkish customs duties. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) The conditions will be comprised 
in a Blue-book on the subject, which I 
hope to lay before Parliament on the 
conclusion of the negotiations. In the 





country from the Abbey of Fontevrault 
of the bones and effigies of the Plan- 
tagenet Sovereigns, viz., Henry II. and 
his consort, Eleanor of Guienne, Isabel | 
of Angouléme, consort of King John, and 
Richard Coeur de Lion. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) His Majesty’s Government do 
not think that it would be desirable to 
make this request, as the French Govern- 





meantime I am unable to make any 


| statement on the subject. 


Pauperism. 

Mr. HADDOCK (Lancashire, North 
Lonsdale) : To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
can state the number of paupers, of all 
kinds, receiving relief at the end of the 
financial year 1835. 





ment could hardly be expected to 
entertain it. 


Assistance of British Consuls to British 
a Abroad — Counterfeit Trade 
arks. 


Mr. TILLETT (Norwich): To ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 


John Burns.) The 
receiving relief in 
at the end of the 


(Answered by Mr. 
numbers of persons 
England and Wales 
financial year 1835, or indeed at any 
period during that year, cannot be 
stated, as no Returns of a comprehensive 
kind were then made. Complete Re- 
turns were not obtained until many years 





whether the officials at British Embassies 
in Continental countries are directed to 


give practical assistance to English 
traders whose trade marks or trade 


names have been counterfeited; and 
whether, in the event of English traders 
having to take either criminal or civil 
proceedings against counterfeiters in 
Continental countries, they can rely 
on receiving all possible assistance from 
the Embassies. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
rey.) lt is the duty of His Majesty’s 


representatives abroad to render such | Directions 


. | 
issistance 


later. 


The Franchise—Procedure in Foreign 
Countries. 

Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston): To 
| ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he has yet been 
able to procure information, of a recent 
date, showing at what age the right to 
vote in legislative elections begins in the 
| different countries of the world possessing 
| parliamentary government. 


{ 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
have been given to His 


to all British traders as is | Majesty’s representatives abroad to ob- 


proper and desirable in each individual | tain this information, but it will necessarily 


case as it arises. 


With regard to the be some time before the particulars can 


second part of the Question, I am not | be collected. 


uite clear as to what sort of assistance 
ismeant. 
representatives cannot interfere in legal 
proceedings pending before foreign courts 
unless it has appeared that a denial of 
justice has taken place; and that they 
cannot take the place of legal advisers. 








It is obvious that His Majesty’s | Holyhead as Port of Arrival for American 


ails. 

Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that the figures lately submitted 
to him by the Cork Harbour Commissioners 
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in a statement dated 27th January, 1907, | 


as to the arrivals of American mails in 
English towns on 9th January, 1907, were 
based on the supposition that the s.s. 
“Oceanic ’’ had proceeded direct to 
Holyhead and landed the mails there ; 
and whether he will take into considera- 
tion the advantages which would accrue 
to the country generally if Holyhead were 
submitted for Queenstown or Plymouth 
as the port of call for all homeward mails. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
hon. Member seems to be under a mis- 
apprehension. The Statement prepared 
by the Cork Harbour Commissioners, 
which is dated the 28th January, 1907, 
was based on the supposition that the 
mails brought by the s.s. “‘ Oceanic ” on 
the occasion in question were landed at 
Queenstown, as in fact they were. I 
have no power to dictate the port of 
landing of mails, such as the inward 
American mails, not carried under con- 
tact with the Post Office. 


Suggested Telephone Extension from 
Fermoy to Waterford. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether, as the 
telephone trunk line has been constructed 
to Fermoy, he will consider the desir- 
ability of extending it from there through 
Lismore, Cappoquin, and Dungarvan to 
Waterford, in view of the commercial 
interests to be served, particularly of 
Dungarvan. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 
An extension of the telephone system to 
Fermoy has not yet been authorised, but 
I hope to carry out the work if a guaran- 
tee can be obtained. As a new route 
from the south-west of Ireland to Water- 
ford, through Mallow and Tipperary, has 
just been completed, there does not seem 
to be an immediate demand for another 
outlet from Waterford. I recently offered 
to extend the trunk service to Youghal, 
under guarantee, and if this scheme is 
carried out it may be more convenient to 
serve, Dungarvan from Youghal than from 
Fermoy. A further guarantee would be 
necessary for this line. Until schemes 


for Youghal and Fermoy have been settled 
I cannot make proposals for serving the 
other places referred to in the Question. 


{COMMONS} 
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County Councils and Small Holdings. 

| Mr.C.B. HARMSWORTH (Worcester- 
shire, Droitwich) : To ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Somerset, as representing 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether, seeing that a circular has been 
addressed by that Department to county 
councils in Great Britain, calling attention 
to the Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee on small holdings, and inviting 
the attention of such county councils to 
the suggestions and recommendations 
made by the Committee to which effect 
might be given under the law asit stands, 
and that the Department has also invited 
replies to that circular letter, he will at 
the earliest possible moment publish 
such replies for the benefit of Members of 
this House. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
We shall be glad to supply the House 
with full information on this subject. 
Perhaps my hon. friend will allow me to 
consider the precise form in which it 
should be given. 


Erection of Light at Clanchland Point. 

Mr. LAMONT (Buteshire): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether the Commissioners of Northern 
Lights have included in their estimates 
for the current year the cost of erecting a 
lighted buoy or beacon on Clanchiland 
Point, in the Island of Arran. 


(Answered by Mr. Kearley.) The Com- 
missioners of Northern Lights included 
in their estimates for 1907-8 an item for 
the cost of establishing a lighted buoy off 
the southern extremity of Hamilton Spit, 
but, in view of the numerous other new 
works of a more pressing nature, the 
Board of Trade are not prepared to 
sanction this particular proposal this 
year. 


Wrecks of Aberdeen Trawlers—Board of 
Trade Inquiries. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if his 
attention has been called to the number of 
recent cases of loss and stranding of the 
following steam trawlers sailing out of 
the port of Aberdeen, without any in- 
quiry having been held by the Board of 
Trade, viz., the “ Star of Hope,” stranded 


_at Newburgh and two lives lost ; the 
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“Badger,” stranded and lost on the 
West Coast of the Orkneys in May 1906, 





and one life lost; the ‘‘ Undaunted,” 


stranded in January; the “ Star of the 
Isles.” alsoin January 1907, wrecked on 
the Scaurs of Cruden; on Friday last the 
“Trish Prince,” wrecked and sunk at the 
Isle of Copinshay (Orkneys); and if he 
ean state whether, in the latter case, an 
inquiry will be held, and why, in the 
other cases, no inquiry of any kind has 
been held in Aberdeen. 


(Answered by Mr. Kearley.) The atten- 
tion of the Board of Trade has been called 
to the strandings of steam trawlers re- 
ferred to in the Question. Preliminary 
inquiry was held in each case by the 
Principal Officer of Customs, and the 
evidence taken has been carefully con- 
sidered, but, having regard to the fact that 
Scottish fishing vessels have not hitherto 
been required to carry certificated 
skippers, the Board have not thought 
it necessary to order formal investigations. 
In the case of the “ Star of Hope ” I have 
to refer the hon. Member to the Answer 
given by the President of the Board of 
Trade, on the 12th June last,+ to a Ques- 
tion put by the hon. Member for Kin- 
cardineshire. In the case of the “ Bad- 
ger” the mate, who was in charge, was 
drowned. In the case of the “ Star of 
the Isles ” the papers were referred to the 
Scottish Office, and I am informed that 
Thomas Scott and James Muir have been 
ordered to be tried by the sheriff and jury 
at Aberdeen. The evidence in the case 
of the “Irish Prince” shows that the 
stranding was owing to the accidental 
fouling of her propeller by the trawl net, 
and the Board of Trade are of opinion 
that no useful purpose would be served 
by holding a formal investigation. 


Rebuilding of Regent Street Quadrant. 









—__ 





Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether it is proposed to re- 
build the whole of the Quadrant, as 
leases fall in, upon the same design as that 
of the building now being erected ; and, | 
if so, whether he can undertake that 
further consideration shall be given to the 
views of lessees and others before further 
building becomes necessary. 





T See (4) Debates, elviii., 820. 
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(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
Answer to the first part of the Question is 
in the affirmative. The designs are in- 
tended to provide for the rebuilding of 
the whole of the Quadrant as one con- 
sistent scheme. As I have already in- 
formed the hon. Member by letter, the 
plans were most carefully considered 
both by the late and by the present Gov- 
ernment before they were agreed to ; and 
it would be too late now, when a part of 
the scheme has almost been carried out, 
to make any alteration in them, even if 
any such could be shown to be desirable. 


Questions. 


Closing of the British Museum Reading 
Room. 

Mr. PAUL (Northampton): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
the attention of the Treasury has been 
drawn to the announcement that the 
reading room of the British Museum will 
be closed from the middle of April till the 
end of October; whether he is aware 
that this step will inflict loss and incon- 
venience upon a very large number of poor 
students; and whether the authorities of 
the museum can make temporary pro- 
vision for them in the King’s Library or 
elsewhere. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I under- 
stand that since the reading room was 
opened to the public in 1867 it has under- 
gone no kind of general repair or restora- 
tion. Arrangements for closing it for 
repairs have accordingly been made by 
the Trustees, who inform me that they 
are making temporary provision in the 
rooms of the library for accommodating 
readers engaged in special work. About 
200 seats will be provided; and it is 
believed that with this accommodation 
the more pressing needs of students can 
be met. Every effort, will be made by 
the authorities to satisfy all genuine 
applications. Moreover, the Guildhall 
Library, which is one of the most ex- 
tensive libraries in the Kindgom, is open 
to the public and will no doubt be largely 
used ; and there are now free libraries 
in many parts of London where ordinary 
books of reference can be consulted. 


Grievances of Clerks to Surveyors of 
Taxes. 


Mr. SEAVERNS (Lambeth, Brixton) : 


'To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
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if arrangements have been made for the; porated Law Society of Ireland asking 
appointment of a Departmental Com-j| that the annual licence fee charged for 
mittee to inquire into the alleged griev- | Irish solicitors be discontinued; and 


ances of the clerks to surveyors of taxes ; 
and, if so, can he give any information 
as to the composition and personnel of 
that Committee. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) As I 
stated in a written reply to a Question 
by the hon. Member for East Leeds last 
Tuesday, the matter is engaging the 
attention of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, but there is not, at the present 
time, any intention of appointing a 
Committee. 


Assessment of Cottage Property. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) * 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he is aware that owners of small 
cottage properties, who are assessed to 
income-tax upon the nominal rental 
of their cottages, or some figure approxi- 
mating to such rental, are compelled to 
pay income-tax at that rate, notwith- 
standing the fact that their actual re- 
ceipts, though their cottages are occupied, 
may after payment of local rates and 
repairs fall very far short of the amount 
upon which assessment is made; and 
whether in view of the need for en- 
couraging small holders, he will con- 





will hegive the matter his consideration 
and remove this tax peculiar to this 
profession. 

(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) 1 have 
received and considered the memorial 
referred to. I am not in a position to 
accede to its prayer. 


Reduction of Strength of Moplah Rifles. 

Mr. REES: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the two batta- 
lions of Moplah Rifles have each been 
reduced to 200 non-commissioned officers 
and men by stopping recruitment, though 
a recruiting officer is maintained in 
Malabar, and by offering discharges to 
men who had not served their proper 
time; whether the Governments of 
Madras and India did not decide against 
the proposed disbandment of these 
battalions and, seeing that if the answer 
is in the affirmative, the action of the 
military authorities practically amounts 
to overriding the decision of the Govern- 
ment, whether he will make inquiry into 


'the matter on account of the political 


objections to 


sider whether the tax cannot be levied | 


in proportion to the rent actually re- 
ceived in any given year. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) Property 
of the kind referred to is by Law charge- 


able to income-tax on its annual value, | 
less the statutory deductions for re- | 


pairs and other outgoings allowed by 
Section 35 of the Finance Act, 1894. The 
computation of annual value is naturally 
based upon the gross rental of the pro- 
perty, but deductions are allowed for any 
rates or other tenants’ burdens which are 
payable by the owner, and _ further 
allowances may be claimed in respect 
of any periods for which the property 
is unoccupied or the rent is irrecoverable. 


Suggested Discontinuance of Annual 
Licence Fee of Irish Solicitors. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he will say whether he has 
a memorial from the Incor- | 


received 


introducing discontent 
among the Moplahs, as well as on account 
of the merits of the case. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.! 
I have not the information required for 
a reply to this Question, but I will refer 
it to the Government of Indie 


Boycott of British Goods in India. 

Mr. REES: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the boycott 
organised by the anti-partitionists in 
Bengal has resulted in a falling off of 
70,000,000 of yards of cotton piece 
goods in the exports from Manchester, 


while in other Indian Provinces there 


has been an excess of 31,000,000 of 
yards in the figures for last year: 
and whether, since Bengal takes more 
than half of all the Manchester piece 
goods imported into India, he will publish 
such figures as may be available for the 
information of those interested in the 
trade. 
~ 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 

The trade Returns of the United Kingdom 
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give the exports of cotton piece goods | time Provinces of India, in each of the 
fom the United Kingdom to the mari- | last three years, as follows— 





—— 


Millions of Yards. 








in the export to Bengal in 1906, as com- 
pared with the figures of 1906, was due 


to the cause mentioned by the hon. 
Member. The export to Bengal in 


1905 was abnormally large. Theaverage 
export to Bengal for the five years ending 
1905 was 1,190 million yards. The trade 
Returns published by the Board of Trade 
and by the Government of India give 
full particulars regarding the cotton 
piece goods trade of this country with 
India. 


Quinquennial Valuation of Indian Civil 
Service Family Pension Fund. 


Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the quinquennial valuation of 
the Indian Civil Service Family Pension 
Fund is, as in the case of the Military 
Fund, long overdue ; when will it be com- 
pleted; whether, at the last valuation, 
after allowing interest at the rate of 44 





per cent. per annum on the funds, it was 
found necessary to enhance the rate of 
contribution of the subscribers by 273 
per cent., in order to maintain the 
solvency of the fund; whether this was 
due to the cost of management, which 
showed a charge of £3 by the Govern- 
ment for every £7 paid to widows and 
orphans ; whether Mr. Day, the actuary 
who was consulted, suggested that the 
fovernment should manage the fund 





tree of expense » and, if so, will he say 
why his suggestion was not adopted. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary» Morley.) 
The last published valuation showing the 
assets and liabilities arising under Indian 
Civil Service Family Pension Regulations 
as on 30th September, 1898, was published 
in the Gazette of India on the 30th August, 


1904, 1905. 1906. 
Bengal - - - - - = 1,216 1,280 1,209 
Other Provinces - - - - 1,040 1,113 1,142 
Iam unable to say whether thedecrease 1902. A new valuation as on 3lst March, 


1905, is now being made, and will probably 
be completed about the end of July. The 
rates of subscription were reduced, as a 
temporary measure, in 1896 by 27} per 
cent., but in 1902 it was found necessary 
to revert to the full rates in order to 
maintain an equilibrium between prospec- 
tive subscriptions and benefits. For the 
purposes of valuation the expenses of 
management are assumed to be 2} per 
cent. on the receipts and 1 per cent. on 
the payments. In reporting on the 
valuation as on the 30th September 1898, 
Mr. Stanley Day stated that, if a lower 
rate of interest than 43 per cent. were 
adopted for the purposes of the valuation, 
Government might undertake to manage 
the fund free of expense, but as the 
valuation was based on the rate of 44 per 
cent., no change was made in this respect. 

s 
The late Major Mill, Bengal Artillery— 


Suggested Continuance of Compas- 
sionate Allowance to Daughter. 


Sir EDWIN CORNWALL (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if his attention has been 
drawn to the case of Miss Alice Eleanor 
Mill, who after the death of her father 
Major Mill, of the Bengal Artillery, in the 
Indian Mutiny at Fyzabad in 1857, was 
compelled to wander in the jungle with her 
mother and two young brothers, one of 
whom died from the exposure, without 
shelter for a long time; whether he is 
aware that the compassionate allowance 
granted to Mrs. Mill, in addition to a 
pension, was not continued to Miss Mill 


after the death of her mother in 1903, and 
that Miss Mill, whose mother and brother 
are now dead, receives a pension of 
only £40 a year; and whether he will 
make inquiries as to the advisability of 
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continuing the compassionate allowance 
previously granted to her mother to Miss 
Mill, in view of the services of her father 
and the hardships and dangers incurred 
by Miss Mill after the death of her father. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
Mrs. Mill was granted the pension ad- 
missible under the regulations to the 
widow of an officer killed in action. On 
her death in 1903 her daughter applied for 
a continuation of this pension; but, 
apart from the fact that the continuation 
of a widow’s pension to her daughter 
would be altogether contrary to rule, the 
Secretary of State in Council decided that, 
in view of the amount of Miss Mills’ in- 
come, the case was not one for the grant 
of a special compassionate allowance. 


Sale of the O'Dwyer Estate. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will ascertain, 
in connection with the sale of the O’ Dwyer 
estate in the Land Judge’s Court, the 
annual and capital value respectively of 
that estate, with the name of the valuer, 
the price which the Land Judge has 
sanctioned, the normal fee and the ex- 
penses ordered to be paid to Mr. Bell, 
receiver for negotiating the sale, and the 
extra amount ordered to be paid to Mr. 
Bell for his action which resulted in in- 
creasing the price; whether the total is 
higher or lower than the average nego- 
tiating fee paid by the Estates Commis- 
sioners ; and whether the Estates Com- 
missioners will, before these payments are 
completed, have an apportunity of getting 
the estate valued and of controlling the 
payments. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am in- 
formed by the Registrar of the Land 
Judge’s Court that the annual rental of 
this estate was £643, and the price at which 
the Land Judge sold was £11,453. This 
price is taken to be synonymous with the 
capital value. No extra amount was 
ordered to be paid to Mr. Bell for any 
action of his which may have resulted in 
an increase of price. His remuneration 
was fixed upon the principles set out in my 
reply to the hon. Member’s Question of 
27th February.7 The sale in this matter 
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was carried out under the provision of the 
Land Act of 1896, and the Estates Com- 
missioners therefore had no concern withit, 


Irish Evicted Tenants. 

Capratn CRAIG (Down, E.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if, having regard to the state- 
ment of the hon. Member for East Mayo. 
in the House on the 21st February 1900. 
that the total number of evicted tenants 
in Ireland at the outside numbered then 
between 2,000 and 3,000 persons, the 
number has risen seven years later to 
7,155 ; and if he has any official informa- 
tion showing that a number of those 
claiming are disentitled to relief. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 have 
given already particulars to the House 
showing that the Estates Commissioners 
have held that some of the applicants 
are ineligible for reinstatement. As soon 
as the Commissioners’ inquiries into the 
applications have been completed they 
propose to report generally as to the 
result. 


Sale of Irish Estates—Buying out 
Existing Tenants. 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, 
when on the sale of an entire estate the 
owner and the tenant of a non-residential 
farm on it concur in the desire to sell 
their respective interests in that farm for 
the purpose of allowing it to be distributed 
among descendants of tenants evicted 
from it previous to 1878, if the Estates 
Commissioners have power to give effect 
to that purpose by buying up the entire 
estate, including the two interests in that 
farm, will he ask them to do it in the case 
of the Kavanagh Estate, Streete, West- 
meath ; and, if they lack power, will he 
endeavour to have it conferred upon them 
this session. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that. in the 
case of proceedings for the sale of an 
estate, they can in exceptional cases 
apply, out of the reserve fund, monevs for 
the purchase of an existing tenant’s in- 
terest in order to effect the restoration 
of an evicted tenant who comes within 
the provisions of the Act ; but they have 
no power to make an advance from the 
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Land Purchase Fund for the purchase | tention of Parliament by first selling 
of a tenant’s interest. If, however, the | a new tenant’s interest to the highest 
tenant surrenders his interest to the land- | bidder subject to the condition of signing 
lord as the result of a direct agreement a judicial agreement in order that the 
between themselves, the Commissioners | fee simple may then be sold to him 
are in a position to purchase the farm as_ within the zones, and that thus inspection 
untenanted land. The descendants of | and the jurisdiction of the Commissioners 
persons evicted prior to 1878 are as such may be ousted; and, if the Commis- 
ineligible to receive parcels of land under sioners have discretionary power to 
the Act of 1903. The Commissioners prevent such an abuse, will they note 
cannot trace the Kavanagh Estate as that Miss M’Cormack now advertises 
being the subject of proceedings before her intention to practice it with reference 
them. ‘to her lands on the borders of Westmeath 
and Longford. 






Purchase of the Gregg Estate, Westmeath 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief (Amswered by Mr. Birrell.) The Es- 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of tates Commissioners inform me_ that 
Ireland when, in a district in which land their practice remains as described _on 
is much needed for the relief of un- | Page 9 of their last annual Report. The 
economic holdings and the prevention of Commissioners have no information In 
emigration, a purchaser under previous regard to Miss M’Cormack’s property, 
purchase Acts offers untenanted land but have made a note of the fact alleged 
subject only to a balance of annuities ! the Question. 
payable to the Irish Land Commission, 
aud when the only requirement is an Sale of Sir Henry Burke’s Estate, County 
accountant’s adjustment of a single Roscommon. 
transaction between the two purchase Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 58.) : To 
departments of the Land Commission, ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
will he, in the public interest, ask those Lieutenant of Ireland whether Sir Henry 
departments to make the necessary Burke has offered to sell to the Estates 
adjustment and allow the transaction Commissioners untenanted lands in his 
to go through; and will he have this done possession at Drum, near Athlone, county 
in the case of the Gregg Estate at Culvin, Roscommon, for the purpose of enlarging 
Streete, Westmeath. _ the small holdings upon his estate ; and, 

if so, whether negotiations are in progress 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) It has been | °" the matter. 


judicially decided that, having regard 

to the provisions of Section 9 (4) of the (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Purchase Act of 1891, an advance cannot | Commissioners inform me that Sir Henry 
be made under the Land Purchase Acts | Burke has recently instituted proceedings 
for the purchase of any holding which is | for the sale to them of untenanted lands 
already charged with an annuity in| in county Roscommon, including land 
respect of an advance under the Acts. | in the parish of Drum. The case will be 
dealt with in order of priority. 


Sale or Miss M’Cormack’s Estate in 
Westmeath and Longford. Sale of Grass Farms at Athlone. 


Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief} Mr. HAYDEN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
ireland, does the practice set forth by the Ireland whether he can state how many 
Estates Commissioners on page 9 of their | grass farms in the rural district of Athlone. 
last annual Report apply; if not, what | county Roscommon, have been offered 
is their practice when, in a district in| for sale to the Estates Commissioners ; 
which descendants of evicted tenants|who are the owners of these farms ; 
are in need of land and willing to buy | whether the farms have been inspected ; 
it at its true value, the owner of the evicted | if so, the offers made to the owners ; 
and untenanted land attempts to get | have they been accepted; and what_is 
paid twice for it and to defeat the in- | the price offered per statute acre. 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners are not in a position to 
give the information asked for, seeing 
that their records are not kept by rural 
districts but by counties. The Com- 
missioners have agreed to purchase 
certain untenanted lands in county 
Roscommon, and negotiations for other 


purchases are proceeding. Until further | 


progress has been made the Commissioners 
do not think it desirable to furnish piece- 
meal information as regards particular 
counties. 


Exports of Irish Timber. 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Department of 
Agriculture has drawn his attention to 
the increased quantity of timber exported 
from Ireland during the last four vears as 
compared with previous years, and the 
practice of landlords to strip of trees 
estates they are about to sell; has the 
‘Government any powers to stop or 
‘check the destruction of trees or to re- 
quire fresh plantation; and, if not, will 
he ask Parliament for such powers 
this session. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The new 
Returns of Exports and Imports issued 
by the Department of Agriculture do 
not furnish approximately complete 
figures for any vear earlier than 1904. 
115,000 tons of timber were exported 
from Ireland in each of the vears 1904 
and 1905. The figures for 1906 are not 
yet available. The Estates Commissioners 
have no power to interfere with the 
cutting of timber on estates about to be 
sold. They are aware that allegations 
have been made that some landlords have 
cut down timber in anticipation of sales. 
The Commissioners are also aware that 
tenant purchasers have disposed of their 
timber to a considerable extent. They 
have endeavoured to preveut the practice, 
as diminishing the security for the ad- 
vance, but their existing powers do not 
appear to be effective. 
whether further powers should be pro- 
vided is one of much difficulty, but the 
matter will be considered in the event 
«f the introduction of legislation for 
amending the Land Acts. 


The question 








(Juestions. 
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Dowth Hall, Drogheda. 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state the dates upon 
which the Estates Commissioners have 
written asking Mr. Richard Gradwell, of 
'Dowth Hall, Drogheda, to sell to them 
his evicted and untenanted Jands in 
Westmeath; the date of Mr. Gradwell’s 
reply, if any; and have the Commis. 
sioners any prospect of acquiring those 
lands or any portion of them. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners communicated with Mr. 
Gradwell on 24th July last and again 
on 30th January, inquiring whether he 
would be prepared to sell his untenanted 
land. The Commissioners have not 
received any reply. 


vet 


Enlargement and Improvement of Irish 
Non-Vested Schools. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim. 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether there are 
any grants available for the enlargement 
or structural improvement of non-vested 
schools in Ireland; and, if so, on what 
conditions are such grants given. 


= Be 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) There are 
no funds available for grants towards 
the enlargement or structural improve- 
ment of non-vested national school- 
houses, such aid being given to vested 
national schools only. A 
national schoo] may, however, be vested 
in trustees on the application of the 


local parties interested in the school and 


non-vested 


with the consent of the Commissioners, 
and, when so vested, mav_ participate 
in the grants available for vested nationa! 


schools. Before approving of the vesting 
of a non-vested national school, the 


Commissioners require to be satisfied 
(1) that the educational requirements of 
the district make it desirable that the 
school should be recognised as a vested 
national school; and (2) that the house 
and premises are suitable, and that a 
plot of adequate area can be given for a 
| playground. 
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Delay in Sale of Rowe's Estate. 

Mr. FFRENCH: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
[reland whether he is aware that in the 
matter of Rowe’s Estate, where negotia- 
tions for a sale have been proceeding 
for the last three years between the 
tenants and the Land Judge’s Court, 
and where inspection by the Land Com- 
mission was made over twelve months 
ago, nothing has since been done by 
either the Land Commission or the 
Land Judge’s Court to complete the sale 
to the tenants; and whether he will 
bring this case before the attention of 
the Land Commission. 





(Answered by Mr. Birrell.)*1%am_ in- 
formed that the necessary documents 


under Section 7 of the Act of 1903 were | 


lodged with the Estates Commissioners 
on Ist May last. The Commissioners 
have since had the estate inspected, and 


hope to be in a position shortly to make | 


an offer to the Land Judge for the pur- 
chase of the property. 


The Great Southern and Western Rail- 
way Company and Abbeyfeale Town 
Tenants’ Association. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say 
whether he has received a copy of a 
resolution adopted at a meeting of the 
Town Tenants’ Association of Abbeyfeale 
protesting against the destruction of the 
trade and general interests of the town 
by the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company through the _ in- 
sufficiency of loading and unloading 
accommodation at the railway premises 
there, and the want of a proper staff of 
men; and if he can say what action he 
intends to take in the matter. 





(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I have no 
record of the receipt of the resolution 
referred to. I am not sure that the 
complaint indicated in the Question is 
one with which any Department of the 
Irish Government has power to deal. I, 
however, full particulars of the matter 








the Department of Agriculture, they 
will consider whether any action may 
be possible. 
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(UESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


(Juestions. 


Royal Marine Artillery Sergeants’ Mess. 

Mr. MOND (Chester): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called to a case 
before the Portsmouth brewster sessions, 
of a pensioned warrant officer having 
beer delivered at his house by the canteen 
of the Royal Marine Artillery sergeants’ 
mess ; whether such sale was not con- 
trary to the regulations ; and whether he 
will take steps to protect traders in 
garrison towns against this form of 
competition. 


THe SECRETARY To THE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpMuND Rosertson, Dun- 
dee): My attention has been called to 
this case, and steps have now been taken 
|to prevent the recurrence of a similar 
practice in future. 


| 





Ineffective Warships. 

Mr. MURRAY MACDONALD (Fal- 
kirk Burghs) . I beg to ask the Secretary 
'to the Admiralty what is the aggregate 
tonnage of all the vessels struck off the 
| list of effective ships of each of the 
| Navies of Great Britain, France, Ger- 
many, and the United States respectively 

| since the beginning of the year 1904. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
aggregate tonnage of vessels struck off 
| the list of effective ships since 1st January, 
1904, is as follows:—Great Britain, 
| 279,635; France, 76,553; Germany, 


| 47,219; United States, 11,159. 


Naval Gun Reserve. 

| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
| I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
| alty whether a fixed reserve of heavy 
| guns in the proportion of one to every 
| four mounted has hitherto been regarded 
jas essential by the Admiralty; if so, 
| whether any change has recently been 
| made, or is in contemplation, by which 
| the proportion of guns in reserve to guns 
|in use has been or will be diminished ; 
and whether, in view of the frequent 
assurances that have been given to the 
House to the effect that the reserve of 
warlike stores would be maintained at a 
fixed proportion, any intended departure 
from that undertaking will be announced 
to the House. 


3 F 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTS SON : No | 
reduction in the reserve of he: 
or other warlike stores has been ie or 
is in contemplation. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Is there 
any reduction in the reserve of ammuni- | 
tion per gun ! 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : No, I} 
took the Question in that sense. 


Mr, 
Keclesall): Is it not the fact that our 
reserve is much less in proportion than 
that of either Germany or France ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
must ask for notice of that Question. 


Expenditure on Dover Harbour. 


Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 


what has been the total expenditure on 
Dover Harbour since the works were pro- 
posed in 1895, how much further expendi- 


ture is proposed, and whether any adverse | 
Reports have been received in reference | 


to the harbour. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
expenditure up to the present is about 
£3,059,000 out of a total estimate of 
£3,500,000. 
balance of the total Estimate will all be 
expended. No adverse Reports have 
been received. 


Dover Harbour Moorings. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty ‘ whether mis- 
haps occurred to both H.M.S. “ Africa ” 
and H.M.S. ‘ Duke of Edinburgh ” when 
testing moorings at Dover ; whether the 
grounding of H.M.S. “ Duke of 
burgh” was due to the 
currents in the harbour ; 
the Board of Admiralty propose to take 
for the safety of ships using the harbour. 


Mr. EDMUND 
mishap occurred to the “ Africa.” The 
“Duke of Edinburgh,” when entering, 


was placed in difficulties by a_ vessel | 


crossing her bows, and promptly let go 
an anchor to avoid mishap. Owing to 
the bad holding ground the anchor did 
not bite, and the “Duke of Edinburgh” 
drifted somewhat to the northward and 
smelt the ground. ‘To avoid such occur- 
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SAMUEL ROBERTS (Shetlield, | 


It is expected that the! 


Edin- | 
dangerous | 
and what action | 


ROBERTSON : No! 
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rences in future, a system of signals will 
instituted to prevent vessels entering 
and leaving the harbour together. 


Defective Naval Ammunition. 

| Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): On behalf of the hon, 
|Member for the Horsham Division of 
| Sussex, I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty does the addition of mer- 
‘euric chloride to cordite, or other 
| explosives, prevent a proper estimation 
hy the recognised service tests of the 
purity and condition as regards safety 
of such cordite or other explosives ; has 
any cordite supplied to the British 
|Government by any firm of contractors 
been found to contain mercuric chloride, 
| and is this substance authorised in cordite; 
whether in view of the loss of life and 
‘damage which would occur were the 
cordite on our ships of war to suffer 
spontaneous combustion in consequence 
of impure materials having heen used, 
and in consequence of mercuric chloride 
in the cordite having misled inspectors as 
regards the tests, it is proposed to, or 
have orders been given to, specially 
examine all cordite supplied to His 
Majesty's service, with a view to such 
cordite being immediately destroyed if 
found to contain mercuric chloride; 
whether it is proposed to strike any 
firms, who may have supplied such 
defective ammunition, off the list of 
xovernment contractors, and to make 
them responsible for the loss caused to the 
public. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : This 
question is under active investigation at 
present, and no statement on the subject 
can yet be made. 


H.M.S. “ Dreadnought "—Cost of 
Armaments. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
is aware that the total estimated cost of 
ithe guns of the “Dreadnought” is set 
down in the Navy Estimates as £113,200 
and her armament as ten 12-inch guns, 
| besides a number of small guns and 
torpedoes ; whether he is aware that a 
12-inch Mark-X gun cannot be obtained 
| for a less sum than £9,800, so that only 
eleven 12-inch guns can be provided by 
| the sum mentioned, giving a reserve of 
| only one in ten as compared with one in 
‘four, as formerly existed; and whether 
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he can state what steps the Admiralty 
propose to take to provide an adequate 
reserve. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
sum of £113,200 includes the cost of the 
armament on board the ship only. The 
reserve has been separately provided for 
and is adequate. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: Is it not usual to 
include the reserve armament in the cost ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON’S reply 
was inaudible. 


Strength of the Infantry Reserve. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
what is the present strength of the First 
Class Army Reserve of the Infantry of 
the Line, and of Section D, Reserve of 
the Infantry of the Line. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) : The 
figures on Ist March were as follows :— 
Sections A. and B., 62,163; Section D., 
11,990 ; Total, 74,153. 


Uniform Allowances for the Territorial 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in the event of the Yeomanry 
and the Militia being incorporated in 
the proposed Territorial Army, any issue 
of clothing will be made to the men; 
whether the present scales of clothing for 
the Militia and Yeomanry respectively 
will be maintained; and, if not, what 
scale will be substituted. 


CoLONEL KEN YON-SLANEY (Shrop- 


shire, Newport) had given notice 
of the following Question: To ask 


the Secretary of State for War whether 
it is proposed to make any grant 
to the men of the Territorial Army 
towards the purchase of uniforms for 
review and walking-out purposes ; if so, 
what is the estimated amount of such 
grant: and, if no such grant is to be 
made, will territorial units be required 
to provide such uniforms from private 
funds, or will the wearing of such 
uniforms be discontinued. 


Mr. HALDANE: In reply to this 


Question and to one put on a similar 
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subject by the right hon. and gallant 
Member for the Newport Division of 
Shropshire, the clothing of the territorial 
force in peace time will be dealt with 
by the county associations, which bodies 
will receive for this purpose a sum of 
money based on an average allowance 
per man on the strength, plus such 
additional sum as may be required to 
meet first outlay on increase of numbers. 
The grant, which will be based on the 
assumption that service dress is to be 
worn by the whole territorial force, will 
be rather higher in the case of mounted 
than of dismounted men. The question 
as to whether any extra grant is to be 
made towards the purchase of uniforms 
for review and walking-out purposes is 
still under consideration. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
considered this to be a very important 
question. At the present time the Militia 
and the Yeomanry had a large amount of 
their clothing, other than service dress, 
paid for out of public funds. Would the 
Militia continue to have their under- 
clothing paid for, and would the 
Yeomanry and the Volunteers still have 
their walking-out dress, apart from their 
service dress, paid for out of public 
funds ? 


Mr. HALDANE: It is clear that the 
public must provide these people with the 
dress and clothing necessary to enable 
them to perform their duties. The 
working out of the details of that prin- 
ciple is still under consideration. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER | asked 
whether the Militia would continue to 
receive the whole of their clothing, or 
whether they would receive merely the 
ordinary service dress. 


Mr. HALDANE: The new conditions 
will apply to the whole of the territorial 
force. Any peculiarity will have to be 
considered. Our obligation is to provide 
the new territorial force with all the 
clothing that is necessary to enable 
them to perform their duties. We shall 
consider the details as we come to them. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY asked 
whether there would be absolute uni- 
formity of dress in regard to all the 
regiments of the territorial force. He 
understood that one regiment would not 
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be allowed to have walking-out dress if it | and unique national services which Lord 
was denied to another. | Esher had rendered to the Army and the 


Admiralty would be adequately rewarded, 

Mr. HALDANE: We are aiming at | 
uniformity. The principle is to organise} Mr. HALDANE: In my _ opinion 
the second Line as regards clothing and | Lord Esher has rendered to the Imperial 
everything else on a uniform principle, | services greater benefits than the public 
just as in the case of the first Line. | yet fully appreciate. I wish I could hold 
out any hope that they will be adequately 
Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): Will there | rewarded. . 
also be uniformity of colour ? 
Shoebury Foreshore Rights. 


Mr. HALDANE: That point too is | Mr. WHITEHEAD (Essex, 8.E.): | 


under consideration. | beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| War whether he is yet in a position to 
Lord Esher. ‘consider the drafting of improved by- 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood):|laws for regulating the user of the 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | Shoebury foreshore, with a view tw 
War whether Lord Esher occupies any safeguarding the interests both of the 
official position at the War Office, or has | War Office and of the local fishermen; 
any authority there; and, if so, what is|and whether, before any draft by-laws 
his position and whence is his authority |are put into force, he will atford an 
derived. opportunity to representatives of the 

| fishermen to submit suggestions on the 

Mr. HALDANE: Lord Esher occupies | draft. 
no official position at the War Office nor | 
does he exercise any authority there.| Mr. HALDANE: The draft by-laws are 
The misapprehension into which the hon. | now under consideration, and the interests 
Member has fallen is probably founded | of the local fishermen will be safeguarded 
on the fact that Lord Esher is a member | as far as possible. The draft by-laws will 
of the Defence Committee, but this is a | be advertised in accordance with the pro- 
body quite distinct from the War Office. | visions of the Military Lands Acts, and 

‘fishermen and others concerned will be 

Mr. BOWLES: Is it suggested that | afforded an opportunity to submit 
Lord Esher, in his capacity as a member | suggestions on the draft. 
of the Defence Committee, has a right of | 
access to confidential War Office and | London Defences. 


Admiralty documents ! | Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, | 


, | E.R., Holderness): I beg to ask the 
Mr. HALDANE: As a member of the Secretary of State for War if any of the 
Defence Committee no doubt certain con- | sites and buildings connected with the 
fidential War Office and Admiralty | defences of London have yet been dis 
documents are submitted to Lord Esher, | posed of. 7 
as they are submitted to other members | 
of the Defence Committee. | Mr. HALDANE: None of the sites 
. ; have as yet been disposed of. 
Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) | 
asked whether Lord Esher had a voice | Provost Marshal's Assistants. 
in the appointments made by the War) *Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
Office. | shire, Forest of Dean): On behalf of the 
. sO a |hon. Member for the Lichfield Division 
Mr. HALDANE: No, Sir. | of Staffordshire, | beg to ask the Secre- 
—_— up. xr... | tary of State for War if he has considered 
Sir GILBERT PARKER: None | the point as to the powers conferred on 


whatever 1 provost marshal’s assistants in time of 
aii | war; and if he can state what those 
Mr. HALDANE: None. powers will be. 


Sir ROBERT HOBART (Hampshire,| Mr. HALDANE: Yes, Sir, and it is 
New Forest) asked whether the important ' intended to draw up a code of rules for 
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the guidance of the provost marshal in the | Burmese Railways. 
field and his assistants | in charge of | Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the Secretary 
prisons in the field. Such code will) of State for India by whose authority 
admit of some elasticity to meet varied | and under what circumstances the official 
condition of climate, locality, ete. /name of the Mandalay-Kunlon Ferry 
line of the Burma Railways system was 
*SIR CHARLES DILKE asked if there | changed to that of the Sores Branch ; 
would be regulations as to the kind of | for what reasons the opening to traffic of 
people to be appointed to this office. | the Mandalay-Kunlon Ferry line beyond 
. ; 'Lashio is delayed or is in abeyance ; 
Mr. HALDANE: That is one of the | what steps have been taken to preserve 
points we are dealing with. The office is | the works and buildings already com- 
an important one, and we are endeavour- | nleted between Lashio and the Salwen 
ing to make sure the right peeple are River at or near the Kunlon Ferry from 
appointed. | deterioration by climatic or other causes, 


™ : " ™ _also to conserve the survey marks on the 
Sir CHARLES DILKE: Will the) same section; and what was the nett 


rules be laid on the Table of the House, | total cost of the alternative survey 
or, if not, will any document be laid executed in 1900, from the proposed 
before Parliament on the subject 4 ‘erossing of the Myitnge River near 
a $ Lashio, via Hsinwi and Méng La, to the 
Mr. HALDAN E: I think my best| Salwen River on the route of the 
course will be to undertake to lay the | Mandalay-Kunlon Ferry line. 
rules before Parliament. J 


— ™ | THe UNDERSECRETARY or 
Mr. LEA (St. ‘as, E.): r | oman + 
so escautainrar Watlieune toler |STATE FoR INDIA (Mr. CHARLES 
coming into operation ? Hosuovst, Bristol, E.): It was decided 
5 : ‘ in 1903 that the extension of the Burma 
Railway towards Kunlon should not be 
carried beyond Lashio, and the extension 
is consequently sometimes spoken of as 
the Lashio Branch. The decision to stop 
at Lashio was based on the view that, 
having regard to the unfavourable 
‘prospects of the line, any extension 
beyond Lashio would be an unwise and 
Army Statistics. | unjustifiable employment of Indian funds 
CotoneL KENYON-SLANEY : I beg! while so many more urgently required 
to ask the Secretary of State for War | and more promising schemes were calling 
what is the present effective strength of | for attention. — I am not aware that any 
the Royal Horse and Field Artillery, | work or buildings have been constructed 
the Royal Garrison Artillery, and the | between Lashio and the Salwen River, or 
Infantry of the Line respectively, dis- | what steps have been taken for conserving 
tinguishing in each case between those | the survey marks. With regard to the 
on the British and Indian establishments | alternative route from Lashio to the 
respectively. | Salwen River via Hsinwi, a reconnaissance 
| survey of this route was carried out in 
Mr. HALDANE: The figures for 1898-99, and the cost of the line was 
warrant and non-commissioned officers ;Toughly estimated at Rs.1,35,00,000 
and men on the Ist March were as | (£900,000), 
follows :— 


Mr. HALDANE: If necessity arises 
they can be discussed after they have | 
been laid on the Table. They will, how- | 
ever, be framed with the utmost care, 
and I hope there will be no necessity for 
discussing them. 


British Indian Grants to Jamaica. 
Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston): I beg 


Establish- stablish- | 

ment. ment. | 
Royal Horse and Field |to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Artillery = - - 19,392 10,039 | the Colonies whether the sum of £40,000 
Royal Garrison Ar- | was granted to the Island of Jamaica in 
tillery (including |the year 1781; whether this was a free 


Artillery clerks) - 14,199 


5,291 | grant or a loan; and for what purpose the 
Infantry of the Line - 81,485 54,787 | 


| grant was made. 
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Questions. 


WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, | 


Rossendale ; for Mr. CuurcHILL) : I find 
it stated in “ Bridges’ Annals of Jamaica ” 
that in the year 1781 the British Parlia- 
ment sent a donation of £40,000 in 
specie to relieve distress in Jamaica 
resulting from a hurricane. The Under- 
Secretary of State asks me to say that he 
regrets that he failed previously to dis- 
cover this record. It may interest the 


in the same record that “ some alleviation 


of the public distress was also obtained | people of Ceylon. 


by the immediate permission of a free 


trade with Ireland.” 


Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he has yet been able to 
ascertain whether a free grant of 
£100,000 was made by the Parliament of 
the United Kingdom to the Colony of 
Jamaica in the year 1833 ; whether, at 
the same time, a loan was granted ; if so, 
for how much; and whether the said loan 
has been repaid. 


Mr. HARCOURT: No free grant 
was made by Parliament to the Colony of 
Jamaica at the period referred to. Two 
loans were granted, to which the Under- 
Secretary referred in his Answer to a 
previous Question of the hon. Member, 
on account of loss of public and private 
property caused by _ insurrections. 
£244,100 was lent to private estates, and 
£200,000 to the Colonial Government. 
Only a part of each loan was repaid. 


Jamaica and British War Expenditure. 

Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies at what date the sum 
of £1,000,000 was voted by the Colony 
of Jamaica as a contribution towards the 
expenses of the war between the British 
Empire and the French Republic ; and at 
what date that sum was paid. 


Mr. HARCOURT: This money was 
not voted. In the  Under-Secretary’s 
reply to the hon. Member’s Question a 
fortnizht ago he used the word “sub- 
scribed ” and his statement rests on the 
authority of the Official Jamaica Hand- 
book, which states that no less than 
£1,000,000 was voluntarily subscribed 
to help England. He apprehends that 
the exp< guiture may have been incurred 


{COMMONS} 








Questions. 


1492 


{ for the prosecution of the War in the 


West Indies, the cost of which largely 
fell on the Colony, but he has no precise 
information upon this matter. 


Ceylon Pear] Fisheries. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.); I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether Sir West 
Ridgway has handed over the profits 


ae | he has made from the Ceylon P 
hon. Member also to know that it is stated | ylon Fear! 


Fisheries to the Treasury, in order that 
they may be used for the benefit of the 


Mr. HARCOURT: [have no informa- 


tion on this subject. 


*Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware it is 
estimated that there has been a capital 
loss to the Colony of nearly two millions 
sterling, and that the public of Ceylon 
and of other Colonies conversant with 
the case regard the transaction from 
start to finish as an unmitigated job ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice should be 
given of any Question dealing with figures. 


Imperial Preference by Shipping 
egulations. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER: I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
drawn to a statement by the High Com- 
missioner for New Zealand to the effect 
that it would be possible to establish a 
scheme of Imperial preference through- 
out the Empire by means of amended 
shipping regulations; and whether the 
Government will take any steps in the 
direction suggested. 


Mr. HARCOURT : The question will 
no doubt be discussed ut the Colonial 
Conference. 


Western Pacific—Mr. Deakin’s Despatch. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will lay upon the Table the 
despatch of the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, of 20th April, regarding affairs 
in the Western Pacific, which is referred 
to in paragraph 9 of Mr. Deakins 
despatch of 13th June, 1906, in Cd. 3288, 
page 38. 
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Mr. HARCOURT: The despatch | whether he has any official information 


mentioned was a secret despatch, which | 


it is not considered desirable in the 


public interest to lay upon the Table of | 


the House. 
Dinuzulu. 
Mr. J. 


Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the action brought by the Zulu 
chief Dinuzulu against his late secretary, 
at Nongomo, in Natal, on the 23rd 


ultimo, was adjourned sine die in conse- | 


quence of instructions received from the 
Colonial Secretary ; if so, will he say 
why such official interference with the 


ordinary course of justice took place; | 
whether the plaintiff had incurred heavy | 
what further action the | 


expense ; and 


M. ROBERTSON (North- 
umberland, Tyneside) : I beg to ask the | 


which he can convey to the House as to 
| the decision of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment on the question of the employment 
of Chinese labourers in that Colony. 


Mr. HARCOURT : No, Sir. 


Mr. FIENNES (Oxfordshire, Ban- 
bury): As Clause 50 of the Constitution 
does not give latitude to the Transvaal 
Government to regulate its own affairs 
}as it thinks best, may I call the right 
hon. Gentleman’s attention to the speech 
of the Prime Minister of the Transvaal 
| yesterday ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon. Gentleman is giving information, 
not asking a Question. 


Colonial Secretary proposes to take in | 


the matter. 

Mr. HARCOURT: No official informa- 
tion to this effect has been received. 
Inquiry is being made of the Governor. 


Repatriation of Chinese Labourers. 
Mr. FULLERTON (Cumberland, 


Egremont): I beg to ask the Under- | 
the Colonies | 


Secretary of State for 
what practical steps are being taken by 
the mine owners in the Transvaal to 
repatriate those Chinese labourers whose 
indentures will expire at the end of 
June, 


Mr. HARCOURT: No official 


in- | 


formation has been received on the sub- | 
ject since the new Government came | 


into office. 


The Gordon Drill in the Transvaal Mines. 

Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, New- 
bury) : I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he is 
now in a position to give any informa- 
tion as to the value of the new Gordon 
drill as a labour-saving machine in the 
Transvaal gold mines. 


Mr. HARCOURT: No, Sir, there is 


no information which can be added to 


Mr. FIENNES: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware of that speech in 
which the Prime Minister of the 
Transvaal said, “ We trust Britain, and 
we want Britain to trust us. Give us 
| latitude to regulate our own affairs as we 
think best” ? 


Mr. HARCOURT: Yes; I am aware 
of the speech, and I have no doubt that 
the Secretary for the Colonies is aware 
of it. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: Is the 
‘right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Transvaal Government decided not to 
announce its labour policy until the 
month of June ? 
that is a 


Mr. HARCOURT: No; 


'subject on which I have no personal 


| 


information. 


Native Labour in the Transvaal. 
Mr. MACKARNESS : I beg to ask the 
| Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
'whether, with a view to increasing the 
| supply of Native labour for the gold mines, 
‘the Government of the Transvaal has 
‘opened negotiations with the various 
' Governments in South Africa ; and, if so, 


the Answer given to the hon. Member on | whether he can say how far the Portu- 


the 14th of February.7 


Transvaal Government and Chinese 
Labour. 
Mr. FULLERTON : I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 





t See (4) Debates, elxix., 305. 


| guese authorities are willing to go in 
order to meet the wishes of the Transvaal 
| Government by giving full facilities for 


| ero : 
| recruiting in Portuguese territory. 


| Mr. HARCOURT: The Transvaal 
Government has not at present made any 








1495 Questions. {COMMONS} 


communications to the Secretary of State| worth, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
on the subject of their labour policy. | State for Foreign Affairs is he aware 
| that the recent wreck of the ss. “Im- 

Mr. FIENNES: Arising out of that} peratrix,” with many lives, was owing to 
Answer, in order to prepare the ab-| the absence of any light on the south- 
normally sensitive and humane minds of | west coast of Crete; that there is no 
the hon. Member for South Berks and | lighthouse or light in the Mediterranean 
others would it not be advisable for the between Cape Matapan (Greece) and 
Under-Secretary for the Colonies to give Gavdo Island, a distance of 123 nautical 
some information to the House concern- | miles ; that the south-west coast of Crete 
ing the evils that are attendant on free | is in the midway between those two 
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recruiting in South Africa ? points ; and that even the light on Gavdo 
N q | Island, being so high as 1,149 feet above 
[No Answer was returned. | sea level, is invisible in cloudy weather, 


P ee ‘and therefore often not available; a 

Mr. MACKARNESS:: I shall repeat Whether he. will, move. the proper 
my Question. authorities to consider the erection of a 
‘ light on Kavo Krio, a headland in Crete 

Benguelea Railway. near the wreck, which is said by com- 

*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : petent authorities to be suitable for the 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary | purpose. 
of State for the Colonies whether 
he is aware that 2,000 Indians are) Mr. RUNCIMAN: His Majesty's 
detained in Natal, though they are Government have no information as to 
anxious to leave for Lobito Bay to work | the causes which led to the wreck of the 
upon the Benguelea Railway, and whether, | Austrian steamship “Imperatrix,” nor 
if the Answer be in the aftirmative, the have they received any applications 
Government will dispose as speedily as during the last thirteen years from the 
may be of any administrative or technical | British shipping interested for the estab- 
obstacles which stand between these | lishment of a light on the south-west 
labourers and their work. | extremity of Crete. 


Mr. HARCOURT: The Secretary of | ; 
State has been in communication with the Hague Conference and Disarmament. 
India Office, and learns that the Govern-| Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): I beg to 
ment of India have now stated that they | ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
do not raise any objection to the employ- Affairs whether there has been any e@X- 
ment of these Indians. The Governor of | change of views between His Majesty’s 
Natal has been informed to-day accord-| Government and the Government of the 
ingly. _ United States on the question of propos- 
ing to the forthcoming Hague Conference 
Fraudulent Bankruptcy in Russia and | an international agreement for the reduc- 
oland. tion or arrest of armaments ; and, if not, 
Sirk W. EVANS GORDON (Tower | will he consider the wisdom of approach- 
set png dd ‘ I reg to gy | ing President Roosevelt on the subject. 
ecretary of State for Foreign airs | 
Giatien be has received any statement | Mr. RUNCIMAN: My right hon. 
or report from His Majesty’s Consuls in | friend is unable, at present, to make any 
Russia and Poland as to systematic | statement with regard to the communica- 
fraudulent bankruptcy among traders in | tions that have passed or may pass be- 
that country. tween the Powers in regard to this 
Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY to | Sbject. 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. Runciay, Dews- | 
bury, for Sir Epwarp Grey): No such | United States and Coastal Trade. 
reports have been received. _ Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : I beg 
| to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Lights in the Mediterranean—Wreck of | Affairs whether, and, if so, in what 
the “Imperatrix.” respect, the interpretation of coastal 
Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): On | trade by the United States differs from 
behalf of the hon. Member for Wands-| that accepted in thig country ; and 
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whether, if such a difference of interpre- 
tation exists, it would be possible for 
this country to adopt a similar definition 
of coastal trade. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The carrying 
trade between the United Kingdom and 
the various British Colonies and Posses- 
sions, as well as the carrying trade 
between ports of the United Kingdom, 
and also inter-colonial trade, has long 
been free from any restriction as to the 
nationality of vessel. The United States 
treat the carrying trade between their 
Atlantic and Pacific seaboards as coast- 
ing trade, and reserve it to national 
vessels, and they also reserve the trade 
between their oversea possessions of 
Porto Rico and Hawaii. The question 
appears to be one of policy, and it is not 
proposed to change the policy which we 
have hitherto adopted. 


Canadian Tariffs. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, seeing that Canada im- 
poses a surtax against those countries 
which treat Canadian products less 
favourably than those of any other 
country, she is entitled, under the most- 
favoured-nation clause in the treaties 
with Servia and Ronmania, and the con- 
vention with Bulgaria, to most-favoured- 
nation treatment trom those countries if 
she extends the general tariff to them ; 
and whether, if by aspecial treaty Canada 
agrees to extend the intermediate tariff 
to any foreign country, she must also 
extend the intermediate tariff to the 
above countries. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The Answer to 
both Questions is in the attirmative. To 
revent misunderstanding, my right hon. 
riend would point out that Canada is 


free to adhere to these treaties or not as , 


she pleases. 


French Railway on the Yunnan Frontier. 

Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs what is the 
present state of progress on the French 


Colonial Railway from Hanoi to Lao-kai , 


on the Yunnan frontier, the construction 
of which was begun about 1902. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The line has been 
completed, and was opened for traffic on 
Ist February, 1906. 


{25 Marcu 1907} 
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f The Assuan Dam. 

Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether his 
attention has been drawn to the Resolu- 
tion come to by the Egyptian authorities 
on the 21st instant to proceed forthwith 
with the increasing of the height of the 
Assuan Dam by seven metres ; whether 
he is aware that last year doubts were 
raised by men of scientific eminence as to 
whether the strains and stresses at present 
borne by the Assuan Dam, even at its 
present height, had been properly calcu- 
lated ; whether he has satisfied himself 
as to the want of foundation for these 
fears by inquiry of the best engineering 
experts ; and, if not, will he consider the 
advisability of suggesting to the authori- 
ties in Egypt the appointment by them 
of a small committee of scientific men to 
go thoroughly into the matter, and so 
obviate the possibility of an accident 
happening which might cause disastrous 
loss of life and property in Egypt. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: A despatch has 
just been received from Lord Cromer 
fully explaining the reasons which have 
led the Egyptian Government to arrive 
at the decision to raise the Assuan Dam. 
It will be presented to Parliament in due 
course. In the meantime, it would not 
be desirable that my right hon. friend 
should answer questions on isolated points 


| in connection with this matter. 
| 
Mr. CHEETHAM (Stalybridge) : Does 


the Egyptian Government propose to 
take any steps for the preservation of 
ancient monuments which have already 
suffered serious injury ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN asked for notice of 
ithe Question. 


Macedonian Financial Commission. 

* Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS (Lincoln) : 
\I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether, and, if so, when, 
His Majesty's Government will publish 
the Reports received from the British 
member of the Financial Commission in 
Macedonia. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Papers are now 
being prepared, and will be laid shortly. 


Distribution of Equivalent Grant. 


Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): I beg 
to ask the Prime Minister what are the 
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arrangements made with regard to the 
Equivalent Grant to England and Wales, 
Ireland, and Scotland; whether it has 
been the rule that the grant need not be 
spent on the same object ; and whether 
the Equivalent Grant has been made on 
the principle of the amount of taxes paid 
by each part of the United Kingdom. 


(Questions. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or ‘THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquitn, Fifeshire, E ) : 
No fixed rules have been or could possibly 
be laid down in this matter. “ Equivalent 
Grants” have in most cases been made 
applicable to purposes akin to those of 
the original grants, but there are notable 
exceptions. The basis on which suc 
grants have been calculated has been the 
proportion of the assumed total contribu- 
tions of each country to the revenue. 


National Finances—Alleged Improper 
Appropriation of Surpluses. 

Mr. BOWLES: I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
is aware that, although Section 5 of the 
Appropriation Act, 1905, only empowered 
the Treasury to authorise the Board of 
Admiralty to defray expenditure not 
provided for out of surpluses effected by 
the saving of expenditure and not other- 
wise, and only empowered them to deal 
with appropriation in aid to the extent 
of sums not exceeding in all £1,688,687, 
the Treasury have, nevertheless, con- 
trary to the Act, taken upon themselves 
to authorise the application to expendi- 
ture of £120,938 19s. 7d., which is not 
a saving of expenditure but an excess of 
receipts beyond the total sums appro- 
priated in aid of naval expenditure by 
the Appropriation Act, 1905; whether 
a precisely similar course under precisely 
similar circumstances was taken by the 
Treasury in regard to a sum _ of 
£172,392 13s. 4d. on the Army Votes ; 
why the Treasury thus took upon itself 
to exercise powers beyond those con- 
ferred upon it by law, and reported by 
the officer appointed to examine the 
public accounts on behalf of this House to 
be without statutory sanction ; whether 
he will direct these two sums, amounting 
together to £293,331 J2s. lld., to be 
surrendered to the Ixcheyuer; and 
whether he will undertake that in future 
the Treasury shall set an example to the 
other departments of strict obedience to 
the law. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1500 


Mr. ASQUITH: Before I read my 
Answer to the hon. Member, I beg to 
assure him that my sole object in asking 
him to postpone his Question until to-day 
was in order that I might obtain the 
fuller information which I have now got, 
and which, [ am afraid, will trespa ss for 
some time on the attention of the House, 
I agree generally with the hon. Member 
in his interpretation of Section 5 of the 
Appropriation Act, 1905, and gave orders, 
as soon as the matter was brought to my 
personal notice, that an Amendment 
should be drafted so as to make it quite 
clear in future that the Treasury’s tem- 
porary powers shall extend to making up 
any deficiency upon the receipts appro- 
priated inaid of any Navy (or Army) 
Vote out of the surplus receipts on 
account of appropriations in aid on other 
Navy (or Army) Votes respectively. 
My decision has been communicated by 
the Treasury to the Public Accounts 
Committce, who are considering the Navy 
and Army Appropriation Accounts on 
which the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General raised the question; and their 
approval will be sought forthwith to the 
draft Amendment of the Treasury, which 
has already been agreed to both by the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General and by 
the authorities of the House. So far, I 
have dealt with the steps to be taken for 
reguiarising the position for the future. 
As regards the current year, I may add 
that in the Treasury Minutes of the 22nd 
inst., Which were laid in dummy on the 
Table of the House on Friday, the tem- 
porary application of anticipated surpluses 
to meet anticipated deficits on Navy and 
Army Votes for 1906-7 has accordingly 
been dealt with exclusively on the basis 
of using surpluses effected by the saving 
of expenditure without applying any 
extra receipts. [ now propose to 
deal with the second part of the 
Question, in which the hon. Member 
asks, -with reference to the year 
1905-6, that sums of £120,938 19s. 7d. 
in respect of the Navy and of 
£172,392 13s. 4d. in respect of the 
Army may be surrendered to the Ex. 
chequer. These sums represent the 
gross excess of actual over estimated 
receipts on certain Navy and Army 
Votes respectively, and I will now 
indicate how, if they had been sur- 
rendered ¢o avmine to the Exchequer, the 
Exchequer and the old Sinking Fund 
could not have received one penny more 
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than the net surplus of £237,758 19s, 2d. 
on the Navy or of £1,334,136 17s. 10d. 
on the Army, as shown on the face of the 
Appropriation Accounts for the respective 
services. As the hon. Member will see, 
this result flows from the fact that there 
was an unexhausted balance of authorised 
grants from the Exchequer, out of which 
tke deficiences of receipts appropriated in 
aid of certain Navy and Army Votes 
could have been made good without 
making any use of the surpluses of 
receipts which have arisen on certain 
other Votes. All that would have 
happened would have been two payments 
of extra receipts into the Exchequer and 
a precisely equal increase of the two 
payments out of the Exchequer under 
the head of Exchequer Grants.+ This 
explanation will, I trust, satisfy the hon. 
Member that the action actually taken 
by the Treasury, in accordance with an 
unchallenged practice of many years 
standing, amounts in substance to pre- 
cisely the same thing, so far as the 
Exchequer is concerned, as payment of 
the excess Navy and Army receipts into 
the Exchequer and the consequent issue 
of a correspondingly larger sum out of 
the Exchequer under the head of 
authorised Exchequer Grants. 


Mr. BOWLES: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman deny that his action in 
authorising the application of these 


moneys in this way was unlawful ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: I have said that on 
the technical point [ agree with the hon. 
Gentleman. But the action taken by tne 
Treasury is one that has been pursued for 
twelve years under I do not know how 
many successive Chancellors of the Ex- 
chequer. I see one sitting opposite. 
It was treated so much as a matter of 
routine that it was never even brought 
to my notice. But as regards the 
future, I agree that we must regularise 
the proceeding if it is to continue. 


Lord R. CECIL (Marylebone, E ) : 
The right hon. Gentleman says his 
delay in giving the Answer was’ to 
enable him to give fuller information. 
May I ask him whether he was cognisant 
of a notice of Motion put down by the 
hon. Member for Barnstaple for the sole 





tT Sce also Col. 1457. 
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purpose of preventing a discussion of 
the matter in the House ! 


Mr. ASQUITH: I never heard of 
the Motion until it was put down. IL 
may say, in regard to the suggestion of 
the noble Lord, that there is no desire to 
burke discussion. ‘There will be ample 
opportunity for discussing the matter on 
the Motion for Adjournment on Wednes- 
day. 


Lorp R. CECIL: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman made any appeal to his hon. 
friend to withdraw the Motion 4 


Mr. ASQUITH: I shall be glad to do 
sO. 


Mr. BOWLES gave notice that at 
the end of (Questions he would ask leave 
to move the adjournment of the House 
in order to call attention to the matter. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestershire, E): As the right hon. 
Gentleman says, | am a fellow culprit. 
I am, therefore, less interested in the 
past of this matter than in the future. 
As to what the right hon. Gentleman 
proposes for the future, do I rightly 
understand him to say that the change in 
the law which he proposes will only 
authorise excess of receipts to be used to 
supply a deficiency in receipts, and not a 
deticiency in the Votes arising otherwise ! 


Mr. ASQUITH: If the right hon. 
Gentleman will put down his Question on 
the Paper I will give him a direct 
Answer. What I intended to imply was 
that the practice should continue in the 
future as in the past, not that there 
should be any alteration. 


Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): May I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether the proper way of 
dealing with the admitted illegality 
would not be to introduce a Supple- 
mentary Estimate ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: I think not. The 
matter is before the Public Accounts 
Committee, and any recommendation 
they may make will receive the careful 
consideration of the Government. I 
think it can be got rid of under the 
Appropriation Aet. 
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*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, ) 


Appleby): Is not illegality much too 
strong a word to use? Is not the 
proposal merely to confer explicitly by 
the Appropriation Act powers which have 
hitherto been deemed to reside implicitly 
in the Treasury ! 


Mr. ASQUITH : That is so. 


Canadian Companies’ Capital. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he has any information as to the approxi- 
mate amount or the proportion of the 
capital of public industrial companies in 
Canada which is held by persons resident 
in the United Kingdom. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I have no informa- 
tion which would enable me to make 
even an approximate estimate. 


The Budget. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex. 
chequer whether he can now state upon 
what date he proposes to make his Budget 
Statement. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I hope to be able to 
make the Budget Statement on Thurs- 
day, April 18th. 


Judges’ Allowances. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he will state 
the amount received by the Judges on 
circuit to Newcastle and Bristol since 
31st March, 1906, for table money and 
travelling expenses respectively. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The information 
asked for is as follows :— 
NEWCASTLE. 


“Subsistence allowance” at 
£7 10s. a day - - £180 0 0 
First class railway fares - 911 3 


£189 11 3 


BRISTOL. 
“ Subsistence Allowance” at 
£7 10s. a day - - £292 10 0 
First class railway fares - 417 6, 


£297 7 6 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) : Is the 
£7 10s. daily in addition to the salary ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : Yes. 


Factory Inspectors and Inquests. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if 
he can state to what extent inspectors’ 
assistants have been sent to inquests to 
represent his Department ; and whether 
they have gone as principals or only as 
advisers to other inspectors. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr, 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): In 1906 in- 
quests were attended on six occasions by 
factory inspectors’ assistants, on four of 
which they accompanied an inspector. 
As the hon. Member is aware, the fatal 
accidents in workshops are very few. 


Crime in East Yorkshire. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he is aware that during the 
year 1905 there were in the East Riding 
of York seventy-eight habitual criminals 
at large, thirty persons under police pro- 
tection, 1,718 indictable crimes known to 
the police, two cases of murder, five cases 
of arson, three cases of felonious wound- 
ing, one case of unnatural offence, two 
cases of indecency with males, two cases 
of indecent assault on females, five cases 
of defilement of girls under thirteen, three 
cases of defilement of girls under sixteen, 
and 161 cases of malicious damage ; and 
what steps he intends to take to remedy 
this state of affairs. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The figures given 
by the hon. Member correspond closely 
to those in the Criminal Statistics for 
1905, though there are one or two errors 
of detail. Most of the crime mentioned 
arises in the seaport of Hull—there is 
very little in the remainder of the Riding. 


‘I have every confidence that the police 
_are well able to deal with the matter. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: 
these crimes agrarian crimes ? 


Were 


[No Answer was returned. | 
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Women and Children in Public Houses. | 

Mr. SMEATON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | 
ment whether he is aware that recent | 
investigation has established the fact that 
in many quarters of London and other 
large towns every day of the week, from | 
morning till late at night, the public 
houses are crowded with women, who | 
not only bring their little children into 
the heated atmosphere of public bars, 
but also dose their infants with alcohol ; 
that eminent expert authorities attribute | 
the physical and moral deterioration of | 
certain classes of the people to the fact 
above stated ; and whether, in the coming | 
Licensing Bill, he will consider the 
urgency of including a provision that no 
child shall, under any pretext whatever, 
be allowed to enter a public house. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I do not think 
the state of affairs is quite so bad as is 
represented by the hon. Member, but I 
agree that the question—though by no 
means a new or recently discovered one 
—is serious, and it is engaging my earnest 
attention. 


Mr. LEA: Will there be a clause in 
the Licensing Bill to prohibit this sort 
of thing ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I can add nothing 
to my Answer. 


Mr. LEA: And if prohibition is in- 
sisted on will it also be extended to clubs ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I will give full 
information when I introduce the Bill. 


{25 Marcu 1907} 
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adjourned similar cases for a month 
pending the issue of a Bill now before 
this House ; and whether he proposes to 
take any action towards the stipendiary 
magistrate in question. 


Questions. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I am not re- 
sponsible for the observations made by 
magistrates in court, and have no power 
to interfere with their discretion in 
dealing with matters that come before 
them judicially ; but I may say that I 
am informed that at the close of the 
hearing mentioned in the Question the 
spokesman for the defendants thanked 
the magistrate for the courtesy with 
The 
magistrate would have liked to include 
all the cases in one distress warrant, but 
after the matter had been carefully 
argued was satisfied that he had no 
power to do so. 


Hull Chief Constable and Juvenile 
Offenders. 

Mr. BYLES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the report by Major Malcolm, Chief 
Constable of Hull, of his scheme (adopted 
by the health committee of the corpora- 
tion) for dealing with juvenile offenders, 
in view of the results, extending to 600 
cases in six months, in keeping the 
children from contact with the police 


| court and in preventing a recurrence of 
| the offences ; 


whether he will consider 
the advisability of proceeding, either by 
legislation or administrative action, in 
regard to juvenile offenders in all the 
great towns; and can he say in how 


many places separate courts or some 


Salford Stipendiary Magistrates and 
Passive Resisters. 

Mr. BYLES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been drawn to | 
the language employed by the stipendiary | 
magistrate of Salford when several | 
Christian ministers and other prominent | 
citizens, passive resisters, were before | 
him ; whether, when they said they must 
obey God, he told them to go to God’s 
country, to go anywhere, if they could 
not obey the laws of England to go to | 
Canada: whether he refused to inclvde | 
the cases under one warrant, though | 
admitting his discretion to do so;| 
whether, on the same day and under the 
same roof other magistrates, unpaid, | 


method of separate treatment have been 
set up for accused persons of tender age. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have now seen 
Major Malcolm’s report. The scheme he 
has adopted with the approval of the 
watch committee appears to have 
worked admirably during the six months 
it has been in operation. But it involves 
the Chief Constable exercising something 
very nearly akin to judicial functions, 
and I doubt whether I could properly 
recommend its general adoption. I shall 
watch the further progress of Major 
Malcolm’s experiment with interest. I 
trust that the Probation of Offenders Bill 
which I have introduced will assist in 
dealing with the juvenile offenders in 
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large towns. Full particulars as to the | are at once forthcoming, and yet they are 
separation of children in police courts are | not obtainable for England ? 

given in a Return prepared by the Home | 
Office and circulated to Members last | 
Friday. | 
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Mr. GLADSTONE: Probably it is 
| due to the fact that the Returns are not 
| made monthly in this country. 
Criminals at Large. ar 

Mr. MOONEY (Newry): I beg to ask | Crimes in England. 
the Secretary of State for the Home De-| Mr. MOONEY: I beg to ask the 
partinent what was the number of habitual | Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
criminals at large in England under police | ment, if he will state the number of crimes 
supervision during the years 1902, 1903, | in England in the years 1902, 1903, 1904, 
1904, 19065, 1906, and the months of 1905, 1906, and the months of January 
January and February, 1907. and February 1907, under the following 

: : |heads: murder, attempts to murder, 
Mr. GLADSTONE: The figures for | threats or conspiracy to murder, man- 
1906 are not yet complete, and monthly | slaughter, felonious wounding, intimida- 
Returns on this subject are not made to | tion and molestation, unnatural offences, 
the Home Oftice. The number of persons |attempts to commit unnatural offences, 
under police supervision for the years | indecency with males, indecent assault on 
1901 to 1905 were 2,769, 2,542, 2,531, | females, defilement of girls under thir- 
2,778, 3,050. |teen, defilement of girls under sixteen, 
| setting fire to crops, killing and maiming 

Mr. STANLEY WILSON: How | cattle, arson, and malicious injury, 

many of them are of Irish birth and what | 7 
proportion are they to the population? | Mr.GLADSTONE: The figures for 
| 1906 are not complete. There are no 
| monthly Returns. The hon. Member will 
|find the other figures he requires in 
tte: Pere | Table XIX of the Annual Volumes of 
Crime in Wiltshire. | Criminal Statistics. 

Mr. MOONEY: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart-| \pr. MOONEY: What is the reason 
ment what was the number of indictable | for the difference of procedure in England 
offences in the county of Wiltshire for | and Ireland ? 
the years 1902, 1903, 1904, 1905, 1906, | 
and the months of January and February) Mr. GLADSTONE: I cannot say. It 
1907, under the following heads : murder, | is a matter of administration. 
attempt of murder, threats or conspiracy | 
to murder, malicious wounding, indecent | Penge Vaccination Prosecution. 
assualt on females, defilement of girls | _ J. M. ROBERTSON: 40 
under thirteen, arson, killing and maiming Proved Rai ci a al By 
cattle, malicious damage, stealing animals, Department whether his attention has 
trees, fruit, etc. been called to the case of Mr. Manger, 


: Pes Penge, who has been mulcted at the 
Mr. GLADSTONE: The hon. Member Bromley police court in £4 5s. of penalty 


[No Answer was returned. | 





will find the figures he requires for the 
years 1901 to 1905 in the Annual 
Volumes of Criminal Statistics, Tables 
XXIII and XXIV. 


Mr. MOONEY : What are the figures 
for January and February this year ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have not got 
them. 


Mr. MOONEY : How is it that when 
a similar Qucstion as to Ireland is ad- 
dressed to the Irish Secretary the figures 





and costs for non-vaccination of his child ; 
and whether, in view of the intentions of 
the legislature, he will take measures to 
prevent in future such accumulations of 
costs. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have no 
authority to interfere with the discretion 
of magistrates in the matter of costs, 
but I have made inquiry in the case and 
find that the large amount of costs to 
which the defendant became liable was 
due to the fact that at Bromley de- 
fendants in vaccination cases are usually 
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1509 (Juestions. 
represented by counsel, the vaccination 
oficer has therefore to be legally repre- 
sented, and the justices consider that the 
cost involved should fall on the defendant 
rather than on the ratepayers. 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): Is the right hon. Gentleman of 
opinion that vaccination is still compnl- 
sory ¢ 


|No Answer was returned. | 


Juvenile Woman Suffragists. 

Sin) BERKELEY SHEFFIELD 
(Lincolnshire, Brigg): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the remarks made by the 
magistrate with reference to the case otf 
a girl of tender age who had been 
brought to London from Lancashire by 
the suffragettes ; and, if so, what action 
he proposes to take. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have seen a 
report of the magistrate’s remarks on the 
case of two girls, one from Preston, and 


the other from Huddersfield, which I | 


think were justified. The magistrate 
tells me that he has made satisfactory 
arrangements for one of them to go home 
to her friends to-day, and he hopes, if the 
other will consent, to deal with her in 
the same way next Wednesday. 


Bankrupt Aliens. 

sir W. EVANS GORDON : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
Whether he can give the gross loss to 
creditors from bankruptcies of aliens 
during the last five years ; and what pro- 
portion of such loss is due to different 
nationalities. 


I beg further to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he can state 
how many aliens have been made bank- 
rupt in this country in the last five years ; 
how many of these bankruptcies occurred 
in London ; what is the average payment 
to creditors of native and alien bankrupts 


respectively ; how many alien bankrupts | 


have been found, in the same period, not 
to have kept books ; what is the average 
proportion of assets of debts as between 
native and alien bankrupts ; how many 
bankrupts have been Russian subjects ; 
and how many have stated that, prior 
to their insolvency, they made their 
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| business over to their wives or other 


relatives. 


Tut SECRETARY to rag BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Keartey, Devonport) : 
No separate statistics for aliens have 
heen kept by the Board of Trade which 
will enable me to furnish information as 
tothe number of, or the losses to creditors 
from bankruptcies of aliens during the 
last five years, but | may remind the hon. 
Member that some figures on this 
subject were given by the Senior Official 
Receiver of the London (High Court) 
District in his evidence before the Royal 
Commission on Alien Immigration of 
which the hon. Gentleman was a member. 


Str W. EVANS GORDON : Are there 


no figures more recent ? 
Mr. KEARLEY : No, Sir. 


Newbury Railway Station. 
Mr. MACKARNESS: I beg to ask 


the Fresident of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the Great 
Western Railway station at Newbury 


was built fifty-nine years ago and has 
never been adapted to the altered con- 
ditions and increased traftic of the last 
few years, due to the construction of the 
Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton line 
and the Lambourn Valley line, and the 
diversion of main line trains to the West 
of England to the Newbury line; that 
there are only two lines of rails to convey 
the whole of the goods, ordinary, and 
express traffic through the station; that 
not less than sixty trains run into the 
stition daily, in addition to goods and 
fast express trains, the pace of the latter 
being such as to sweep luggage otf the 
narrow platform and endanger the lives 
of persons standing on it; that the 
Corporation of Newbury has twice passed 
formal resolutions urging the Great 
Western Railway Board to build a new 
station, but that nothing has been done 
to meet their wishes; and whether he 
will inquire into the above facts. 


Mr. KEARLEY : The Board of Trade 
are informed by the company that the 
directors have authorised the expenditure 
/necessary for the reconstruction of this 
| station on modern lines and the work 
| will be undertaken as soon as the neces- 
sary land can be acquired. The company’s 
letter also deals at length with other 
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points referred to in my hon. friend’s 
Question, and I am sending him a copy. 


Questions. 


British Imports of Iron and Steel 
Manufactures. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade what was the total value of the 
imports of iron and steel manufactures 
into the British Empire as a whole from 
all foreign countries ; and what was the 
total value of the exports of the same 
from the British Empire as a whole to all 
foreign countries for each of the years 
1900-5. 


Mr. KEARLEY: My right hon. 
friend is having a statement prepared 
howing so far as possible the information 
aquired by the right hon. Gentleman, 
ad will communicate it to him. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
May I ask the hon. Gentleman if he is 
aware that the Statistical Abstract of 
trades of the British Empire, published by 
the Board of Trade, discloses no such 
manufactured articles exported from the 
British Empire? Will he take care that 
in future the record is made more 
accurate ? 


Mr. KEARLEY : 
notice of that question. 


I must ask for 


Railway Companies Combination. 
Mr. CLEMENT EDWARDS (Denbigh 
District): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he has had 
any correspondence with railway com- 
panies concerning the recent development 
of combination among them ; and, if so, 

will he lay the same upon the Table. 


Mr. KEARLEY: The reply to both 
Questions is in the affirmative. 


Dover Harbour—Proposed Increase of the 
Poll Tax. 

Mr. W. R. REA (Scarborough) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether any application has been 
made by the Dover Harbour Board to the 
Board of Trade, under Section 27 of The 
Dover Harbour (Works, etc.) Act, 1906, 
for their consent to an increase of the 
poll tax on passengers landing or em- 
barking at Dover ; and, if so, what steps 
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Mr. KEARLEY : The Board of Trade 
have received an application under the 
section referred to for their consent to 
the raising of the poll tax from 1s. 6d. to 
2s. 6d. Before coming to any decision 
on this application it is intended to hold 
a public inquiry at the offices of the 
Board of Trade on Wednesday, 10th 
April, at 11 a.m., at which inquiry any 
persons interested in the matter may 
attend and be heard. 


Lord de Ramsey and his Allotment 

enants. 

Mr. A. ALLEN (Christchurch) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board how many allotment holders 
received notice from Lord de Ramsey in 
the spring of 1906 ; how many of such 
allotment holders have since obtained 
allotments under the urban district 
council ; and whether the zental charged 
by Lord de Ramsey to the urban district 
council is more than that previously 
charged to the men. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that a case 
for libel is pending with regard to this 
question ? 


THe PRESIDENT oF tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Joun 
Burns, Battersea): Yes, Sir; and my 
Answer will not in any sense affect that. | 
am informed that the number of holders 
of allotment lands belonging to Lord de 
Ramsey in Huntingdonshire and Cam- 
bridgeshire who received notiee from 
him in the spring of 1906 was 580, of 
whom 488 held allotments in the urban 
district of Ramsey. It is stated that 
twenty of these persons resided outside 
the district, thirty-two more occupied 
other allotments, and forty-six occupied 
other land to the extent of five or more 
acres, and that hence the number of the 
previous allotment holders for whom the 
urban district council could provide 
allotments was 390. The number of 
persons who have taken allotments under 
the council is 209, some of whom, how- 
ever, had not previously held allotments. 
It is added that the council had the 
opportunity of acquiring land for all 
persons qualified and willing to «ccept 
allotments under them, and that they 
repeatedly invited applications. | under- 
stand that the rents charged by Lord de 





the Board propose to take before coming 
to a decision on the application. 


Ramsey to the men for the lands now 
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taken by the council averaged £2 6s. 10d. 
per acre, Lord de Ramsey paying all 
ates and taxes. The rents charged for 
the same lands to the council average 
£2 0s. 5d., but the council pay rates and 
taxes, which average 13s. 1d. per acre. 


Grand Committee Rooms. 

Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent, 
Ashford): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works what arrangements 
are being made for the provision of suit- 
able rooms for Grand Committees, in 
view of the Government proposals to 
double the number of Grand Committees 
and to increase their work. 


I beg also to ask the First Commissioner 
of Works if, considering the proposal to 
multiply the work of Grand Committees, 
he can avoid the overcrowding and 
improve the desk accommodation in the 
large committee room. 


I beg further to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works if suitable provision 
can be made to enlarge accommodation 
for the public and the Press in the Grand 
Committee rooms, considering that all 
Bills, except those withheld by Resolution 
of the House, are in future to be sent 
upstairs. 


Mr. HARCOURT: If and when new 
Grand Committees are brought into 
existence [ shall consider what temporary 
accommodation can be provided for them 
pending structural alterations of a more 
permanent ‘character. I am _ inquiring 
into improved accommodation for Press 
and public and desks in the existing 
rooms. 


House Attendants and All-Night 
Sittings. 

Dr. COOPER (Southwark, Bermond- 
sey): I beg to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether the attendants 
in his Department who remained on duty 


during the prolonged sitting will receive ' 
extra remuneration or relief from duty ; ' 


and, if not, whether he will consider the 
advisability of recognising in some fitting 
manner their long hours of attendance on 
this occasion. 


Mr. HARCOURT: Arrangements for 
the staff of my Department at the House 
are made with special reference to the 
liability to occasional extra duty. 
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are relief shifts to avoid continuous duty 
and special privileges as to extra leave as 
compensation for unavoidable overtime. 


(Questions. 


Worcestershire Education Grant. 

Mr. C. B. HARMSWORTH (Worces- 
tershire, Droitwich): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether his attention has been called to 
the complaint of the Worcestershire 
County Council that sometimes as many 
as six, eight, and ten months elapse 
before a grant earned by the council is 
paid over; and whether he will take 
steps to ensure that the payment of 
grants earned may be made at an interval 
not greater than three months from the 
notification that the grant has been 
earned. 


THe PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouth, N.): My attention has been 
called to the complaint referred to, but 
I have not been informed whether the 
grants in question are in respect of 
elementary, secondary, or technical 
education, or in respect of what particular 
schools delay is alleged to have occurred. 
I have no knowledge of any undue delay, 
but if the hon. Member will furnish 
me with this information, I will cause 
inquiries to be made. In the case of 
elementary schools, the payment is 
usually made by the same post that 
the notification is despatched. 


Teachers’ Salaries Return. 

Lorp R. CECIL: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
when the Education Return as to the 
salaries of teachers in voluntary schools 
will be presented. 


Mr. MCKENNA: The statement has 
already been presented, and is now in 
the printers’ hands. It will be available 
for Members to-night or to-morrow. 


August Bank Holiday and the Law 
Courts. 

Mr. RADFORD (Islington, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General whether, 
having regard to the fact that under the 
Order in Council of the Ist instant the 
long vacation now begins on the Ist 
August, and that little or no legal business 
can be done in the several oftices of the 
Supreme Court on the August Bank 
Holiday, he will consider the advisability 
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of making a representation to the Rule | 
Committee suggesting the amendment of | 
the Rules of the Supreme Court so that 
the first Monday in August may be added 
to the days on which the offices are closed. | 


Questions. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
JOHN WALTON, Leeds, 8.) said he had 
made representations on that point. 


Salmon Fisheries Bill. 

Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby) : I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for South Somerset, as representing the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether he can give any information as 
to the intentions of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in relation to the Report of the late 
Royal Commission on Salmon Fisheries ; 
and whether it is proposed to introduce 
legislation this session dealing with the 
subject on the lines recommended in that 
Report. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setskire, 8.): A Bill has been introduced 
by my noble friend which will enable the 
recommendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion to be carried out. 


Treatment of Youthful Offenders. 

Mr. GULLAND (Dumfries Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary for 
Scotland whether he would grant, with 
regard to Scotland, a Return similar to 
that moved for by the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, deal- 
ing with the treatment of youthful 
offenders, specifying the number of 
young persons charged with offences, 


stating how far a system of probation 


and telling the steps taken in the court 
of each district to separate children from 
adult prisoners. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Stxciarr, Forfarshire}: I shall be 
glad to adjust the terms of such a Return 
if my hon. friend will communicate any 
suggestions. 


might have been applied to their cases ; 


Scottish Salmon Fishery Rights. 

Mr. GULLAND: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland whether he is 
aware that after the House of Lords’ 
decision in 1859 that no person had a 
right to fish for salmon in the Scottish 
seas without grant from the Crown, 345 
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persons exercising salmon fishing on the 
sea coast were asked to produce their 
charters, that a large number confessed 
want of title, and that an annual rental 
of £1,200 was restored to the public; 
and whether he will call for a similar 
production of the charters of the persons 
claiming salmon rights in the rivers of 
Scotland. 


Questions. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: It is a fact that, 
about the time of the decision referred 
many owners of 
estates on the sea coasts of Scotland were 
asked to produce their titles to the 
salmon fishings in the sea. Of those who 
responded some showed a good title and 
others confessed want of title. In many 
cases there was no response, and the 
titles were examined by reference to the 
records in Edinburgh. In the result 
the Crown established the right to a 
large number of salmon fishings in the 
sea, and a rental of them now amounts 
to between £7,000 and £8,000 a year. 
Up to the present time there has been 
no general or systematic invitation to 
landowners whose estates abut on Scottish 
salmon rivers to produce their titles, 
followed in case of refusal by an investiga- 
tion of the records, as from the experience 
of such investigations that have been 
made it appeared probable that the 
results would not be of sufficient impor- 
tance to justify the expense involved; 
but a certain number of special cases 
have been from time to time investi- 
gated as circumstances have provided 
occasion for so doing, with varying 
results. It should be explained that 
according to the law of Scotland persons 
may acquire a right to salmon fishings, 
not only by an express grant of such 
fishings from the Crown, but also by 
(1) a Barony title to their estates 
coupled with possession of salmon fishings 
for the prescriptive period, or (2) a 
grant of fishings in general terms coupled 
with possession of salmon fishings. A 
reference to the charters of the estate is 
therefore very often insufficient in itself 
to show whether there is a title to 
salmon fishings, and it has to be supple- 
mented by evidence as to possession. 
The Commissioners of Woods, who have 
been good enough to supply the above 
information, always take action should 
they obtain information as to any cases 
in which there is reason to believe that 
Crown rights are being invaded. 
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Questions. 


Education (Scotland) Bill. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland whether the Educa- 
tion (Scotland) Bill will extend the 
franchise to occupiers of holdings of a 
less rental value than £4 per annum, and 
give to all persons entitled to vote at 
council elections in Scotland a vote at 
school board elections. 
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Mr. SINCLAIR: Under the Bill it 
is propose] to make the school board 
franchise the same as that for parish 
council elections. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman endeavour to 
arrange that the text of this Bill 
and also that of the Small Landowners 
Bill shall be available for use during the 
Easter recess ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Every effort shali 
be made with that object. 


Arbroath Railway Fatality. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate if he is aware that G. 
Gourlay, driver of the ill-fated train at 
Arbroath on 28th December last, was 
arrested and criminally charged before 


the public inquiry was held ; whether | 


he is aware that such procedure is not 
practised in other parts of the United 
Kingdom ; and whether, with a view to 
removing possible injustice in future, he 
will arrange that men shall not, under 
such circumstances, be arrested and 
charged before public inquiries are held. 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. THomAs 
SHAW, Hawick Burghs): The first two 
paragraphs correctly represent the facts. 
I am obliged to my hon. friend for calling 
my attention to this matter; and I have 
issued an instruction to the Procurators 
Fiscal in Scotland that if there be circum- 
stances pointing to special urgency of 
arrest they are to report them to my 
Department for definite instructions and 
act accordingly, but that in all ordinary 
cases arrest is not to precede the verdict 
in the fatal accident’s inquiry. 


Mr. C. E. PRICE (Edinburgh, Central) : 
Seeing that this man was under arrest so | 
long before his trial, cannot the hon. | 
Gentleman see his way now to remit part | 
of the sentence ? 
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Mr. THOMAS SHAW: That is not 
in my Department. I understand that all 
the facts are before the Secretary for 
Scotland at this moment. 


Pakenham-Mahon Estate, Roscommon. 
Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that purchase agreements were 
signed between the owner and the tenants 
of the Pakenham-Mahon estate, at Dysart, 
county Roscommon, so far back as 1905 ; 


| whether repeated applications have been 


made to complete the agreement and no 
progress made by the Estates Com- 
missioners in the matter; and whether 
he will make representations to them to 
expedite the transfer of this estate to the 
tenants. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr Brrre.t, Bristol, N.): The 
estate in question has been offered for 
sale to the Estates Commissioners, who 
have directed an inspection to be made. 
So far as the Commissioners are aware 
the tenants have not signed agreements 
to purchase from the owner direct. 


Seed Potatoes for Curraghmore. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that no provision has been made in 
the congested division of Curraghmore, 
near Killorglin,.for the acquisition, at a 
reduced price, of seed potatoes, seed oats, 
and lime ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that owing to the representations of 
Mr. Jeremiah Breen, R.D.C. for this 
division, the scheme of supplying lime at 
a reduced rate was adopted by the 
Congested Districts Board, he will see 
that the advantages conferred on the 
neighbouring districts of Killorglin and 
Glenbeigh are given to the Curraghmore 
district. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have inquired into the 
circumstances of this locality, and are 
satisfied that no exceptional distress 
exists in it. The Department of 
Agriculture have supplied seeds and 
manures for a number of demonstration 
plots in the district of Killorglin, and it 
is hoped that the result will be to 
encourage the introduction of fresh seeds 
The 
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arrangements for the present year have 
been completed and cannot now be 
extended. The Congested Districts 
Board are not prepared to make arrange- 
ments for supplying lime at a reduced 
rate in the Curraghmore division. 


Agricultural Department By-Laws— 

Donegal Resolutions. 
“Mr. C. MACVEIGH (Donegal, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a resolution 
passed by the County Donegal Committee 
of Agriculture on the 5th instant pro- 
testing against the by-law proposed by 
the Agricultural Department ; and, if so, 
will he state what steps he proposes to 
take to protect the fishermen’s rights 
from being restricted in the way 
complained of. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The resolution re- 
ferred to has heen received The proposed 
by-law against which it protests will 
shortly be submitted for the approval of 
the Lord-Lieutenant in Council, and any 
person can there appeal against its 
provisions. I do not propose to take any 
steps to anticipate the decision of the 
Council, who will doubtless give full 
consideration to all the circumstances of 
the case. 


Duke of Abercorn’s Donegal Estate. 

Mr. C. MACVEIGH: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can say 
what is the cause of the delay on the 
part of the Estates Commissioners in com- 
pleting the sale to the tenants on the 
Donegal Estate of the Duke of Abercorn ; 
if an inspector has visited the estate, and 
the agreements to purchase were signed 
in 1904; and, in view of the fact that the 
tenants are paying 33 per cent. on their 
purchase money without reducing the 
term of their annuities, will he cause this 
sale to be immediately completed. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners have taken up this case in order 
of priority, and have received their 
inspector's report upon the estate. Cer- 
tain legal questions have arisen out of 
the report, and these have been referred 
to the vendor’s solicitor. The completion 
of the sale will depend upon the rapidity 
with which these queries are discharged. 


{COMMONS} 











Questions. 1520 


Dunshaughlin Labourers Cottages. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
the inspector who recently held an inquiry 
under the Labourers Act, in Dunshaugh- 
lin, rejected twenty-five claims for extra 
half-acre plots and twenty-five claims for 
houses and acre plots ; whether he js 
aware that the inspector’s action has 
been strongly condemned by the Dun- 
shaughlin District Council, as against 
the evidence produced at the inquiry and 
the wants of the district ; whether there 
is any means, by petition or appeal, of 
revising the decision of the inspector ; 
and, if no such appeal or petition is 
available to councils who promote schemes 
at expense to the rates, will he cause the 
rules of the Local Government Board to 
be so framed as to give the same rights 
of petition, against the decisions of in- 
spectors, to the district councils and 
labourers who promote labourers’ schemes 
as are open to parties opposing such 
schemes or cases in such schemes. 


Mr. BIRRELL : The correct numbers 
of applications rejected in this case are: 
sixteen additional half-acres out of fifty-six 
proposed, and twenty-three cottages and 
acre plots out of ninety-six proposed. 
The reason for the rejection in each case 
has been furnished to the council, and 
although they have passed a_ resolution 
objecting to the inspector's decision, they 
have not furnished any particulars which 
would tend to show that his conclusions 
were not warranted by the facts. The 
Acts do not contemplate the lodgment of 
petitions against the inspector’s decision, 
except in cases in which he has approved 
of the council’s scheme, and the formula- 
tion of rules such as suggested would be 
in excess of the Local Government 
Board’s jurisdiction under the Aets. 
The financial arrangements under the 
new Act allow for the erection of 
25,000 additional cottages only, but the 
first batch of applications proposes the 
erection of 47,000 cottages and the 
acquisition of 11,000 additional allot- 
ments. It is obvious that not one half 
of the number asked for can be provided, 
and it therefore behoves the inspector 
to be most careful to pass those applica- 
tions only in which the necessity for 
cottages and plots is proved beyond all 
doubt, 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Is it not the case there was no intention of 
limiting the number of additional cottages 
to 25,000, and that in the debates in 
this House a hope was expressed that by 
the exercise of economy considerably 
more might be erected ? 


Questions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have no doubt the 
hon. Gentleman is correct in his recollec- 
tion of what was stated in the debate. I 
quite agree that by the exercise of thrift 
and economy, and by keeping the legal 
expenses down, it ought to be possible to 
erect « much larger number of cottages. 


Ireland and Education Grants. 

Mr. HAYDEN: i beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
it is intended to give Ireland a 
grant as an equivalent for the £100,000 
already voted tor assisting the erection of 
new schools in England and Wales. 


Mr. ASQUITH: No, Sir. Ireland has 
had Exchequer grants for the erection of 
new schools for many years, while Eng- 
land and Wales have not. If the prin- 
ciple of “ equivalence ” were applied, the 
result would be very material augmenta- 
tion of the £100,000 which has now been 
voted for England and Wales. 


Dublin Training College —Donegal 
Protest. 

Mr. C. MACVEIGH: T beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he has received a 
resolution from the County Donegal Com- 
mittee of Agriculture, passed at their 
meeting on the 5th instant, protesting 
against the proposal to build the technical 
training college in Dublin with Portland 
stone when a superior and cheaper stone 
can be found at Mountcharles, in Ireland ; 
and whether he will cause inquiries to be 
made, and see that Irish material, when 
available, is used in all [rish Government 
contracts, 
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order office attached, as the people of the 
village are four miles from the nearest 
post office, and suffer loss and inconveni- 
ence through want of postal and money- 
order facilities. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): I have called for a report on 
this subject, and on its receipt I will send 
the hon. Member a reply. 


Kerry Mail Contract. 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General if he can say what has been the 
result of his inquiries into the reason 
why the people ct Newcastle West have 
now to post their letters at 7.30 o'clock 
a.m. instead of 9 o'clock p.m., as formerly, 
which has caused inconvenience; and 
whether he will take steps to have the 
old system reverted to. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The con- 
tract for the mail service on the Kerry 
line was terminated in 1902 by the rail- 
way company, who demanded a very 
large increase in the payment for the 
maintenance of the mail trains. No 
increase whatever in the payment was 
justified by the amount of correspondence, 
as the service in the district already in- 
volved a heavy annual loss, and there 
was no alternative but to acquiesce in 
the modification in the service which the 
company proposed; and they have not 
seen their way to make any permanent 
alteration since. I am glad to say that I 
have found myself able to make arrange- 
ments for a despatch from Newcastle 
West to connect with the Fishguard and 
Rosslare service to England, by the use of 
which letters for London and the South 
of England will be materially accelerated 
in delivery. 


Government Licensing Bill. 
Mr. LEIF JONES: I beg to ask the 


| Prime Minister whether he will state when 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I have nothing to 
add to the numerous replies that have 
been given on this subject. 


Ardcath (Meath) Post Office. 

Mr. SHEEHY: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he can see 
his way to establish a post office 
in Ardeath, county Meath, with money- 





the Licensing Bill, referred to in the 
King’s Speech, will be introduced. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir H. Camp- 
BELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : No, 
Sir, Iam afraid that I am not in a posi- 


tion, as yet, to make a definite statement 
about the Licensing Bill. 





152: National Finunces— 


Mr. LEIF JONES: When will the 
right hon. Gentleman be in a position to 
announce it ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I cannot say. I wish I could. 


Education Grant. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): On 
behalf of the noble Lord the Member for 
the Chorley Division of Lancashire, I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
his attention has been called to the item 
of £100,000 in Class 4, Vote 1, ¢. 6, en- 
titled special provision for new schools ; 
if a portion of this sum was included in 
the Vote on Account ; and if, in view of 
Section 96 of the Education Act of 1870, 
which specifically forbids Parliamentary 
grants in aid of building, enlarging, im- 
proving, or fitting up elementary schools, 
he will undertake that no portion of this 
sum shall be spent until Section 96 is 
repealed. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No portion of this sum is included in the 
Vote on Account, and, as my right hon. 
friend the President of the Board of 
Education has already stated, no portion 
will be spent until such statutory 
authorisation has been obtained as may 
be necessary. 


Jamaica—Relief Grant. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : I beg 
to ask the Prime Minister when the 
Government will announce its decision as 
to a money grant towards the relief of 
distress resuliing from the Jamaica earth- 
quake. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
We are not yet in possession of the 
further information which has _ been 
promised ; and it will not be possible to 
make any announcement on this subject 
until after the Easter recess. 


The Butter Bill. 

Sir F. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister whether he has considered the 
urgent representations made not only by 
the Chambers of Agriculture and other 
agricultural bodies, but also by the 
grocers and other traders, and the co- 
operative associations, in support of the 
Butter and Margarine Bill ; and whether, 
having regard to the fact that the Bill is 


{COMMONS} 











Use of Surpluses. 1524 
not seriously opposed or controversial, he 
will endeavour to get it passed and 
referred to the Committee on Trade at 
an early date after the recess. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I hope this Bill will be taken on an early 
date after the Easter recess. 


NATIONAL FINANCES—USE OF 
SURPLUSES. 

Mr. BOWLES rose to ask leave to 
move the adjournment of the House for 
the purpose of calling attention to a 
definite matter of urgent public impor- 
tance, the unlawful action of His 
Majesty’s Government in misappro- 
priating £293,331 12s. 1ld. of public 
money. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is barred from raising that Question on 
an Adjournment Motion hy a notice of 
Motion standing in the name of the 
hon. Member for Barnstaple. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: Is not 
the hon. Member for Barnstaple private 
secretary to one of the Cabinet Ministers ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of Lon- 
don) wished to ask the Government in 
reference to those who had put down 
what hon. Members opposite had often 
called a blocking Motion whether this 
was not a proper case for the use of 
“ peaceful persuasion” in favour of his 
hon. friend raising a point, the difficulty 
and importance of which, he believed, 
were denied by nobody, least of all by 
the Minister concerned. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE asked whether 
the hon. Member’s Motion would not 
equally interfere with private Members’ 
Motions for the next day to which the 
same remarks applied ! 


Mr. ASQUITH pointed out that there 
could be no real grievance in the matter, 
because the hon. Gentleman could raise 
the whole question on the Motion for the 
Adjournment over Easter on Wednesday. 


Mr. BOWLES: But if the Motion of 
the hon. Member for Barnstaple remain 
on the Paper will that not preclude the 
question being raised 4 
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*Mr. SPEAKER said that if the Motion 
of the hon. Member for Barnstaple still 
appeared on the Paper on Wednesday 
the question could not be raised on the 
Motion for Adjournment. 


Railway 


Mr. ASQUITH: As far as I am 
concerned, I will appeal to the hon. 
Member for Barnstaple to withdraw his 
Motion. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: 
was it put down at all ? 


Why 


WOMEN’S FRANCHISE. 

*Mr. LEIF JONES drew attention to 
a point of procedure and asked for Mr. 
Speaker’s ruling upon a matter in which 
the rights of Members to bring forward 
Motions were concerned. The hon. 
Member for Bosworth on 13th March 
drew first place in the ballot, and gave 
notice of his intention on Wednesday 
next to submit for discussion a Motion 
for the enfranchisement of women. Since 
that date the hon. Member for the Lough- 
borough Division had given notice of his 
intention to present to-morrow a Bill to 
confer the franchise on adult men and 
women. Under the new rules of pro- 
cedure there was no power to object to 
the presentation of a Bill, and he pre- 
sumed a date for Second Reading would 
be fixed. He wished to ask whether 
the presentation of the Bill would prevent 
discussion of the Motion his hon. friend 
proposed to introduce ; secondly, whether 
there was any record of the presentation 
of a Bill blocking a Motion for which 
priority had been secured by ballot ; 
thirdly, whether, if the practice became 
general, Members might not be deprived 
of the right, intended to be conferred on 
them by success in the ballot, of bringing 
any subject before the House, seeing that 
any other Member to whom the subject 
was distasteful could prevent the discus- 
sion by introducing a dummy Bill ; and 
whether the Speaker could suggest 
means whereby the rights of Members 
could be safeguarded. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: My attention has 
been called to this matter, and I have to 
‘say in answer to the first Question which 
the hon. Member for the Appleby 
Division has put to me that, if the hon. 
Member for Loughborough does intro- 
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duce the Bill referred to to-morrow and 
should thereafter fix a particular date for 
the Second Reading, in my judgment 
that would prevent the discussion of the 
Motion given notice of by the hon. 
Member for Bosworth. In his second 
Question the hon. Member for Appleby 
asks if any previous case of this kind has 
occurred, and to this 1 have to say that 
I am not aware of any exact parallel. 
Under the old system a Member had 
to obtain the leave of the House to 
introduce a Bill, and the House itself 
would decide upon that question, but 
under the new rule for the presentation 
of Bills the House has no option. I can- 
not help thinking that when the new 
rule was passed such a case as has now 
occurred may possibly have been over- 
looked. I do not know with what 
motive the hon. Member for Lough- 
borough has given notice of his Bill. I 
am not entitled, nor do I wish to attri 
bute any motive to him in so doing ; but 
I certainly cannot help regretting that 
his action, if taken, will have the effect I 
have indicated. It seems to me an 
infringement, or it may become an in- 
fringement, of the right of an hon. 
Member to bring forward a Motion ; for 
any Member if he wishes to burke a 
Motion may give notice of a Bill and 
thereby prevent a Motion from coming 
on. I will do anything in my power to 
prevail on the hon. Member for Lough- 
borough not to exercise his right in this 
respect. As to the last Question put to 
me, whether there are any means of 
preserving the right of a Member who 
has been successful in the ballot, I do 
not know of any means except those of 
“peaceful persuasion.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR asked whether, 
even under the old rule, there would be 
any means of avoiding the ditticulty 
except by rejecting the Motion for the 
First Reading. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That would be the 
only means ; the House might take into 
consideration the fact that by passing 
the First Reading the opportunity for 
the Motion would be destroyed. 


RAILWAY (CONTRACTS) BILL. 


Report, without Amendment, from the 
Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 
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Report to lie upon the Tabie, and to | 


be printed. [No. 96.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Committee to be printed. [No. 96.] 


Bill to be considered upon Friday the | 


14th June. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
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respect to the deduction of the space 
occupied by Propelling Power in ascer- 


| taining the Tonnage of a ship,” presented 


First Report brought up, and read ; to | 


lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


SMALL HOLDINGS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading upon 
Friday the 17th May read, and dis- 
charged. Bill withdrawn. 


NEW BILLS. 
REGULATION OF RAILWAYS BILL. 
“To amend the Railways Regulation 

Act, 1840 to 1893,” presented by Mr. 
Timothy Davies: supported by 
Arthur Allen, Dr. Rutherford, 
Lyulph Stanley, and Mr. Steadman ; to 


be read a second time upon Tuesday 9th | 
e read a second time upon Tuesday 9th | England. 


April, and to be printed. [Bill 134.] 


“To Provide for the nationalisation of 
Railways, Mines, Canals, and Tram- 
ways,” presented by Mr. Thorne; 
supported by Mr. Snowden, Mr. O’Grady 
Mr. Summerbell, Mr. Steadman, Mr. 
Wilkie, Mr. Gill, Mr. Bell, and Mr. 
Barnes ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday 10th May, and to be printed. 
| Bill 135.) 


EIGHT HOURS BILL. 

“To restrict the Hours of Labour in 
all trades and industries to Eight per 
day,” presented by Mr. Thorne; 
supported by Mr. Jowett, Mr. O'Grady, 


Mr. | 
Mr. | 


|Suaw, Hawick Burghs): 


| Cheetham, 
| Robert 


by Mr. Lloyd-George; to be read a 
second time upon Monday 8th April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 137.] 


PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY BILL. 

‘To amend the Law relating Public 
Rights of Ways,” presented by Mr, 
Ramsay Macdonald ; supported by Mr. 
Mr. Eugene Wason, Lord 
Cecil, Mr. Rawlinson, Mr. 
Hills, Mr. Abel Thomas, Mr. William 
Redmond, and Mr. Arthur Henderson; 
to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day 10th April, and to be printed. [Bill 
138.] 


SHERIFF COURTS (SCOTLAND). 
THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. THomas 
I ask leave 
to introduce a Bill to regulate and 


/ amend the laws and practice relating 


? ; | subject for many years past. 
RAILWAYS, MINES, CANALS, ETC.,, | ve! 
BILL. 


_ containing many provisions which over- 


to the civil procedure on Sheriff 
Courts in Scotland and for other pur- 
poses. These courts are substantially 
equivalent to the county court system in 
This Bill has been necessitated 
by the complexity of legislation on the 
There are 
no fewer than five statutes on the subject, 


| lap and in some respects conflict one with 


| another. 


Tne need for consolidation and 
regulation is made perfectly manifest by 
the report of the Departmental Com- 


| mittee which reported on the subject in 


I have availed myself to the 
labours of that 


1904. 
fullest extent of the 


| Committee, and also of the labours of 
| other professional bodies which have been 


Mr. Snowden, Mr. Clynes, Mr. Summer. | 


bell, Mr. Barnes, and Mr. Wilkie ; to be 
read a second time upon Friday 12th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 136.] 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (TONNAGE DE- 
DUCTION FOR PROPELLING POWER) 
BILL. 

“To amend section seventy-eight of 

The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, with 


| the Small-Debt Court. 


agitating the subject for several years 
past. The Scottish Members will be 
aware that in 1867 there was established 
a Debts Recovery Court. That has never 
been a satisfactory institution, and we 
propose under this Bill to abolish it. In 
lieu of it, however, there are certain 
other provisions in the Bill which will 
cover the ground in a more effective 
manner. My second observation is with 
regard to one of the most useful courts 
in Scotland—-humble though it be—called 
Upon that court 
the Departmental Committee reported 
that there was a strong consensus of 
opinion in favour of its utility and 
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popularity “in cases involving small 
sums. The Report stated— 

“ Litigants are by its means able to obtain a 
decision with great expedition, and at a very 
small cosc. It is essentially the poor man’s 
court, and has, from his point of view, very 
great advantages,” 

I have taken advantage of the recom- 
mendations of the Committee's report, and 
| have, with the approbation of the public 
and professional bodies, raised the limit of 
the jurisdiction from £12 to £20, to be 
sued for at the cost of a few shillings. 
In the third place, I fear I have made a 
large invasion into the right of appeal in 
the Supreme Courts in Scotland. As 
the House is aware, the cost of litigation 
in Scotland is in many cases altogether 
out of proportion to the sum sued for. | 
made an effort last year in connection 
with the Workmen’s Compensation Act 
to remedy that grievance, and I now 
make a second effort under this Bill. | 
have raised the limit of a possible appeal 
fron the Sheriff Court from £25 to 
£50, and up to that sum appeals will be 
altogether excluded, except upon special 
and particular reserved points of law. 
With regard to the jurisdiction of the 
Sheriff Court, then, I propose to extend 
and amend it very largely by enabling 
the Sheriff to dispose of cases of separa- 
tion and aliment, control and custody of 
children, and so on, as recommended by 
the Committee. I have to make another 
explanation to the House, which is some- 
what of a personal character. The House 
will remember I took some share in the 
discussion of the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act of last year, and introduced 
amending provisions for the purpose of 
allowing actions brought under the 
Employers’ Liability Act, or, alterna- 
tively, at common law, in the Sheriff Court 
to be kept there, and finally decided 
there. An objection was raised by the 
hon. Member for Kirkcaldy Burghs 
and also by some Labour Mem- 
bers, that thereby jury trials in the 
Supreme Court were abolished, and that 
no jury trial was established, as in the 
County Court in England. I made no 
pledge on the subject at that time, but I 
said that I would thoroughly consider 
the whole question. I have done so, 
and I have now to announce to the House 


that I propose to institute, as in England, | 
a system of jury trials in the Sheriff 


Courts. The jury is constituted in a 
simple way. The jurymen are paid the 
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usual small fee, and the whole proceedings 
are made optional, as in England, upon the 
choice of the litigants. In many cases in 
England the parties do not choose juries, 
being satisfied with the County Court 
Judge. I have left the same option to 
operate in Scotland and I am hopeful 
that that improvment will do away with 
the last shred of regret as to loss of 
the jury system applicable to these com- 
paratively small cases. The legal costs 
will thereby be reduced to about a 
seventh of their normal amount under the 
system prior to last year. We have been 
encumbered with these Acts of Parlia- 
ment in Scotland in this way, that the 
whole procedure, which onght to be of an 
elastic character, has been put into clauses 
of Acts of Parliament. I propose to undo 
the whole of that system and place the 
whole body of Sheriff Court procedure in 
a schedule to the Act so as to make a 
long catalogue of the ordinary acts of 
process in the Sheriff Court. The 
schedule will be amended by the process 
known in Scotland as Acts of Sederunt. 
In that way progress and development on 
the lines of this statute wiil be greatly 
facilitated. The statute is long, but it is 
nothing in comparison to the labyrinth of 
legislative provisions which exist at 
present. The Bill is substantially a code 
for the whole Scottish Sheriff Court civil 
procedure, and I ask the House to permit 
me to introduce it. 


Motion made, and Question “That 
leave be given to bring in a Bill to regulate 
and amend the Laws and practice relating 
to the civil procedure in Sheriff Courts 
in Scotland, and for other purposes ”— 
put, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by 
the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor- 
General for Scotland. 


SHERIFF COURTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To regulate and amend the Laws and 
practice relating to the civil procedure in 
Sheriff Courts in Scotland; and for 
other purposes,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday 15th April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 139.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (PRO- 
CEDURE.) 
Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [20th March], “ (1) 
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When a Bill has been read a second time 
it shall stand committed to one of the 
Standing Committees, unless the House, 
on Motion to be decided without amend- 
ment or debate, otherwise order. But 
this Order shall not apply to (a) Bills 
for imposing taxes, or Consolidated Fund 
or Appropriation Bills; or (b) Bills for 
confirming Provisional Orders. (2) The 
House may, on Motion made by the 
Member in charge of a Bill, commit the 
Bill to a Standing Committee in respect 
of some of its provisions, and to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House in respect of 
other provisions. If such a Motion is 
opposed the Speaker, after permitting, if 
he thinks fit, a brief explanatory state- 
ment from the Member who makes and 
from the Member who opposes the Motion, 
shall without further debate put the 


Business of the 


Question thereon.”—(Sir H. Campbell- 


Bannerman.) 
Question again proposed. 


Lorp R, CECIL (Marylebone, E.) said 
that when the business of the House was 
interrupted last Wednesday, he was en- 
deavouring to state some of the objections 
he felt towards the Motion. He had 
shortly stated why he thought the most 
important part of the business of the 
House was not so much its legislative as 
its deliberative business. The most 
favourable opportunity of doing their 
best was when the whole House sat in 
Committee for deliberative purposes. 
The Government's proposal, however, 
would destroy that opportunity, and 
set up a wholly inadequate substitute. 
He ventured to think that only Gentle- 
men who had not been very long in the 
House would believe that this new rule 
would not add to the labours of Mem- 
bers. It would add to them, because 
though there would be no diminu- 
tion@ of the evening sittings, there 
would be an increase in the morning 


sittings. But if it were true that a 
Standing Committee sitting at 11.30 


would free hon. Members from some of 
the sittings of the House, none the less 
would such a proceeding be intolerable to 
those engaged in professional and com- 
mercial pursuits. If practically every 


Bill was to be sent to a Standing 
Committee, and if they were to sit for a 
considerable portion of the session, the 
result would be to dismiss from the House - 
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all those Members who depended on 
commercial or professional pursuits for 
their livelihood. The House would be 
composed of the leisured classes and those 
who made politics their profession. Such 
a thing might recommend itself to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, as it would tend to 
payment of Members, which payment 
would have to be sufficiently high to 
attract the best men; but it 
matter which would require most careful 
consideration. It was a noticeable fact 
that when the right hon. Gentleman 
mentioned the Scottish Committee as part 
of his general scheme, he made no men- 
tion of England. It did not appear to 
him necessary to consider England or 
English rights. He (Lord R. Cecil) 
opposed the proposal to set up a 
Scottish Committee, not only because 


WaS a 


he thought it would be unfair, but 
because he believed the scheme was 


constitutionally unsound and that it mis- 
conceived the true representative char- 
acter of the Members of that House. He 
did not admit that a Member repre- 
sented only the constituency which sent 
him there. True, he represented the 
majority of the opinions of that con- 
stituency, but beyond that he repre- 
sented a fraction not only of this country, 
but of the whole Empire. It was on that 
theory that our representative system 
was built up, and upon that theory 
it must always rest. He denied that 
those who represented Scottish constitu- 
encies were pre-eminently qualified to 
discuss Scottish questions. The whole 
merit of the House of Commons was that 
it was a House composed of a great many 
gentlemen who had no special qualifica- 
tion to discuss any particular subject, but 
who were qualified to discuss all subjects. 
To take a section of the House which 
had special private and __ personal 
interests in the subject of legislation 
submitted to it, and to confine the dis- 
cussion to those Members, was really to 
weaken the power of discussion in that 
House. These objections to the details 
of the scheme were not, however, vital. 
The vital objection to the scheme as a 
whole might be condensed into the one 
word “ futility.’ The hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford was abundantly 
justified in saying that this scheme, 
like all other schemes, was brought 
forward by its author with the object 
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that it would do nothing of the sort. 


He 


disease which it proposed to remedy. 
It did 


was in a difficult position. 


country that it commanded in the past. 
The disease from which it suffered no 


ing. It was simply that there were too 











many hon. Members who took an active 
interest in the business of legislation, and 
who desired to address the House, and to 
address it at great length. 
terial side it was called obstruction ; on the 
Opposition side, activity. If any attempt 
was to be made to cure that disease the 
symptoms must be recognised. Various 
cures had been suggested. That of the 
hon. Member for Waterford pointed to 
Home Rule all round. That might be 
compared to the cure of suicide in order 
to avoid death. It meant the destruc- 
tion of that House altogether. It re- 
minded him of: the old story in “ Pick- 
wick,” of the man who shot himself after 
eating a large number of crumpets, in 
order to prove that his doctor was wrong, 
and that they would not kill him. 
Another cure was that they should have 
more stringent rules of procedure. It 
was possible, of course, to have rules so 
stringent as to destroy debate altogether, 
but the remedy would also destroy the 
House of Commons. Nor did he think 
the present Government would have the 
to propose it. They would 
never go to the country and say their 
policy was to destroy the House of Lords 
and to muzzle the House of Commons. 
But he thought all these remedies missed 
the true cause of the disease, which was 
that the debates had become to a large | 
extent unreal. Although nominally ad- | 
dressed to move opinion and to gain votes, 
it was perfectly well known that although | 
they might move opinion they certainly 
did not affect votes. The real evil was the 
rigidity of the present Party system. 
That was the evil which all sides of the 
House would have to consider and to see | 
ifit was possible in the conduct of a debate 
to avoid repetition and use only the most | 
cogent argument. If that were possible 
it might affect votes, but if it was quite 
apparent that no such result would be. 
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of restoring the vitality of the House, but | 


The scheme was totally misconceived, | 
because it did not take into account the | 


did not deny that the House of Commons | 
not | 
command the same confidence in the | 


one would have any difficulty in diagnos- | 


On the Minis- | 
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attained, then they might be driven by a 
counsel of despair to continue repeating 
arguments at great length. There was 
only one other alternative, if there was no 
‘relaxation of Party discipline within a 
measurable time, and that was that they 
should leave the present Party system 
and proceed to a system of groups, which 
would make a very material difference in 
| the methods of their debates. That would 
restore reality to their dscussion:, and 
make it worth while for every Member 
to take care to put his argument in a 
compressed form. Until that fact was 
impressed on hon. Members none of these 
miserable little remedies of setting up a 
Committee here and a Committee there 
would avail. Hedid not believe that any 
sensible man believed that the rule now 
proposed would make any difference, ex- 
cept that it would diminish that stage of 
a Bill in which the best work was done bv 
the House. 


| 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) said he was a Member of 
the House when the previous Scottish 
Committee was set up, and he could 
assure the House that that Committee 
did really good work, and it was hoped at 
that time that the Committee would be 
permanent. The noble Lord had denied 
that Scotsmen were pre - eminently 
qualified to settle Scottish business; but 
if they were not, who were? Those who 
represented Scotland were quite capable 
of dealing with their own business. 
There were Englishmen representing 
Scottish constituencies, and there were 
Scotsmen representing English con- 
stituencies. The appointment of four 
Grand Committees would, to a certain 
extent, relieve the very much overcrowded 


House. If they could not adopt the 
suggestion of the hon. and _ learned 
Member for Waterford, at any rate 


a Scottish Grand Committee had been 
very successful before. Some of them 
would like to see the new Scottish 
Grand Committee entirely composed of 
Scottish Members; but for himself, being 


'what was described as half English, he 


had no objection to seeing fifteen Mem- 
bers from England added. He would be 
very glad to have the noble Lord the 
Member for East Marylebone among them, 
for doubtless they would then proceed 


with greater rapidity. He hoped they 
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would come to a decision on the matter | belonged to the House should be sent”to 


before Easter, and that such Bills as the 
Scottish Education Bill and the Small 


Land Holders Bill would be sent to the | 


Scottish Grand Committee. It was said 
that the latter Bill was so very im- 
portant that it might be applied to 
England. Well, they did not oppose 
its being applied to England. But they 
proposed to get the Bill for Scotland 
first, and leave the other to follow. He 
sincerely hoped that these four Grand 
Committees would be set up, one to deal 
exclusively with Scottish affairs. It would 
be of advantage to the House, and 
especially of advantage to Scotland, 
in which he was more deeply interested 


than in England. It was _ essentially 
to the advantage of Scotland that 


Scottish measures should be thoroughly | 


a Grand Committee 


thrashed out in 
upstairs. 
Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, S.) | 


said the Prime Minister was not altogether 
to be congratulated on the amount of 
support which his proposals had received 
up to the present time: and he did not 
think that he hon. Member who had just 
sat down had helped the case, because 
he had frankly indicated that, while 
he entertained great hopes in regard to 
these new Resolutions, he preferred that 
of the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford. The hon. Member must be very 
sanguine to indulge in such rash hopes 
in regard to these Resolutions, considering, 
whatever might be said of them, that they 
were exactly the reverse of the suggestions 
made by the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford, and, as indicated by him, 
were not in the direction likely to lead to 
devolution of the business of the House. 
The ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
told them that he had remedies of his 
own which he would have been glad to 
see adopted ; and, like him, he had him. 
self, frequently in private discussions 
with hon. Members opposite,  sug- 
gested his right hon. friend’s plan as 
the best way to secure a better division 
of Parliamentary business and a more 
rapid performance of Parliamentary 
work. He was bound to say 
he had never heard from anyone on 
the other side of the House the sug- 
gestion now to be found in these 
Resolutions, that work which properly 


Mr. Eugene Wason. 


a series of Committees upstairs. He had 
heard the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Duchy advocate the 
remedy which they had suggested, but 


‘he had never heard him suggest that 


that | 


the remedy should take the form of 
Grand Committees, by which the work 
should be done. His right hon. friend 
the ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said he would like to see a_ business 
Committee appointed, one of whose dutics 
would be to deal with the closure 
by compartments system. He believed 
that was the natural and _ proper 
corollary of the method of closure 
by compartments. If that proposal were 
adopted, he believed that it would not 
only immensely shorten the period of 
debates, but, almost of necessity, 
remove the feeling of friction and 
soreness which arose when the method 
was adopted by the Government. It 
would shorten debates for this reason— 
that it too frequently happened that 
debates in Committee were allowed to 
go on for a very considerable time before 
the Government made up their minds 
that the time had arrived for closure 
by compartments. It followed that the 
greater part of the earlier time taken up 
by the debate was wasted, and that anim- 
mense amount of the discussion was upon 
portions of the Bill which were not of the 
same interest as later portions, and then, 
when closure by compartments was 
applied, annoyance was naturally caused 
‘by the insufficient time given to 
the more important points of the measure 
under discussion. If the suggestion made 
by his right hon. friend were adopted, 
'it would not only economise time, but 
would remove the feeling of bitterness 
which was sometimes aroused under 
existing conditions, and would do a 
creat deal more than these Resolutions 
were likely to do to facilitate the dis- 
charge of the business of the House. 
But he went still further, because 
it would be possible for such a Com- 
mittee as his right hon. friend suggested 
to decide which Bills should remain in 
the House, and which should go to a 
Committee’ upstairs. The right hon. 
Member for the Rushcliffe {Division 
had said of him that he would not be able 
adversely to criticise -the business 
done by the Grand Committees, especially 
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when that business was _ properly 
conducted by those who _ presided, 
and by those who were responsible 
for the Bill under discussion. Certainly, 
he had had considerable experience 
of the work in Grand Committees, 
and either as Minister in charge of 
Bills, or as a private Member, he had 
probably sat on more Grand Committees 
than most Members of the House. 
If Bills were of the right kind, and if the 
Committee was kept properly in hand, 
he believed they could not possibly have 
amore businesslike or a more satisfactory 
tribunal for the work. Butitall depended 
upon those two conditions, and one of 
those conditions would be rendered 
impossible if the pre ent proposals were 
adopted. The right hon. Member for the 
Rushcliffe Division had told them 
that there was to be found in support 
of those proposals a wonderful array of 
authority, and he had quoted authorities 
going back to a distant time. It had 


more than once occurred that hon. 
Members opposite, when authorities 
PE , 


going far back were cited, had looked with 
some contempt on those musty records. 
Ifthe right hon. Gentleman was right, as 
he undoubtedly was, in regard to the array 
of authority in support of these proposals, 
on the other hand, they who were opposed 
to them believing that if carried they 
would destroy the authority and power of 
the House, and involve a complete revolu- 
tion of the House of Commons, could find 
in support of their view authority, 
not drawn from the distant past, but 
from comparatively recent times, from 
Gentlemen now sitting on the Treasury 
Bench. In the debate on the Aliens Bill, 


which was in charge of his right hon. 
friend the ex-Home Secretary, there 


was hardly a man on that bench, from 
the Prime Minister downwards, who 
did not adopt, in unmistakable terms, 
the views which the Opposition were at 


present urging. They admitted that 
Grand Committees were admirable insti- 


tutions for the discharge of certain work, 
but contended that their success was 
almost entirely dependent on the kind of 
Bills sent up to them. Before passing to the 
Resolutions he wanted to say a word or 
two about the amendments of the 
existing system, which, be believed, would 
give the House more time and facilitate its 
work. Hegbelieved that they might do 
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| great good by largely extending the 
| Provisional Order system. There was a 
kind of legislation which sometimes 
led, for purely local reasons, to 
prolonged debate, and that invariably 
occurred in cases which might be dealt 


with if the Provisional Order system 
were extended to private Bills. There 
appeared in private Bills provisions 


which, if they had been tested and ex- 
amined as were Provisional Orders, would 
have been rigidly excluded. His right 
hon. friend had spoken with reference to 
the Scottish Grand Committee. Scotland 
had been specially favoured in the 
arrangements made by the House. 
Scotland had obtained a_ system of 
procedure for her private Bills devised 
by the late Government, of which he had 
the honour to be a Member. That plan 
had worked with complete success, and 
it might with enormous advantage be 
extended to the rest of the United 
Kingdom. He was not sure whether it 
would not be possible, with perfect 
safety to the constitutional rights of 
Parliament, for that tribunal to do even 
more work than at present. But all 
these things found no place in the 
Prime Minister's proposals. What they 
were now called upon to consider was a 
radical change in the method of doing 
the work of the House. They were 
asked to send to Grand Committees 
Bills introduced by the Government, 
and there was a very slight limita- 
tion as to what Bills should go upstairs— 
a limitation so small that he did not 
think it necessary to refer to it. 
All the great Bills which the Govern- 
ment introduced, if these Resolutions 
were adopted, would pass from the 
House to the Committee stage upstairs. 


[No.”] Yes, they would. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, K.): We do not say that all Bills 
shall be sent. The House has got its 
veto. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
quite follow. The House had its veto; 
would the right hon. Gentleman deny 
that if the proposal of the Prime Minister 
were adopted, it would place in the hands 
of the Government of the day power to 
send upstairs all Bills except those ex- 
cluded by the Order. 
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Sirk HENRY FOWLER: That is the | 
power that it has at the present time. | 
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WALTER LONG denied that | 
that was so. The right hon.Gentle- 
man was not quite fair when he 
said the House had the power of veto. | 
If they had that power now, why should | 
this Standing Order be proposed? The | 
right hon. Gentleman knew perfectly well 
that no Government had even attempted 
to send upstairs to Grand Committees | 
Bills of the first importance containing 
matters in which they were contro- 
versially concerned. Therefore, it was 
not quite correct to say that the Govern- 
ment had that power now. It seemed’ 
to him, from their Resolutions, that the | 
intention of the Government was that 
when a Bill had been read a second time, 
unless it came within the two subsections, 
it should pass to a Grand Committee up- 
stairs if the House did not decide otherwise. 
If there was power to send all Bills to the 
Grand Committees upstairs, one saw 
that a temptation was offered which 
no Government was likely to be able to 
resist ; nor was it likely that the majority 
who supported the Government, knowing 
that they had the power to send Bills up- 
stairs, and knowing the demand made 
upon the time of Parliament and upon 
their own time, would fail in aiding the 
Government, and the result would be that | 
all those Bills which had hitherto been 
considered in the House of Commons 
would be sent to the Grand Committees 
upstairs. The Prime Minister the other 
day had dealt with the figures given 
by the Leader of the Opposition 
before the Committee which inquired 
into this subject. His right hon. | 
friend had taken the number of Mem- 
bers of the House, and the number of 
Grand Committees and Select Committees 
etc., and the Prime Minister had sought 
to show that his right hon. friend had 
exaggerated the demand made upon the 
time of Members. He ventured to say 
that his right hon. friend had not exaggera- 
ted at all. The Prime Minister had for- ; 
gotten altogether to exclude from his eal- 
culations the large body of Members. he 
believed over 100, who belonged to the 
Bar, and many of whom could not attend 
their professional duties in*the Courts 
if they had to attend '%the pro- 
posed Committees. Then’? there were | 


Mr. 
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in the House business men who were 
certainly not the least valuable or 
capable Members of that assembly, 
How was it possible for them to be in 
attendance on the Grand Committee in 
the morning and in the House in the 
afternoon and evening, if they were to 
give the smallest attention to their own 
affairs? Then there were private Mem- 
bers, for whom an hon. Gentleman 
opposite had pleaded with eloquence and 
force the other evening, when he said that 


many of them had important and 
necessary work of their own, which 
they could not neglect; and how 


would it be possible for them to attend 
Grand Committees in the morning, 
and the House in the afternoon and 
evening, and at the same time attend to 
their own duties as ordinary citizens ! 
It was impossible. He himself had 
calls of that nature on _ his 
time, but he had, to the best of his 
ability, been a hard working Member 


of the House of Commons for nearly 


thirty years, and he could safely say 
that if a man did his duty by the work of 
the House, if he tried to make himself 
familiar with what was going on in the 
country, he would find enough to occupy 
his time from morning to evening. It 
would be extremely difficult for him to 
do that work efficiently, if in addition 
he had to be in Committee from half-past 
eleven in the morning, and in the House 
later in the day. He had himself sat 
on Select Committees and private Bill 
Committees which had lasted four weeks ; 
and he had the honour at one time of 
being the Chairman of the Police and 
Sanitary Regulations Committee which 
sat into July. The Prime Minister and 
others had forgotten, he thought, the 
time at which very important work 
would have to be considered in Grand 
Committee. They talked as if the work 
could be spread over the whole session 
and 600 Members would be available 
for work to be divided up amongst 
them, from the meeting of Parliament in 
February to the rising of Parliament in 


August. They were proposing that Bills 
of importance, great controversial 


measures, should be sent to Committees 
upstairs. When would those measures be 
available for Committees upstairs; how 
many had they sent to the Committees 
already in existence? How many Bills 
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were ready to go to the Select Com- 
mittees 2 How many Select Committees 
had been appointed? The right hon. 
Gentleman must know that the time 
when it was almost impossible to get 
Members to serve on these various 
Committees was not March or April 
when the amount of Committee work 
was comparatively small, but in May 
and June when the work was exces- 
sively heavy, and Committees sat from 
day to day. He had himself sat five 
days in the week, and had had to ask the 
leave of the House to sit. In no other 
way could they get through the work ; 
and some of them were serving on two 
Committees at the same time, besides 
being on the Grand Committee. Was 
it possible to add the fresh burden 
which the Government proposed, and 
even hope to get for the consideration 
of Parliamentary work that calm 
frame of mind and that strength of 
body which were necessary if the 
work was to be well done? He ven- 
tured to say that the proposal was 
absolutely impossible. The hon. Mem- 
ber who spoke the other day on behalf 
of the Committee of Selection based his 
conclusions largely on the present con- 
dition of the House. He thought the 
hon. Gentleman had forgotten that the 
present House was largely composed of 
new Members. Many of them were 
voung in Parliamentary age, and young 
in experience of Parliamentary work. 
Let them wait until they had had three 
or four weeks experience in summer of 
a hot Committee room; until they were 
wanted to form a quorum on another 
committee; until they had had 
weeks of a keenly contested Bill, 

a long array of counsel—all in the hot 
days, and all to be done before they were 
called wpon to attend in the House for 
the afternoon and evening. 
ber who had not been on a Committee 
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Six | 
with | 


Any Mem- | 


could see what was happening when. 


he came down to 


afterncon. What 
iw Member after Member 
towards him from the House. 
asked why they were going when the 


the House in the 
did he see? 


walking 


He | 


If he! 


| 


House was just beginning, the answer was | 


that they had been on a Committee since 
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to ask Members to sit on four Grand 
Committees instead of two, in addition 
to their work in the House, and they 
imagined that in that way they were 
going not only to promote business, but 
enhance the harmony of their proceed- 
ings. Not only would Members be jaded 
physically, but it was not in the least 
probable that they would come toj,the 
consideration of important business with 
that mental vigour which was so necessary 
if the discussions were to be productive 
of really valuable legislation. The right 
hon. Member for the Rushcliffe Division 
had forgotten one part of the question 
which he would like the House to con- 
sider. He was speaking as one who had 
served for a great many years in public 
departments. The one advantage which 
they derived from Grand Committees was 
the presence not only of members of the 
Government, but of permanent officials 
at the right hand of Ministers ready 
to be consulted at any moment witha 
view to assisting the Committee to arrive 
at a decision in regard to Amendments. 
Those permanent officials hada hard task 
already to get through the work of their 
Departments. Many of them were heavily 
overworked, and were unable to leave 
their offices until late at night. Yet 
they were to be called upon in the morn- 
ing when the work of the Department 
was at its greatest pressure, and instead 
of having two sets of these permanent 
officials for Grand Committees they would 
require four for Committees which would 
sit for weeks together. Was that a way 
to avoid arrears of departmental work ? 
He ventured to say that if the system 
were adopted it would strike a heavy blow 
at the administration of the various Depart- 
ments, which would very soon be felt in 
the House, whatever other results might 
flow from these Resolutions. Let them 
take the Local Government Board, the 
Home Office, and the Board of Trade. It 
frequently happened that they had two 
or three Bills, produced by the heads of 
those departments, which they desired to 
have properly discussed, and which 
would employ the permanent officials, 
who were also to attend the Grand 
Committees. The proposal was practi- 
cally impossible. If that were true of 


eleven o’clock, that they were tired to | ordinary Members of Parliament and of 
death, and that they must go away and | permanent officials, how much more true 


get some fresh air. 


Yet they were going! would it be of the Law Officers of the 
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the presence of the Law Officers. 


last year it was absolutely impossible to 
secure the attendance of a Law Officer. 
The Attorney-General was absent through 
illness, and the Solicitor-General had 
other demands upon him. When the Bill 


came down to the House, how different | 


was the effect. The Law Officer was 
present, and he was bound to admit that 
the arguments and criticisms which had 
been offered in Committee were well 
founded. Yet they were going to intro- 
duce a system for the consideration of 
Bills in Committee when they knew, from 
their experience of the Land Tenure 
Bill, that such consideration could not be 
complete, and they were going to trust to 
a subsequent stage to correct all mistakes 
made upstairs. If that was the founda- 
tion of the proposal, all he could say 
was that it rested on a very insecure 
basis indeed. His noble friend had 
just now expressed the view that the 
real remedy lay in some relaxation 
of the Party system. In Grand Com- 
mittee they found a complete relaxation 
of the Party system, and the present 
Government, he thought, would not 
be quite so confident in making these 
proposals if it was not for the fact 
that they had got so large a majority 
behind them that they could to a large 
extent disregard considerations which a 
Government witha smaller majority would 
be bound to bear in mind. But even this 
Government with its overwhelming ma- 
jority had experience of the difficulty of 
getting Bills through Grand Committee. 
He had spoken of the Land Tenure Bill. It 
was not the fault of the Member of the 
Jovernment representing the Agricul- 
tural Department that changes were 
made in it upstairs; the Grand Com- 
mittee decided against him, and what was 
the result? When the Bill came down- 
stairs the Government had to employ 
all their force to alter the measure. 
Surely the Government were not going 
to send their important Bills to Com- 
mittees upstairs, knowing that the work 
would have to be done again on Report! 
If they did they would double or treble 
the work which had to be done on the 
Raport stage. Anybody who was familiar 
with the way in which work was done in 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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Hardly a Bill of great import- | 
ance went upstairs which did not require | 
On the | 
Land Tenure Bill in Grand Committee | 
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the House must know perfectly well 
how frequently it happened in Committee 
on a Bill that some point suddenly arose 
which had not been foreseen by the 
Minister in charge or by the Government. 
It produced a great deal of feeling in the 
House of Commons, and on the part of 
the supporters of the Government, and 
of the particular measure. All of a 
sudden it became evident that unless 
something was done there would he a 
risk of the Bill being defeated. What 
happened? The Minister in charge of 
the Bill did his best, and there was a 
hurried consultation, frequently on the 
front bench, but sometimes in the room 
of the Leader of the House. The Minister 
came back to the House, and speaking 
with the authority which he could only 
possess after consulting his colleagues, 
intimated the decision at which the 
Government had arrived. ‘The announce- 
ment having been made the Government 
stood or fell by it. How was that 
going to be done when a Bill was before 
the Grand Committees? The Minister 
in charge could not consult his colleagues. 
If he were beaten in the Grand Committee 
were the Government going to accept 


|that defeat as if it had occurred in 
| the House? Even with this Government, 
|strong as it was, such a case had 


‘occurred twice in different forms. It 
| occurred in connection with the Land Ten- 
ure Bill when a certain decision was 
announced. Great consternation arose, 
and a Cabinet Minister was put up 
to drive home the arguments and 
to do his best to smooth the troubled 
waters. That was not sufficient, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, then 


the Leader of the House, was_ sent 
for, and the right hon. Gentleman 


announced definitely that the Govern- 
ment had considered the question in all 
its bearings, and called upon the sup- 
porters of the Government to support 
the decision at which they had arrived. 
That could not be done in Grand Com- 
mittee. Another case which proved the 
importance of this point arose on the Work- 
men’s Compensation Bill. The Minister 
in charge of the Bill refused to accept an 
Amendment to include domestic servants. 
A large number of Members took excep- 
tion to that course and determined that 
they should be included. The head of 
the Government afterwards came to the 
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interested in what went on there, were not 
agreed to accept the Amendment as| reported. The existing conditions under 
the result of the expression of! which the work was done were, he thought, 
opinion which had taken place. If} quite sufficient for the kind of work to 
controversial legislation of that kind | be performed. His right hon. friend the 
was sent to the Grand Committees, such | Member for the Rushcliffe Division, who 
cases were certain to arise. Were they | spoke with authority on this subject, 
going to alter the present system and | said in 1904 that Parliament must be 
say that there was to be no consultation, | very careful indeed as to the kind of 
and that all the points were to be con- | Bills which were sent to the Committees, 
sidered on Report after the Cabinet had | and that the Aliens Bill was an unsuitable 
been consulted? If that was the case it | one to be sent to a Grand Committee. 
meant that the machinery would be wholly | 

insufficient for the purpose to which *Mr. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, Rush- 
they were applying it. He thought they cliffe): I was speaking of the Committees 
ought to know what steps the Govern- as they stood with their procedure at 
ment proposed to take in order to meet that time. The procedure in the Com- 
the particular case which he had de- mittees has been altered. 

scribed, and also whether the Government, 

having put forth all their strength in the Mr. WALTER LONG - said he 
Grand Committee, would accept a defeat understood from what his right hon. 
there in the same way asifit had occurred friend had now said that the whole 
on the floor of the House. If not, they merit of these proposals was to be 
were making one of the greatest changes found, not in the transfer of business, 
that had ever been made in the procedure not in devolution, not in anything 
of the House. Everybody knew that of that kind, but in the conferring upon 
on the Committee stage difficulties arose the Chairman of the Grand Committees 
which led to complete changes in a Bill. of the power to apply the closure. 

Those alterations, whether good or bad, 

were often of a drastic character, but in|) *Mr. ELLIS said that was not his 
a Grand Committee upstairs there would | opinion at all. 

not be the same opportunities for freedom 

of discussion. No communication had) Mr. WALTER LONG said that one of 
been made regarding what the Govern- | the proposed changes was to have four 
ment proposed to do as to giving pub- | instead of two Grand Committees, and the 
licity to the proceedings upstairs. He other was to enable the Chairman of the 


House, threw over his colleagues, and 











was not sure but that the Government Grand Committee to apply the closure. 
would be compelled to adopt some means | There was no other change in the procedure 
of rendering what took place in the or constitution of the Committees. The 
Grand Committees as fully open to the Prime Minister had expressed himself in 
public as the proceedings in the House favour of Bills being discussed with the 
itself. He was not quite sure whether | greatest publicity and in the fullest way 
the record of the Grand Committees The right hon. Gentleman had also ex 
would remain as good as it was at present. | pressed the opinion that every Member, 
He was not sure that, once it became! whether he was a trade Member or a 
known that speeches delivered upstairs | lawyer, should have an opportunity of 
would be reported fully with all the | expressing his opinion on measures. 
slories which were supposed by some That was the opinion which the Members 
people to attend the publication of | of the Opposition held now. This was not 
their utterances, the opinion which his | only the greatest change which had ever 
hon. friends opposite entertained in) been made in the procedure of the House, 
tegard to the work hitherto done by | butit deprived Members of theopportunity 
the Grand Committees would remain of hearing, if they chose, the debate ou 
the same; but if that change was to be/a Bill. A Member might not desire to 
made it would be little short of a scandal | take part in a debate, but he had a right 
if important proceedings in Committee | to know what was going on. If all these 
which ought to be in the possession of | Bills were to be referred to the variors 
those outside the House, who were | Standing Committees, not only lawyers 
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but others would be prevented from 


taking part in the debates. He knew 
that lawyers were not the most 
popular Members of that assembly, 


but he believed that they would get on 
very badly without them. In the Com- 
mittee stage they brought to the con- 


sideration of Bills trained minds and 
experience which they had gathered 


over long periods of vears. They would 
not be able to attend the sittings of the 
Grand Committees at 11 o’clock in the 
forenoon and remain in attendance at the 
House during the afternoon and evening. 
The proposed change was not only revolu- 
tionary but thoroughly bad initscharacter, 
being destructive of what had hitherto 
been one of the best parts of the work of 
Parliament. He did not believe it would 
give more time or facilitate the progress 
of business. It would lead to prolonged 
debates on the Report stage; the 
Report stage would be necessarily 
protracted, for they would have to fill 
up the blanks which were always left 
when they were discussing big measures 
in Committee. They would have to 
correct the blunders which were made in 
Committee upstairs. There wasroom for 
considerable improvement in procedure, 
but be believed the proposals now made 
would deprive large bodies of private 
Members of the opportunity of taking 
part in the debates on Bills and conceal 
from the general public some of the most 
important work Parliament had to do. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tur DUCHY 
oF LANCASTER (Sir Hexry Fowter, 
Wolverhampton, E.) said that the right 
hon. Gentleman had drawn a very lurid 
description of what was going to happen | 
in the future. He had given two illus- 
trations as to the working of the system, 
but they were drawn from two rather 
controversial Bills which were before 
the House during the last session of 
Parliament, and which were sent to 
Grand Committees ; but the most valuable 
results were obtained on the Report 
stage in the House. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he was 
arguing, not in respect of the two Bills 
which had been sent to Grand Com- 
mittees, but in respect of other greater 
measures which might be sent to Grand 
Committees, 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. Walter Long. 
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Sir HENRY FOWLER said that the 
right hon. Gentleman and the noble 
Lord the Member for Marylebone, had 
ignored the history of the question, 
According to the views of the right hon. 
Gentleman this was an entirely novel 
method of procedure, and there was no 
authority for it. As a matter of fact, 
however, the subject had been discussed 
and considered by eminent authorities 
on procedure, of different shades of 
political opinion, and all having special 
claims on the consideration of the House. 
He referred to the Hartington Committee. 
But long before the appointment of 
that Committee Sir Erskine May raised 
the question of Grand Committees in 
1854: next there were the Committees of 
Sir John Pakington, Sir James Graham, 
Sir Stafford Northcote, and Lord Harting- 
ton’s Committee in 188. The _ last- 
named Committee consisted of thirty- 
three able and experienced Members, 
men who had been Cabinet Ministers, 
great Party leaders, men who were proud 
of the House of Commons and who were 
held in deservedly high respect by the 
House. That Committee, with three 
dissentients, recommended the system 


| which was practically that of the Govern- 


ment. The Members included Sir M. 
Hicks Beach, Mr. Bright, Mr. Chamber- 
lain, Mr. Courtney, Mr. Dillwyn, Sir J. 
Fergusson, Sir W. Hart Dyke, Sir J. 
Gorst, Mr. Goschen, Sir W. Harcourt. 
Mr. Healy, Sir John Mowbray, Mr. 
Raikes, Mr. W. H. Smith, Mr. Stanhope. 
and Mr. Whitbread, and several other 
distinguished men. They could not cast 
the opinion of all these men behind them 
and say that they did not know what 
they were talking about. The Com- 
mittee sat for three months, was always 
fully attended, and most of the divisions 
showed very large majorities. The first 


Resolution of the Committee proposed— 


“That every public Bill, after the second 
reading, except a Bill originating in Committee 
of Ways and Means, or a Bill for the confirma- 
tion of any Provisional Order, unless the House 
shall otherwise order, shall be referred to a 
Standing Committee of this House.” 

The division on that vital question was in 
the proportion of twenty-one to five,"and 
that twenty-one included nearly every one 
of the most distinguished and competent 
Members of the House. The Govern- 
ment scheme was based practically on the 
recommendations of that Committee. 
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They had further had advantage of the! that the Grand Committees had been 


advice of many competent gentlemen— rather ineffective 


He would 


bodies. 


notably the present Leader of the Op- | like to hear the Leader of the Opposi- 


position, who gave 
valuable assistance. The right hon. Gen- 
tlemen seemed to imagine that the 
Government intended that every Bill 
should go upstairs. But the words of the 
Prime Minister were— 

“JT can assure you that this is the spirit and 
intention of the Government in proposing this 
rule: they have no intention of sending any 
Bill upstairs to which there would be any 
reasonable objection.” 

It was sometimes asked, “ Why not 
appoint an independent business com- 
mittee 2”? The House would not find 
the Government indisposed to entertain 
that suggestion. The right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham raised the question 
many years ago, and it had been sug- 
gested that the House should follow the 
example of the United States Congress 
and appoint a body similar to their 
Rules Committee. But the Rules Com- 


mittee of Congress possessed a power 


which he should be sorry to see used by 
any Committee of the House of Commons, 
for they settled everything as to the pre- 
cedence and procedure in that Assembly. 
There was a great deal to be said, how- 
ever, for an independent authority to 
settle procedure in the various stages 
of Bills. The great difficulty would be to 
fix on the body that should select the Com- 
mittee and secure their independence and 
see that minorities were duly represented. 
The * guillotine’ was hateful, but it was 
a necessity that the Government should 
possess it, and should use it if they meant 
to transact business. The system of 


Grand Committees had been in use for | 


seventeen years, and he thought that the 
Grand Committees had done remarkably 
good work; he did not think there had 
been that incompetence and blunder- 
ing which the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Dublin had just 
described. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that he 
entirely shared the views of the right hon. 
Member for the Rushcliffe Division as to 
the good work which the Grand Com- 
mittees had done. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER said he under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman to say 





the Committee most | tion say how he proposed to cope 


with the difficulties of passing legislation 


by means of the present machinery 
of the House. This proposal was 
brought forward in the interest of 
the House, and he himself felt as 
strongly as any Member that the 
manner in which public time was 
wasted was not creditable to them. 
He did not think that the demand 


upon the time of public men in the House 
was very excessive, or that a pedestrian 
who crossed over Westminster Bridge of 
an afternoon and saw how hon. Members 
were engaged on a certain spot would 
have any idea that a Member of the 
House of Commons was usually over- 
worked either in the House or upstairs. 
They had the very great advantage 
that when they did not want to hear 
aman they could go out, and it was a 
privilege of which Members of the House 
frequently availed themselves. The extra 
Committee which was to be appointed 
to deal with Scottish business would not 
only facilitate business, but save the time 
of Members of the House. Leaving aside 
heroics, was it not the fact that the over- 
whelming majority of the Members of the 
House knew nothing about Scottish 
politics, and indeed hardly understood the 
language in which they were expressed ? 
Was it not the fact that every word of 
Scottish law differed from English law ? 
The two things were quite distinct, and, as 
he had mentioned, they had Bills which 
dealt with Scottish affairs purely, notably 
the Burghs Police Bill. That was dealt 
with in a Committee upstairs. That 
Bill, which contained a large number of 
clauses, was discussed in Committee up- 
stairs and discussed very much better in a 
Committee mainly consisting of Scottish 
Members than it could be discussed across 
the floor of the House in the course of an 
hour or two where the majority knew 
nothing about Scottish business. What 
rational objection could be raised to 
getting Scottish business done in that 
way and getting rid of a complaint of 
the Scottish people that their legislation 
was pushed aside by English business 
and that to that extent they were'injured ? 
It had been said there was no such pro- 


| vision for England, but English business 
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prevented everything and no injury was 
done to England. Could the right hon. 
Gentleman point out any English business 
which had been prevented from being 
accomplished by Scottish votes ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (Wor- 
cestershire, KE.) instanced the Parish 
Councils Bill in which the majority was 
largely composed of Scottish and Irish 
Members against the majority of the 
English Members present. 

HENRY FOWLER said his 


SIR 


memory did not go back to the discussions | 


and divisions which took place, but he 


did not think the right hon. Gentleman | 
was correct, because the Scottish Members | 
knew they were to have their own Bill | 
‘send a measure of that sort upstairs. A 


the next year and they had it. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that was his point—that the majority of 
English Members voting on the English 
Bill were out-voted by the minority of 
English Members voting with the Scottish 
and Irish. The right hon. Gentleman 
would remember that the Government 
of that day never had a majority 
of more than forty with the Scottish 
and Irish Members voting with them. 
It was clear, therefore, that in 
any Party division on an English Bill 
the majority must have been made up 
of Scottish and Irish Members. 


Sirk HENRY FOWLER said that a 


very large section of the Conservative | 


Party also voted with the Government, so 
it was by no means clear that the wish of 
English Members was defeated. 
rate, the present system was working 
badly, and the House was in a congested 
state and its machinery was _ being 
clogged up and stopped in an immense 
number of ways. Those 
which did not appeal to reason, 
which became the means of obstruc- 
tion, had greater plav in the Committee 
stage than at any _ other _ stage 
of a measure. In other words, the 
details of many measures were far better 
discussed, not in a Committee of the 
Whole House, but in a Committee con- 
sisting of a limited number of Members 
upstairs. The House itself would under 
the present proposal reserve to itself the 
fullest and amplest control. It had 


Sir Henry Fowler. 


{COMMONS} 


| which 


Atany | 


arguments | 
'House work more smoothly in order to 


‘get through the business. 
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been suggested that the Report stage 
ought to be limited, as there was a 
great deal of time wasted upon it, and 
that no Amendment should be moved 
at that stage except by a Minister of the 
' Crown or by the Member in charge of the 
| Bill. The Government proposed no limita- 
tions of that sort, but, of course, upon 
| that stage no hon. Member could speak 
He wished that rule could be 





| twice. 

more widely applied. Of course, this 
| change was tentative, as all such 
‘changes must be, but the Govern- 


‘ment repudiated the idea of applying 
‘the rule to any great measure of the 
session. One hon. Gentleman opposite had 
said that no Government could carry 
more than one great measure in a session, 
and that it would be a monstrous thing to 


measure upon which the power of the 
Government depended ougat not to be 
sent upstairs, but in the wear and tear 
of the Parliamentary struggle at present 
much minor legislation had to be aban- 
doned, because there was not time in 
to pass it. The Government 
wanted to give the House the oppor- 
tunity of passing such Bills, and proposed 
to give the Chairman of the Committee 
upstairs larger powers than he at present 
possessed. There was nothing startling 
or revolutionary in these proposals, and 
he thought the House would be well 
advised to give them a general assent, with 
a view of seeing how they would work. 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Ecclesail) said the right hon. Gentleman 


‘who had just spoken had appealed to the 


House to conduct the debate upon non- 
Party lines, and the Prime Minister 
had made a similar appeal, and_ he 
thought the discussion had been carried on 
on those lines, with a view to seeing if they 
could not make the machinery of the 


The right hon. 
Gentleman had alluded to the Hartington 
Committee. That Committee presented 
a very important Report, which revolu- 
tionised the procedure of the House 
‘twenty years ago under Mr. Glad. 
stone; and the proposals of the Govern- 
ment were equally revolutionary. The 
‘right hon. Gentleman also said that 
‘the object of the change was to deal 
‘with non-contentious business; but he 
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would like to ask him what he meant by 
the words. If there was any reasonable 
objection to a Bill would it be sent to a 
Committee upstairs? His great objec- 
tion was not to the sending up of depart- 
mental and uncontentious Bills, but to the 
sending up of Bills on which there was 
great contention, and which might lead 
to friction between the two parties. 
Where that class of Bill had been sent up 
the procedure of Grand Committees had 
not been a success. The objection that 
the Government might lose control over 
their Bill was a most important one, 
because that was a thing that had 
happened more than once. They lost 
control over the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Bill last year. In the Committee 
on that Bill they were defeated 
three times—outvoted by their own 
side. The eloquent speeches of the 


Solicitor-General, the Home Secretary, | 


and the Under-Secretary were of no 
avail, and they were defeated. What 
was to happen in the future? Were the 
Government to take their defeats in 
Committee more seriously ? Were they 
to resign on defeat or what were they 
to do? How was the new principle 
going to act in practice? Could Min- 
isters with their arduous duties in their 
offices afford to spend their mornings in 
Grand Committee? He was afraid it 
would be found that they could not. He 
thought that it would not be wise to 
found too great an expectation on the 
desire of hon. Members to work hard on 
these Committees, because when a man 
had served on a Committee from 11.30 to 
three o’clock, he was not fit to begin work 
again in the House. He thought the 
rules ought to be so drawn that a Member 
could devote his time to the business he 
took most interest in. It was not fair to 
expect a man to sit ina Committee all day, 
and then expect him to work in the House 
in the evening. Then again the quorum 
of a Committee was twenty, and it was 
well known that on many occasions Com- 
mittees had to wait twenty minutes or 
half an hour before there was a quorum. 
Under this new rule were they going to 
get sufticient Members to forma quorum ? 
It was often difficult enough to do now, 
but he thought in the future the difficulty 
would increase. Then as to the Govern- 
ment’s power to manage their legislation 
in Grand Committee. If it happened 
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that they lost control of a Bill, as was the 
‘ase in the Workmen’s Compensation 
Bill, and they had to accept Amend- 
ments, they had either to abide by the 
decision of the Committee, or reverse 
its decision on the Report stage, which 
would be very much resented by the 
members of the Committee. He thought 
the true remedy was to shorten the Report 
stage, by allowing only Amendments to 
be moved in regard to alterations which 
had taken place in Committee, or Amend- 
ments moved by the promoters of the 
Bill. Such a system would much shorten 
the proceedings in the House, and would 
make the Report stage what it should be, 
namely, the maturing stage of a Bill after 
it had been considered in the Grand Com- 
mittee. He hoped the Prime Minister, 
having appealed to the House to consider 
this proposal in a non-Party spirit, would 
accept Amendments which would be 
moved from the Opposition side of the 
House with the sole object of improving 
the Resolution and making more efficient 
the machinery of the House. 


House (Procedure), 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said from what the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of this proposal had 
said it was perfectly apparent that the 
proposals of the Government were based 


on the highest constitutional authority. 


No names had ever been read out in the 
House that carried more weight than the 
names of the Hartington Committee, and 
they made even stronger recommenda- 
tions than those of the Government. He 
was surprised to hear the right hon. 
Member for South Dublin take so general 
a view of the work done by Grand Com- 
mittees, because the right hon. Gentleman 
himself had taken a very active part in 
the work of Grand Committees, and there 
were few, if any, Members of the House 
who understood the work done there 
better than the right hon. Gentleman. 
If it was desired to save time and get rid 
of Party spirit, and to have practical work 
done, that should be looked for in a Grand 
Committee rather than in Committee 
of the Whole House. What happened in 
the case of the Workm:n’s Compensation 
Bill was exceptional, principally because 
the members of the Committee were new 
to their work. On the whole he believed 
the work done as it was done that morning 
in a Committee upstairs was certainly done 
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in less time than it would take in a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. The noble 
Lord the hon. Member for Marylebone, 
who had referred to the patriotism of Eng- 
land, did not do justice to the weight that 
English opinion had in the legislation 
passed for Ireland, and if, in exceptional 
cases, Irish and Scottish opinion affected 
the legislation for England, the weight of 
that opinion was not to be compared with 
the influence exerted by England over the 
legislation of Ireland and Scotland. He 
therefore did not think that English 
Members, if these rules passed, could 
grudge Scotland the Committee if it 
was a success. It would not prevent 
English Bills being referred to an English 
Committee. During the twenty vears he 
had been in the House he had taken an 
interest in Imperial and _ Scottish 
legislation, but he confessed he did 
not take much interest in English, 
{rish, or Welsh legislation. One of the 
trials of a private Member was to work 
on a Committee and in the House 
afterwards; but a greater trial to him 
was to wait about the House for some- 
thing to turn up in which he was in- 
terested; and it was because the pro- 
posal before the House was to distribute 
the work better, and to apply Members to 
work in which they were interested, that 


he thought it would have a very im- | 
portant effect upon Members in increas- | 
ing their interest in subjects which came | 
Older Members could | 


hefore the House. 
fill up their time when in attendance, but 
it was a very bad training for the young 
Member to find himself without work to 
do, and often to find the time of the 
House taken up with work in which he 
himself had no direct interest. 
impossible to suppose that a Member from 
one division of the United Kingdom could, 
as a rule, take the same interest in work 
appertaining to other divisions as he 
took in matters affecting his own division. 
The Scottish Committee which it 
was proposed to set up under these 
rules was one for which Scottish Members 
had long asked. At present, for want of 
some means of attending to the business 
of Scotland, they were governed really by 
an administrative bureaucracy who were 
under very little supervision; and, if 
Scottish administration and Scottish 
legislation were brought more directly 
under the supervision of Scottish repre- 


Mr. Munro Ferguson. 


{COMMONS} 


It was | 
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sentatives, they would be able to breathe 
more life into that administration. Eng- 
lish Members should not fail to remember 
that they were in London, with all their 
administrative departments around them ; 
they could thus obtain a much greater 
hold of them, and infuse much more vigour 
into them, than was possible in the case 
of Scottish Members, whos? departments 
were situated in Edinburgh. For 
many years Scottish education, and other 
details of Scottish business, had never 
come before the House at all, and in the 
consideration of Scottish Bills they were 
told, on a Saturday afternoon or at 
some other limited period, that they were 
either to take them or leave them. The 
Scottish Grand Committee would get 
them out of that difficulty, and he was 
heartily grateful to the Government for 
their proposal. There had been some 
discussion as to the kind of Bills which 
should be considered in Committee of the 
Whole House, and there might also bea 
question raised with regard to whether 
all the Bills brought in for Scotland should 
be referred to that Committee. He 
agreed that there were Bills which ought 
not to go upstairs, but ought to be 
cousidered in Committee of the Whole 


House. Although he approved of the 
Scottish Committee, he would _ prefer 
that it should be composed of all 


Scottish Members, without the addition 
of Members from other divisions of the 
United Kingdom. Most Scottish Bills, 
whether dealing with education or with 
matters connected with the Church or 
many other subjects, were far better dealt 
with by Scottish Members alone. But 
again there were Bills which ought to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole 
House, and he thought there might be 
some cases in which Bills, brought in even 
for Scotland, might be better considered 
by a Committee of representatives of the 
Whole House than by Scottish Members 
alone. He referred to such Bills, for 
instance, as effected great reversals i 
social and economic policy. Those he 
thought would be better dealt with bya 
Grand Committee upstairs, representative 
of the Whole House—Bills unlikely to be 
restricted to one division of the United 
Kingdom. Let them take, for instance; 
a Bill the principle of which he 
heartily supported, namely, the taxa 
tion of land values. That might be 
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brought in either for England or for 
Scotland; but he thought that was a 
class of measure which could be far 
better considered in a Committee repre- 
sentative of the Whole House than ina 
Committee representative of one division 
of the United Kingdom. A Bill in- 
volving large public grants was another 
class of Bill which should not be con- 
sidered by a Committee representing any 
one nationality, as for example the Irish 
Land Purchase Bill. He was not speaking 
from the national point of view; he was 
dealing with the subject from the point of 
view of public business. He was aware 
that any one coming from the Celtic 
fringe would be liable to be under sus- 
picion where any question of nationality 
might be involved; at any rate he was 
dealing with the whole question, and he 
wanted efficient conduct of Parliamentary 
business. Then a Bill might be brought 
in dealing with the affairs of a section of 
the country with which the Parliamentary 
representation was hardly competent to 
deal. For example, a Bill might be 
brought in dealing with agriculture for 
Scotland, at a time when the Parliamen 
tary representation was almost entirely 
urban. In that case he thought the Com- 
mittee would be strengthened by the 
presence of such an hon. Member as the 
representative of South Molton or his 
hon. friend who represented the tenant 
farmers of this country, as well as the 
presence of others versed in the practical 
affairs of agriculture. Under such con- 
ditions Bills of that character would be 
much better discussed by a Committee 
representative of the Whole House than 
by a Committee composed exclusively of 
Scottish Members. But as he had said, 
such Bills were exceptional, and for 
ordinary Scottish Bills he believed it 
would be better to have the Committee 
composed entirely of Scottish Members. 
With that slight exception the proposal 
would have his most hearty support, and 
he thought that hon. Members who 
opposed would find that they would have 
to discover some alternative method to 
the conditions under which the work of 
the House was done at present. As had 
been pointed out, in foreign Assemblies 
and at Washington much of the work 
was done by Committees. At Washing- 


ton they had an extremely efficient system | 


of Committees by which the work was 
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carried on. That system was not 
wholly applicable to us; but no one who 
had seen that system at work could fail to 
understand the necessity of supporting 
such a modified scheme as that which was 
now proposed. He was certain that there 
was no country in the world where public 
business was conducted on a system 
better calculated to prevent any legisla- 
tion taking place at all than was the case 
here; they had been only too long in 
trying to find a solution of the problem, 
and therefore he trusted that the very 
moderate proposals of the Government 
would be put in force with the least 
possible delay. 





Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said he had very little to say on 
this question, for, the evidence he 
gave last year being on record, it was not 
necessary to repeat at length what he 
then stated. He wished to say, how- 
ever, that nothing he had heard said 
in defence of this proposed Standing Order 
seemed to him to get rid of any of the 
objections which on that occasion, before 
the Select Committee, he had ventured 
tourge. Right hon. Gentlemen, however, 
had full right to make what use they 
could of what they called the principle 
of authority. But since the finding 
of the Committee of 1886 an experience 
of no less than twenty vears had shown 
that even under the existing Standing 
Orders Committees sat shorter hours 
than they would have to sit under the 
proposed new Standing Order; there 
were at present fewer Committees to be 
manned; and although there was some 
kind of discrimination between Bills 
sent up to"such Committees, vet they even 
now found great difficulty in obtaining 
a representative and authoritative attend- 
ance of Members. He gave before 
the Committee last year some figures 
which ought to have been considered 
sufficiently striking. At all events they 
showed that on Bills dealing with ex- 
ceedingly important matters, the divisions 
by which they were decided had only 
a small number of Members taking 
part in them. Sometimes as few as 
thirty, and seldom more than fifty, 
Members voted. If they came to think, 
he thought they would see that that 
| difficulty was not going to be got 
rid of by this proposal at all. ,They 
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were going to have more Committees 
working, and they were going to send 
up indiscriminately more Bills to those 
Committees. Therefore the present diffi- 
culty would not only not be got rid of. 
but to a certain extent it would be 
aggravated. It was obvious that there 
were only two ways by which the attend- 
ance difficulty could be got over, and 
neither of those was dealt with in the 
proposed Standing Order. One was to 
diminish the number of Members com- 
posing the Standing Committees from 
eighty to sixty, or even fewer. It was 
obvious, however, that if they diminished 
the minimum number, they also very 
seriously diminished the authority of the 
Grand Committees with the House and 
with the public outside. The other 
alternative, and this was the alternative 
which the Government had not had 


the courage to adopt, was boldly to, 


say that they were going to have 
four Committees, and that those four 
Committees should have power to operate 
simultaneously on four different Bills at 
once, by sitting in different rooms during 
the time of the ordinary evening sittings 
of the House. The fact that the 
Government shrank from that showed 
how dangerous were the logical con- 
clusions by which alone their system 
could be tested. The difficulty of 
securing a sufficient attendance arose 
from the fact that they could not 
get the busy men who were engaged in 
professional or mercantile occupations, 
and he hoped the day would be far dis- 
tant when the House of Commons would 
be composed of men who were not 
wanted anywhere else. The great diffi- 
culty they had always had was that 
if the Bills before them were of so non- 
controversial a character that they were 
considered safe to send to a Grand Com- 
mittee, they did not attract a quorum. 
On the other hand, in the case of Bills 
sufficiently controversial to attract a 
quorum, the procedure of Grand Com- 
mittee had not been a success. Under 
the proposed plan he foresaw great loss 
of time and labour, for, after all, 
the bottle-neck of the whole system 
would remain the Report stage in the 
House itself; because, assuming that 
the Committees were successful in 
respect tg the actual quantity of their 
output, the greater would be the diffi- 
Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
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culty of running the necessary business 
through the narrow opening it had to 
pass at the Report. The Scottish Com- 
mittee, he supposed, would deal with 
both Government and private Members’ 
Bills and that Government business 
would have precedence. If that Com- 
mittee were composed of none but 
Scottish Members it would be easy to 
work, under certain circumstances, so that 
it might run counter to the fundamental 
principle of the united Parliament, that 
the prevailing balance of opinion should, 
as In the whole House, prevail in the 
Committees for all parts of the area 
legislated for by the united  Parlia- 
ment. It would be possible for a Radical 
Scottish Committee to pass Radical 
measures even in a Conservative Parlia- 
ment. No answer had yet been given 
to the question why, if there was to be a 
Scottish Committee, there should not be 
also an English Committee. The answer 
to that question was that with an Eng- 
lish Committee the trend of legislation 
would be Conservative and Unionist. 
If this rule became operative, of course 
all Members of the House would do 
their best to make it a success in the 
interests of the House itself. At the 
same time, he did not think he would 
have done his duty if he had not, out 
of his experience, pointed out some of 
the difficulties which he conceived to 
be in the way. He thought it would add 
very greatly to the labours of Members 
of the professional and mercantile 
classes at a most inconvenient time of 
the day. 
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*Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) said it had 
been admitted in speeches made on 
both sides of the House that there were 
difficulties in this matter. It was stated 
by some that the supposed remedy 
would be the means of lessening the work 
in the House, but he, on the contrary, 
believed the work of the House would 
go on increasing in spite of this temporary 
palliative. He believed the proposed 
new procedure would add enormously t» 
the work already placed on Parliament. 
In view of the difficulties that had been 
pointed out, he could only hope, not only 
that the matter would be discussed 
from a non-Party point of view, but 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
give his attention from that point of view 
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to the Amendments moved, when they | 
came to be discussed, and let the House | 
decide upon them without regard to any | 


preconceived or partisan ideas. The right 
hon. Gentleman, when introducing this 
Motion, took as similes what took place 
n Continental Legislatures. He would 
have preferred if the right hon. Gentle- 
man had gone to younger countries. In 
Australia, for instance, where the total 
population was less than that of Greater 
London, there were no less than five 
legislative Assemblies as well asa central 
Parliament; in the United States, with 
a population less than double that of the 
United Kingdom, there were fifty-three 
besid+s the central body of Congress. 
It was, he thought, upon the line of 
multiplying the legislative and = ad- 
ministrative Assemblies or national 
councils in this country that the remedy 
could be found for the atrophy of the 
House «f Commons which had teen so 
unive sally admitted. With regard to the 
establishment of an English Committee 
the ex-Chancellor of the 


be appointed, that the noble Lord the 
Member for Marylebone had an Amend- 
ment on the Paper for the appointment 
of an English Committee of sixty Mem- 


bers. He himself shared that view, | 
and he would like to see the matter | 
carrie! to its logical conclusion by | 


the appointment of such a Committee 


While he thought that particular care | 
should be given to these recommendations | 


he admitted that he regarded the question 
of a Scottish Committee as a prelude 
to a larger scheme of devolution. He 
hoped this Committee would be merely 
the forerunner of a Committee which 
would have power given to it to enable 
it to sit for a certain portion of the year 
in Scotland, and take its proper and right- 
ful part in Scottish 
With regard to the question of whether 
this Committee should be composed 
exclusively of Scottish Members, it 
would, in his opinion, be much easier, when 
setting up these new bodies, to add more 
Members to a small Committee than to 
take away Members from a large one. 


and he hoped the Government would, at | 


any rate, in the first instance, appoint 
the Committee as such. It was instruc- 
tive to contrast the words of Lord 
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Exchequer | 
must have overlooked the fact, when he | 
asked why such a Committee should not | 


administration. | 
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Seafield, the Lord Chancellor of Scotland 
200 years ago, who was best remembered 
by posterity to his lasting discredit by 
the single sentence 





“There’s ane end of ane auld sang ; ” 


and who, in closing the last session of the 
Scottish Estates that very day, the 25th 
of March, 1707, said— 


“The publick business of this sev-ion being 
now over, it 1s full time to put an end to it,” 


with the words of the present Lord 
Chancellor, who, when in this House in 
1888, said he thought it would be a very 
great calamity ifa mixed Committee were 
appointed to discuss Scottish business, 
and further that he would not for a 
moment ask for a Committee, or even 
care to see one, which did not consist 
exclusively of Scottish Members; and 
again last week, speaking from the Wool- 
sack, that devolution was as certain to 
come in this country as the sun to rise 
to-morrow. Scottish Members should con- 
sider this, question very seriously before 
they voted upon it. He thanked the hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford for 
kindly promising to support them in carry- 
ing out their wishes. When he moved 
the Amendment of which he had given 
notice he would state what he believed 
to be the opinion and wishes of the Scottish 
| people as to this proposal; wishes 
which would prove that Scotland, far 
from agreeing to the auld sang being 
-ended, was determined that it should 
have a future as marked and as nation- 
ally characteristic as in the past. While, 
therefore, approving in the main of the 
| proposals of the Government he reserved 
| for himself liberty, from a non-partisan 
point of view, to take the course which 
| he considered best fitted to protect the 
| interests of Scotland in the matter. 


*Sin HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) said the Chancellor 
of the Duchy cf Lancaster had admitted 
that the question of a Scottish Committee 
stood in an entirely different category 
from the other proposals embodied in the 
new procedure, and that it might be 
discussed apart from the question of ex- 
pediting business. That was almost the 
only reference to this question which the 
right hon. Gentleman made in his weighty 
‘speech. The hon. Member for North 
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Aberdeen had made some admissions 
which would perhaps be found convenient 
on the Opposition side of the House in 
regard to that part of the Resolution which 
referred to Scotland. In the opinion of 
many people of weight in Scotland the 
proposal of the Government was not only 
dangerous, but was an insult to the 
country. It was a curious and not un- 
interesting fact that on the two hundredth 
anniversary of the day that saw 
the Union between England and 
Scotland they had to meet what he 
regarded as an insidious attempt to 
introduce a breach into that Union, a 
breach which would be a serious blow to 
Scotland first of all. The noble Lord 
beside him and the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Dublin, while 
holding the same opinion as himself in 
regard to the inexpediency of the pro- 
posal as to Scotland, seemed to think it 
was a benefit which could not properly 
be denied to England. That was not the 
view which he and others took of the 
proposal. The hon. Member for the 
Leith Burghs had stated what he thought 
of the position of Scottish administration. 
He yielded to no one in earnestness for 
having the peculiarities and idiosyncrasies 
of Scotland maintained, and her tradi- 
tions and history, and special national 
features fully defended, but this was not 
the means whereby that could be done. 
He agreed with the hon. Member for the 
Leith Burghs that Scottish interests were 
to be maintained by making certain 
that the administration of Scottish 
affairs was in the hands of men who 
understood them, men who were well 
known in Scotland, men who sym- 
pathised with her aspirations and were 
fully acquainted with her requirements. 
All the chenges of recent years had 


been directed to attain this special 
point. The administration of Scotland 


was so arranged that it was in the hands 
of Scotsmen who were acquainted with the 
needs of the country. It was by main- 
taining the principle of having the 
administration in the right hands that 


this Parliament would maintain the 
right to govern Scotland. He wished 
that some of the Scottish Members 


had occasionally raised their voices 

much more powerfully in aid of his, 

when, as he believed, a wrong was 

done to Scotland by the 
Sir Henry Craik. 


Treasury. 
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He believed it was not in the House 
that the danger to Scottish interests arose, 
He had no doubt that in the House justice 
would be dealt out to Scotland, but the 
danger lay in the recesses of the public 
offices, and it was in having the adminis- 
tration moulded on Scottish lines that 
they had their remedy. But what was 
this proposal to lead to? An indication 
had been given by the hon. Member for 
North Aberdeen. Did the hon. Member 
think it was likely to lead to the realisa- 
tion of the proposals which he, with 
strength of conviction no doubt, had made 
known—-proposals which involved the 
holding of a Parliament in the city of 
Perth? Did he think that the aspira- 
tions which he had so eloquently uttered 
on behalf of Scotland were likely to be 
brought about sooner by the present 
proposals 4 


Mr. PIRIE: Certainly. 


*Sir HENRY CRAIK said he was 
delighted to have that admission from 
the hon. Member. They now knew 
what was the bait held out by the 
Government to their supporters. He 
thought the hon. Member's Parliamen- 
tary foresight was hardly to be put on a 
level with that of the hon. Member for 
Waterford who declined to have a Com- 
mittee of this sort for Ireland, having 
made a demand for a national Parliament 
for that country. The admission of the 
hen. Member for North Aberdeen gave 
at the same time a valuable warning 
which, whatever might be the impression 
made on the Ministerial benches, would 
be read by a wider audience throughout 
Scotland. It was for the advantage of 
Scotland that Scottish legislation should 
be dealt with not in a_hole-and-corner 
way, but by the whole Parliament of 
Great Britain and Ireland. That was 
the vital principle involved in the Union, 
and with which the prosperity and just 
ambitions of Scotland were bound up. 
The Statute-book of Scotland was impor- 
tant enough to deserve and demand the 
full attention of the House, and if it 
delegated any part of its duties to any 
Committee, that Committee must reflect 


| the colour and opinions of the House itself. 


Did Scotland always choose her repre- 
sentatives in proportion to their exact 
knowledge of, and close sympathy with, 
her life, and- as citizens of her own com- 
munity ? Scotland was proud of such 
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Members as the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, the Secretary of State for India, 
and others whem he could name, but 
surely they were chosen for other reasons. 
They were chosen because of the capacity 
and genius they possessed for Parlia- 
mentary life, and not because they were 
peculiarly of Scottish origin or acquainted 
with Scottish life. It was by choosing 
her representatives in that way that 
Scotland had shown her intention that 
Scottish affairs, in their larger aspect, 
were not to be dealt with in any hole-and- 
corner way. The Prime Minister had 
told them that in the Scottish Committee 
they should have the presence of the 
Secretary for Scotland and the Lord- 
Advocate. |An Hon. MEMBER: Two 
good men.| No doubt they would be 
excellent members of the Scottish Com- 
mittee. But he was afraid their demands 
would not stop there. They must have 
the Prime Minister himself, the Secretary 
of State for War, the Secretary of State 
for India, the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office, and indeed half of the 
(rovernment must devote themselves 
to the discussion of Scottish affairs. 
{An Hon. MemBER: And the ex- 
Prime Minister.] The ex-Prime Minister 
was an instance of a man _ who 
knew something about Scotland and 
who would be excluded from this Com- 
mittee. In Scotland they had hitherto 
held their place on a free field with no 
favour. They had met the Members even 
from the “ predominant partner ” itself on 
the larger lists, and they were prepared 
to meet them there again. They were 
not anxious to have their combats banished 
to a little pen of their own. They had 
hitherto moved along the broad stream of 
Imperial politics, and they did not 
wish to be sent down a narrow channel 
hemmed in by embankments of parochial 
narrowness and Party prejudice. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
said that Irish Members had no 
<lesire that a Committee should be set 
up to deal with Irish affairs. Therefore, 
he, for one, could look upon the question 
more or less in a spirit of detachment. 
As a disinterested person what struck him 
wasthat the propose | change in procedure, 
by which the vast majority of Bills which 
had hitherto been considered by the 
House as a whole were to be sent to a 
Grand Committee, was an enormous one. 
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And yet how much interest had the 
proposition aroused amongst Members 
generally ? There were 670 Members of 
the House of Commons. He doubted 
whether anybody had seen 670 Members 
present in the House. The only occasion 
on which it might have been said that 
they were—with few exceptions which 
could be accounted for—was on the eve of 
the division on the Irish Home Rule Bill. 
He had come into the House at Question 
time, had remained ever since, and had 
watched very carefully what was going 
on. He had quietly to himself counted 
the House and found that on several 
occasions there was a bare quorum 
present, and never more than 100. That 
meant that hon. Members took so little 
interest in the question under discussion 
that they would not even come in to 
listen to the many excellent speeches 
that had been made. It proved con- 
clusively that there was nothing in the 
proposals of the revolutionary and 
destructive character of which they 
had heard so much from the Opposition 
side of the House. It did not 
appear that hon. Members, as a whole, 
shared the opinion of the hon. Member 
for Glasgow and Aberdeen Universities, 
who seemed to imagine that if Scotsmen 
had something to do with the management 
of their own affairs it would break up the 
Union. He was astonished to hear that 
the Union was threatened in some other 
direction. Everything which had taken 
place of late inside and outside the 
House was an attempt, especially on the 
part of Irish Members, to break up the 
Union. It was refreshing to find that 
the latest attempt to break up the Union 
came from Scotland ; that on this two- 
hundredth anniversary of the Union 
between England and Scotland there was 
a daring conspiracy to break up the Union 
and establish in Scotland a free and inde- 
pendent nation—if there ever was such a 
thing. He had watched Scottish, Irish, 
and Welsh debates in the House, and from 
long experience he could say that when 
a Scottish Bill was going through Com- 
mittee there was never anything like 5 
per cent. of other than Scottish 
Members present. It was practically 
a Scottish Committee. Members would 
come to the door, and ask the whips in 
which lobby they were to vote, and they 
went away. So it was with some Irish 
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Bills. Heremembered a discussion onan ; The average Member came down to the 
Irish Bill in 1903 when one would have | House at a quarter to three and listened 


imagined they were in an Irish House of 
Commons—not a single English Member 
being present, except perhaps a repre- 
sentative of the Government. So also 
with Welsh Bills. The new procedure 
would make no difference from that point 
of view; but it would enable Bills to be 
considered which would never go through 
the Committee stage of the Whole House. 
He thought the Scottish Members were 
exceedingly well advised in adopting the 
suggestion that Scottish Bills should be 
sent to a Committee upstairs largely 
composed of Scottish Members, and the 
Trish Members would be only too glad to 
give them their support in obtaining 
that small measure of control over their 
own affairs. The hon. Member for Glas- 
gow and Aberdeen Universities had said 
that to send a Scottich Bill to a Grand 
Committee was to make it; consideration a 


that the right of Scottish Members to 


manage their own affairs was a “‘ hole-and- 
That was not, he was | 


corner ”’ affair. 


sure, the view of the great majority of | 


the people of Scotland. No Irishman 
could have failed to notice that many a 
Bill anxiously desired by the people of 





| 


tothe Answers to Questions, which really 
was the most interesting time of the 
Parliamentary day. But directly Ques- 
tions were over, what happened? Seven- 
eighths of the Members promptly got 
up and walked out of the House. And 
where did they go? As many as could find 
room in the smoking room—which he ad- 
mitted was far too small—went there. 
Others went, in the summer time. 
to the terrace, or to the library, or else- 
where. But where the work in 
that? Why, for the vast majority of 
Members there was absolutely no work! 
There was, if they liked, constant at- 
tendance which was tiresome ; and if one 
attempted to leave the House he was 
arrested by one of the Whips, as if he 
were one of His Majesty’s prisoners, and 
brought back. But there was no work 


vas 


| for Members who wanted to take an 
* hole-and-corner ”’ affair. He considered | 


intelligent interest in the business of the 
House. He maintained that the great 
majority of hon. Members would be very 
glad to gain the experience and infor- 
mation to be derived fro:a attending 


' those Grand Committees, but let it not 


Scotland was killed for want of time for | 


its discussion in the House. 
deal had been said by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for 
Dublin about the work to be per- 
formed by hon. Members in reference to 
the proposed new Committees. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that he 
frequently met hon. Gentlemen at three 
o'clock in the afternoon after work in the 
Committee rooms upstairs driving home 
quite unable to face the added labour of 
attending in the House itself, and that 
it would be quite impossible for 
human nature to stand the double 
strain of Committee work 
work of the House. His own ex 
perience was that if it were not 
for occasional work upstairs, life in the 
Palace of Westminster would be abso- 
lutely intolerable. A great deal of 
nonsense was talked about the work of 
Members of Parliament. He might be 
rather disabusing the impression on 
the minds of constituents, but, after 
all, what was the enormous work which 
hon. Members were called upon to do ? 


Mr. William Redmond. 


and the, 
: Committee to deal with Scottish business. 


A great | 
‘also said of some members of the Oppo- 
South | 


be said that they could not stand the 
additional strain of taking part in them. 
He admitted that members of the Govern- 
ment were hard-worked, and it might be 


sition when they made up their minds to 
have an all-night sitting. So far from 
an objection being made to these Grand 
Committees on the score of overwork, 
he believed that hon. Members would find 
a new interest in their lives by going 
on to those Committees, and would feel 
that they were actually doing the work 
which their constituents had sent them 
to Parliament to perform. From their 
special point of view, he thought the 
Nationalist Members would welcome the 
idea of giving the Scottish Members a 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 


said that during the greater part of the 


evening the debate had turned not upon 
the new Standing Orders as a whole, but 
upon the proposal to establish a new 
Standing Committee for Scotland. He 
did not under-rate the immense impor- 
tance of that change, but he proposed to 


reserve what he had to say upon it until 











156 
the’ 
it v 
foll: 
sat 

opp 
the 

Go\ 
less 
the 

in 1 
ven 
The 
pro 
mat 
abo 
OTe 
sho 
of 1 
Re} 
one 
awe 
hon 
Rus 
the 
of 

two 
wit! 
tem 
to 

revi 
the 
by 

The 
the 
of 
TeS€ 
pos 
Met 
Cla 
beli 
Con 
of | 
inc} 
the 
did 
rec 
blo 
diff 
lian 
side 
ma: 
abo 
lool 
Its | 
of 1 
don 
Gra 
lon: 


ne. 


in 


m 


id 


id 





Coreen eres ves 








1569 Business of the 
they reached an Amendment in regard to 
it which was on the Paper, and not to 
follow the hon. Gentleman who had just 
sat down and the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite upon what was, he would not say 
the least important change that the 
Government proposed, but a change of 
less general interest than the proposals of 
the Government as a whole. Whether 
in its ultimate effect it might prove most 
generally important he did not know. 
The point he wished to discuss was the 
proposal which the Government had 
made to the House that they should 
abolish the Committee stage for the 


sreater part of their work and that they | 


should throw all the detailed elaboration 
of that portion of their work upon the 
Report stage. Let them brush away at 
once, as he thought they ought to brush 
away, the suggestion made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Rushcliffe Division and supported by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Duchy of Lancaster. Those 
two right hon. Gentlemen both spoke 
with great authority, but they at- 
tempted to lead the House of Commons 
to believe that the Government were 
reviving, and doing no more than reviving, 
the long series of recommendations made 
by the Hartington Committee of 1886. 
That suggestion was entirely illusory; 
the Government proposal was not that 
of the Committee of 1886 and had no 
resemblance to it. Undoubtedly the pro- 
posal would throw more work upon 
Members, and that the hon. Member for 
Clare considered a blessing in disguise, 
believing that the excitement of a Grand 
Committee relieved the intolerable tedium 
of Parliamentary life. It would greatly 
increase the hours of attendance, which 
the suggestion of the Committee of 1886 
did not propose. A revival of that 
recommendation would remove a large 


block of his objections, but this was a | 


different proposal. All questions of Par- 
liamentary procedure should be con- 
sidered from the points of view of the 
majority and of the Opposition, to bring 
about impartiality of judgment ; and so 
looking at the Resolution, he considered 
its effect upon Grand Committees, a part 
of the legislative machinery which had 
done some excellent work. In so far asa 


Grand Committee was set to work upon 


long, complicated, useful, but rather dull, 
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uncontroversial Bills, it had proved an 
admirable legislative instrument. He 
noticed, however, that the Prime Minister 
and the Chancellor of the Duchy seemed to 
regard the proposal from different points 
of view. The Prime Minister contem- 
plated the sending of all Bills, with rare 
exceptions, to Grand Committee, only 
retaining for Committee of the Whole 
House measures exciting acute contro- 
versy and upon which revolt would arise 
should such Bills be handed over to the 
secret councils of eighty gentlemen up- 
stairs. On the other hand, the Chan- 
cellor of the Duchy seemed to imply that 
Bills really controversial should not be 
sent up to the Committee, and it would be 
well to know which plan it was proposed 
to adopt. There was much to be said in 
favour of the plan of the Chancellor of the 
Duchy. 


Str HENRY FOWLER said that 
all Bills were controversial, but what 
he meant was that great controver- 
sial measures of the Government should 
not be sent to these Committees. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought the 
right hon. Gentleman’s language went 
further than that. Even now he was 
not quite sure whether the Prime Minister 
and the Chancellor of the Duchy saw 
eye to eye on the matter, because the 
latter thought that controversial matters 
should be sent up but not great con- 
troversial measures. It was important 
to know what was the Government 
design and to see what was embodied in 
the Resolution. The Government would 
only have to remain silent and the Bill 
would go upstairs without debate or 
division. [** No, no.”] 


Sir HENRY FOWLER read the pro- 
posed rule and pointed out that the 
Leader of the Opposition or any Member 
could move that the Bill be considered 
in Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was not 
clear from those words whether they 
carried with them this procedure. Sup- 
posing the Second Reading of a private 


|Member’s Bill was got by closure at 


five o'clock on a Friday afternoon, 
would it be competent to ask for a 
second division to decide whether the 
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Bill was to go to a Committee upstairs. 
It did not say so, nor did he believe 
the new Standing Order carried out 
that view. But, leaving that subsidiary 
point, his main contention was that on 
important measures exciting deep reli- 
gious feeling or touching great com- 
mercial or other interests the Grand 
Committee could not properly do the 
work required. So much for the first 
question of how it would affect Grand 
Committees. The next question was of 
more importance, namely, how would it 
effect their legislative work ? He thought 
legislative work would be affected dis- 
astrously in two or three ways. In the 
first place, the Government could not 
give the proper amount of time to con- 
trol all the work of the Grand Com- 
mittees. There were not sufficient law 
officers to be present at all the Grand 
Committees to be established under 
this rule. The permanent officials 
could not be in Grand Committee day 
after day. They could not possibly 
give the time. Again there could not 
be the organised system with Grand 
Committees that there was in the House. 
Questions often arose in Committee 
which it was far beyond the competence 
of the Minister in charge of a measure to 
decide. How was the machinery to 
be provided in Grand Committee by 
which in those circumstances he could 
consult the Leader of the House or his 
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lines of legislation of the day, especially 
when it was of a controversial character, 
and he did not believe it was possible to 
throw upon Ministers, in addition to the 
difficult duties of attending Cabinet 
Committees, doing their work in their 
offices, and attending the House when it 
was sitting, the burden of coming down 
to the House at 11.30 and sitting on a 
Grand Committee. For the pleasure- 
| loving gentlemen, whom those below the 
| gangway so well represented, that might 
be an agreeable distraction, but for a 
| Minister of the Crown it meant a slavery 
| which would end in very imperfect work 
| being done either in their offices on the 
lone hand, or in the Grand Committee 
on the other. That was a_ great 
objection, but it was not the main one, 








jand here he thought he ought to 
|take up the challenge thrown out 
to him to suggest an alternative. 


Although it was not the business of an 
| Opposition to provide an alternative, 
/ he reminded Ministers that he had to the 
| best of his ability provided one in the 
| proposals he made some years ago for the 
/amendment of the rules of the House. 


| He was prepared to grant that to go over 
| in the whole House every detail of a great 
| measure was to throw on its Members an 
| unnecessary burden, a_ burden which 
| resulted in an enormous amount of in 


|quiry and in many cases wasted a 
jgreat deal of time. Then _ the 
i) 


colleagues? He had had great experi- | question arose, if it were a matter of 
ence in this matter, and the present | Common admission on both sides thata 
Leader of the House would confirm him | full discussion both in Committee and on 
when he said that he had been responsible | Report was undesirable, with which of 
for passing a great many difficult and| those stages ought they to interfere. 





controversial measures through the House, 
If a difficult Bill was going through the 
House he would have been very sorry 


to have been out of the reach of his | 


colleague who was in charge of the Bill 
and to have been unable to have come 
into the House and given him such assist- 
ance as he could afford him. All that 
was impossible in Grand Committee. His 
noble friend who had spoken earlier in the 
evening,who had an inborn objection to all 
kinds of party organizations, had enforced 
Ministerial responsibility under the pre- 
sent system for legislation, especially of 
a controversial character. He believed, on 
on the whole, the Government of the day 
must in the main be responsible for the 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| Without hesitation he said the stage they 
| ought to curtail was the Report stage, and 
|not the Committee stage. It had been 
urged that asa Member could only speak 
, once on the Report stage, therefore the 
| Report stage should be left alone. In the 
| Committee stage they could speak more 
‘than once, therefore let them curtail that 
stage. That was plausible ; but he believed 
|that of all who could speak only once 
on Report the Minister in charge of a Bill 
was most injured by the limitation. It 
was true he could speak again by leave 
of the House, but the limitations he was 
then under were embarrassing, and if he 
guarded against his comparative defence- 
lessness, against the development of fresh 
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attacks by anticipating them in 
original speech instead of confining him- 
self strictly to the point raised at the 
outset, nothing would be so likely to 
prolong debate. The speech of the 
Minister would in the first place be long 
and would be just of the character to 
provide material for obstruction to hon. 
Gentlemen who had not the ingenuity 
to secure that material for themselves. 
Would that save time? If hon. Gentle- 
men went through a debate that was 
obstructed they would see that the ob- 
struction was not maintained by one 
man on the same amendment. It did not 
usually begin with the amendment first 
proposed. It began on points taken up 
by one speaker from another. He be- 
lieved the plan was called “ passing” at 
football. If he carried the House with 
him so far, he came to the ground which 
everybody must admit was the most 
serious objection. In the case of the 
Plural Voting Bill last session, in 
consequence of the criticisms passed 
on the Government, the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill promised 
a number of changes which he asked the 
House to allow him to consider between 
the Committee and Report stages. The 
right hon. Gentleman could not have done 
the necessary drafting on the spur of the 
moment in Committee. No man had 
more capacity than the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but it was beyond his ingenuity to 
do it. Nothing would conduce more 
to slovenly legislation than to compel 
even the most skilled draftsman to produce 
amendments of a complicated and far- 
reaching character without consideration. 
If the House was going for the first time 
to leave their discussions over to the 
Report stage, when there was no oppor- 
tunity to consult the draughtsmen, 
then, of course, the amount of slovenly 
legislation for which they were responsible 
would be greatly increased. He thought 
the House was sometimes unduly attacked 
in regard to the drafting of its Bills. 
When Judges put an interpretation upon 
an Act of Parliament which was obviously 
not the intention of the Assembly that 
passed it, they always made some sarcastic 
references to the Government draftsmen 
or to the law officers of the Crown, 
or to some other more or less innocent | 
person. Undoubtedly, there was some | 
slovenly draftsmanship, and it might | 
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be in the recollection of the House, that 
John Stuart Mill was so impressed by that 
that he thought drafting ought to be 
done by a separate Committee; that 
the House should only decide on policy 
and that a Committee should advise it 
from the drafting point of view. If they 
were going to get a Grand Committee 
to do the drafting after the House had 
settled the policy there would be a great 
deal to be said for it; but that was not 
the plan of the Government. The House 
had never really taken a Grand Com- 
mittee as an authority, and would never 
yield to its opinion in a matter of con- 
troversy. Therefore, whenever a_ Bill 
was really controversial, it would be 
revised from top to bottom on the Report 
stage, and he ventured sincerely to tel- 
the House that if he was right in the 
view he had put forward, they would not 
only spend on Report all the time they 
now spent in Committee, but they would 
spend it to much less advantage, and 
the result would be that measures would 
be ill-defended and ill-advised—not from 
the point of view of policy, but ill- 
drafted and ill-expressed in legal lan- 
guage. If they took the plan which 
he advocated, the House would enor- 
mously reduce the time on the Report 
stage, which would be left for what it 
was designed, namely, the going over 
again, not the policy of the amend- 
ments, but to see that the necessary 
changes promised in Committee had been 
carried out. The Government would 
have his support in any policy of reform 
which would prevent the same weary 
debate being repeated on Report which 
had originally taken place in Committee. 
That would leave it to the House either 
to start new questions which the Govern- 
ment might think necessary, or to discuss 
the manner in which the Government 
had carried out changes in a Bill which 
they had already proposed in Committee. 
That appeared to him a practical sug- 
gestion. It would really relieve the 
House without diminishing its efficiency. 
would save the time of Members 
without impairing their effectiveness as 
legislators. The discussion they had had 
and the consideration he had been able 
to give to the matter confirmed him in 
the view that the Committee stage, which 
was characteristic of the House—he 
admitted no other Assembly had it— 
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was one of its greatest glories ; it marked 
them off as a_ legislative body, to 
their advantage, from any other legis- 
lature in the world; and he thought 
it would be an evil day for them and 
their successors if in the vain hope of 
really diminishing the labours and burdens 
thrown upon them by modern legislative 
work—it would be an evil day if, in 
aiming at this most legitimate object, 
they were to destroy a stage which was 
characteristic of the House, and with 
which he was convinced they could not 
do away without inflicting a permanent 
blow on the efficiency of the legislative 
machine. 


Business of the 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) 
said that, following the example which 
had been set in the speeches that after- 
noon, he hoped that they would 
avoid anything of a partisan character 


in connection with -these proposals, 
which, he thought, ought to be 


decided outside their ordinary divisions 
on one side of the House or the other, 
or between one part of each side and an- 
other. There were Members who hon- 
estly believed that the House of Commons 
legislated too much, that a great many 
unnecessary, and therefore mischievous, 
Bills were passed, that the slower they 
went the better, and that ifa Government 
turned out one or two Bills in a Session 
they had done pretty well. The idea 
entertained by a large number of Mem- 
bers was that the House had fallen 
woefully behind in legislation, and that 
there were large arrears to be made up, 
that the country required, whether it 
were alive to the advantage of it or not, 
-a great deal of legislation which in present 
circumstances could not be passed. He 
ranged himself, and the Government 
ranged themselves, among the second 
party, and it was in order to accelerate 
business, and to have a livelier and more 
effective method of conducting it, that 
they wished to see alterations made in 
the rules. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Dublin had made an in- 
teresting and powerful speech earlier in 
the evening, but he had never heard a 
stronger speech in favour of Home Rule— 
unintentionally, he thought, in favour 


of Home Rule—in favour of that side of , 


Mr. A, J, Balfour, 
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the question of Home Rule which regarded, 
not so much the wants of Ireland 
or Scotland, or any other part of the 
United Kingdom, as the necessity of the 
House itself, which looked to the devolu- 
tion of business. That sort of Home Rule 
had received a strong amount of advo- 
cacy, unconscious and unintentional, 
from the right hon. Gentleman. He 
argued that the proposed changes would 
be disastrous, and he implied that he 
would be content with certain little 
emendations of a subordinate character, 
He was afraid he could not accept the 
right hon. Gentleman’s view. They 
would not be doing their duty to the 
country if they did not enlarge their 
powers, and, by some means, hit on a more 
effective method of passing measures 
through the House. The Chancellor of 
the Duchy and the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Rushcliffe Division 
had referred to the recommendation 
of that most notable Committee 
the Hartington Committee—and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the City of London had pointed out 
that the Government’s proposal was not 
the same as the proposal made by that 
Committee. Why was it not the same? 
That Committee proposed to refer all 
Bills to Standing Committees. It added— 





“When the business of the Standing om- 
mittee shall require it the House may order, 
on the Motion of a Minister of the Crown, after 
not less than two clear days notice, made at 
the meeting of the House and put without 
Amendment or debate, that on Thursdays 
and Fridays, until the House shall otherwise 
order, the morning sitting shall be appropriated 
to the business of the Standing Committees. 
and the House on such days shall meet for 
ordinary business at nine o'clock.” 

Thus they had two half-day holidays. 
That was said to vitiate the Government's 
proposals. All he could say was that if 
the proposals were accepted and_ the 
Standing Committees proved to be a 
success, and if it was found—as he thought 
it might be found—that circumstances 
admitted of it, there was no reason at all 
why there should not be one holiday a 


week given to the House at large. That 
would be a considerable relief. That 


Committee, he was told, also recom- 
mended that the House should be relieved 


from the duties now discharged by 
private Bill Committees. Well, his 
withers were unwrung in regard to 
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Private Bill Committees, because he had | 
urged, session after session, that the dis- | 
cussion of private business should be | 
sent away from the House in order to 
relieve the strain upon members. 


ought to go upstairs. 
troversial Bill? Every Bill was, or 
might be made, a controversial Bill. He | 
would be disposed to say that a Bill which | 
expressed a controversial doctrine and | 
had a controversial object was a contro- 
versial Bill. But there was many a Bill | 
which had an object which attracted the | 
sympathy of all parts of the House 
which yet, in some of its provisions, | 
might introduce controversy. They 
could not treat those two classes of Bill 
in the same category. The Second 
Reading disposed, so far as that House 
was concerned, of the controversial note | 
of those Bills whose main object and pur- 
pose was controversial. Others must | 
also go up to the Standing Committees, 
and they 
smaller controversies showing their heads 
there. But the Government had no 
desire to send the great measures of the 
session, which almost necessarily were 
controversial, to Grand Committees. 
They would still be retained under the 
control of the House. But there were 
very many measures, which might be 
long and elaborate, but which not only 
could be dealt with by Standing Com- 
mittees, but had been dealt with with the 
greatest success by them—Bills such as 
factory Bills, full of the most delicate and 
complicated details, all arousing strong 
feelings and attacking certain interests. 
The right hon. Gentleman had made a 
great point thatit might not be easy to 
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The | 
next point was that no controversial Bills | 
What was a con- | 


must take their chance of | 
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fore they were deprived of that resource. 
But he could not help thinking that there 
| might be means whereby legal assistance 
/might be given on Committees, even al- 
though the two law officers were other- 
wise employed. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman had pointed out the effect upon 
the Report stage. But he thought the 
fallacy which underlay what he had said 
iw as}that he spoke as if they were proposing 
| that the Committee stage of a Bill should 
be completely suspended. A Bill might 
be as thoroughly examined and as sue- 
| cessfully altered and adjusted in a Com- 
| mittee upstairs as in Committee of the 
| Whole House. He rather thought that it 
| would be better adjusted upstairs than 
| there, where there was a tendency, natural 
| to themall, tomake speeches for speaking’s 
'sake. He did not see that that House of 
670 members was a more favourable 
| authority to settle the details of a Bill than 
a businesslike Committee upstairs. The 
| right hon. Gentleman had attacked them 
very fiercely because of the habit they had 
‘introduced of giving facilities for and 
| adopting private Members’ Bills. Un- 
| doubtedly the Land Tenure Bill last year 
| was an imperfectly drafted Bill, and they 
suffered for it through the Report stage. 
He quite made that admission. But they 
came into office so immediately before the 
commencement of the session that they 
were unable to have their own Bills 
drafted, and they, therefore, adopted that 
Bill. But let them not found their ex- 
pectations of what was to happen in the 
future under these new rules upon any 
such experience as that. It was quite an 
unusual, and, let them hope, it would 
remain an unusual, experience. Now 
that they had had this prolonged dis- 





have the requisite advice and control of the | cussion on the general conception of, and 
members of the Government. It might | the main purpose which underlay, these 
impose a great strain upon members of | Rules of Procedure, which was that the 
theGovernment. As to law officers, he | business of examination in Committee 
regretted very much it was not possible | should for the most part be referred to 
to adopt a provision which he had | Standing Committees, and that it should 
always been in favour of, that they should | be only exceptionally important Bills that 
have a third law officer—namely, the | were kept for the direct control of the 
Judge-Advocate-General, and that he | House, he hoped they would be able to 
should always be available—which was proceed to the Amendments. 

quite consistent with his office—to give 
that legal assistance which was required | 
of the Government in Committee. But | 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent, 





when the present Government came into 
office they found that a permanent 


arrangement had been made, and there- | 


VOL, CLXXI. [Fourts Szrizs.] 


| Ashford) moved to substitute for the 

proposal of the Prime Minister a Resolu- 

tion providing that there should be a 
31 
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business committee of the House, con- 
sisting of Mr. Speaker and six other 
members nominated by Mr. Speaker, who 
should be representative of the various 
sections of political opinion in the House, 
and that all Bills, when they had been read 
a second time, should stand committed 
to either Committee of the Whole House or 
to a Grand or Special Committee in accord- 
ance with the decision of the business com- 
mittee. He said that from the remarks 
of the Chancellor of the Duchy it appeared 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
approve of the course he proposed. He 
admitted that it was a somewhat bold 
step for a private Member to put for- 
ward a proposition of this kind. There 
were undoubtedly great difficulties in the 
way of forming such a Committee. 
Having disclaimed any intention in 
making this proposal of bringing the 
Speaker into controversial matters, he 
said the object he had in view was to 
give to the House the power which the 
Government desired to retain for them- 
selves. After what they had heard 
he believed it was all the more necessary 
that they should adopt some practice of 
this sort. Notwithstanding the statements 
which had been made by the Prime 
Minister and the Chancellor of the Duchy 
they were still in very much doubt what 
particular Bills were going to be sent to 
the Grand Committees which had not 
been sent in to them inthe past. It had 
been stated that the great Bills of the 
session were still to be discussed in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. If that was 
so, of course a good deal of the argument 
of the Prime Minister as to a Grand 
Committee’s being a superior body for pro- 
ducing a better drafted Bill than Com- 
mittee of the Whole House fell to the 
ground, But it was evident that the 
Government themselves acknowledged 
that the whole House was capable of 
dealing with Bills in Committee; no 
instance, so far as he knew, had been 
given of any Bill which had not been 
sent to a Grand Committee, and which 
would be sent under the new system. 
The Prime Minister had appealed to 
the}whole range of the Factories Bills; 
but they had for years been sent to the 
Grand Committee. There had never been 
any disposition on the part of the 
House to refuse their consideration in 
Grand Committee. It was acknow- 


Mr. Laurence Hardy. 
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ledged that it was just that sort of Bill 
which could, with great advantage, be 
relegated to a Grand Committee for con- 
sideration. They were lengthy Bills 
dealing with technical subjects, and, in 
the main, they were not controversial 
from the Party point of view. Last 
session the House sat for a great number 
of months, but only three Bills were 
dealt with in Committee of the Whole 
House, namely, the Education Bill, the 
Trade Disputes Bill, and the Plural 
Voting Bill. Hethought that Bills which 
affected the franchise should be excluded 
from the Standing Order, because they 
knew that on such matters the authority 
of a Grand Committee would not be ac- 
cepted by the House. He thought, before 
they proceeded further, they should have 
some clear statement as to what special 
Bills would be sent to the Grand Com- 
mittees which had not been sent before. 
His proposal was that there should be 
a small Committee, consisting of Mr. 
Speaker, and such men as the Chairman 
of the Panel, the Chairman of Committees, 
and others of experience, to say whether 
a Bill should be left to be considered by 
Committee of the Whole House, or sent 
to a Grand Committee. He believed 
such a scheme would work admirably, and 
that it would remove a good deal of 
friction and controversy. Possibly, if 
such a Committee gained the confidence 
of the House, it might in the future be 
given even greater powers, such as de- 
ciding the time that should be allotted to 
the consideration of particular Bills. The 
proposal had some authority behind it in 
the evidence which was given before the 
Procedure Committee last year. Sir 
Courtenay Ibert believed such a scheme 
could be worked out, while Lord Selby, 
though he afterwards receded from the 
position, expressed the opinion that a 
Committee, consisting of the Speaker, two 
members of the Government, and two 
Members from the other side of the House, 
chosen by the Speaker himself with 
reference to their character and standing 
in the House, would be an ideal tribunal 
for dealing with the question. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 
seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 1, to leave out from the beginning to 
* But,’ in line 3, and insert ‘there shall be 4 
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Business Committee of the House, consisting 
of Mr. Speaker and six other Members nominated 
by Mr. Speaker, who shall be representative 
of the various sections of political opinion 
in the House. All Bills, when they have been 
read a second time, shall stand committed to 
either Committee of the Whole House, or toa 


Business of the 


Grand or Special Committee, in accordance | 


with the decision of the Business Committee. 
—(Mr. Laurence Hardy.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘when a’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir HENRY FOWLER said he quite 
. . | 
appreciated the motive of the hon. Gentle- | 
man in moving his Amendment, but the | 
answer to the hon. Member’s proposal 
was that given by Lord Selby himself. 
If the hon. Member had proposed to 
constitute a Committee to deal with the 
time to be devoted to Bills so as to get 
rid of the guillotine he would have been 
inclined to give it a very favourable re- | 
ception. The hon. Member had quoted | 
the evidence of Lord Selby; but had | 
stopped short in his quotation. What | 
Lord Selby said was— 

“If you had not to consider the important | 
point of keeping the Speaker free from all | 
these questions, I should say that a very small 
Committee, consisting of two Members, taken, 
we will say, two from the Government side, | 
and two from the other side, but chosen by | 
the Speaker himself with reference to their | 
character and standing in the House, would | 
be an ideal tribunal for dealing with that | 
question. Then, of course, the Speaker must | 
decide if they differ.” 

And Lord Selby went on to say— 

“T am not recommending that, because 1} 
foresee that it would throw upon the Speaker | 
at times probably a somewhat difficult task, 
and it might place him in a very unpleasant 
position. I do not think if one reasonably 
and cooly considered it, it ought to place him 
in a difficult position, but people, unfortunately, 
are not always very reasonable and very cool 
in dealing with Parliamentary matters, and 
therefore I should hesitate to recommend it.” 
Then, in reference to this ideal tribunal’s 
consisting of two Members of experience 
taken from the two sides of the House 
with the Speaker, and in answer to the 
question whether if they differed would 
not the Speaker be placed in the un- 
pleasant position of having to decide 
the question, Lord Selby said— 


| 
| 
| 
“Yes; but you must have somebody to | 
| 





decide it, and you cou'd not have it decided by 
anything that could be said to be a political 
majority.” 
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} In fact, it would throw upon the 
| Speaker the burden of deciding upon a 
| political question. He could not accept 
| the Amendment which he believed to be 
wholly unworkable. 
| 

Mr. STUART WORTLEY said it 
would not only be unworkable, but un- 
|realisable. There was a general ten- 
| dency of human nature to shunt off the 
| decision of difficult questions on to 
| somebody else. It was easy to imagine 
a heaven-sent Committee above all 
mundane passions; but he feared that 
that was an impossible ideal. He was 
afraid that the proposal would place on 
the occupant of the chair a duty which 
might be very disagreeable when there 
was an equality of votes on a particular 
Bill, such as a Licensing Bill. 


*Mr. McCRAK (Edinburgh, E.) said that 
the hon. Member for the Ashford Divi- 
sion had made out a very poor case 
for the Amendment which he had moved. 


| As a member of the Committee who had 


listened to all the evidence, he was assured 
that the great majority of the Com- 
mittee felt that however desirable in 
theory some such suggestion as had been 


|made by the hon. Member for Ashford 


might be, it would, in practice, be un- 
workable. If the hon. Gentleman would 
consider the whole of Lord Selby’s ‘evi- 


, dence he would see that the late Speaker 
| really departed from the suggestion before 
| he had finished. He himself put a question 


to Lord Selby— 


“ After all it is the Goverament which is 
responsible for the business of the House and 
for the bringing in of the Bills ?”’—‘* Yes.’ 
“And therefore you see no objection to the 
Government’s having the responsibility of 
deciding which Bill shall be sent to Standing 
Committees, and which shall be kept in 
Committee of the Whole House *’’—*‘ No; 
it has always been understood that the Leader 
of the House for the time being has a duty to 
both sides of the House in a question of that 
kind.” 


The hon. Member had no weight of 


authority to support his case. His pro- 
posal was quite impracticable. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS (Kent, St. 


| Augustine’s) said that he was a member 


f the Committee, and he confessed that 


oO 
he did not take the same view as the 
h 


on. Members for East Edinburgh and 
312 
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the right hon. Member for Hallam. 
He quite saw the difficulties which 
surrounded the whole question, but he 
did not wish to thrust on the Chair 
any duties which might bring upon 
its occupant a stigma by having to 
decide a Party question. On the other 
hand, he saw great advantages in the sug- 
gestion of his hon. friend if they could only 
find a body, other than the Government, 
which would decide what Bills should be 
sent upstairs. The Chancellor of the 
Duchy had said that no important Govern- 
ment Bills on which the fate of the Gov- 
ernment might depend would be sent 
upstairs, and the Prime Minister had 
made a similar statement. That modi- 
fied the objection which he had_ to 
sending all ordinary Bills upstairs. From 
his experience on Grand Committees 
he held that they could not deal success- 
fully with measures which involved much 
controversy. Those Committees had 
been excellent bodies for dealing with 
administrative measures, and Bills on 
the principle of which there was general 
agreement, such as factory legislation 
and workmen’s compensation. He wished 
nothing to be done which would tend 
to break down the Grand Committee 
system. 


Government to decide which Bill should 
be sent upstairs; and he did not think 
it would pass the wit of man to devise 
such a body; for instance, it might be 
formed out of the members of the 
Chairmen’s Panel. Such a Committee 
could decide on the delicate question 
of what Bills were to be sent up- 
stairs, and also on the time limit. 
He thought his hon. friend behind him 
had made out a case for the House to 
consider carefully whether the ques- 
tions ought not to be referred to an 
impartial Committee before Bills were 
sent upstairs. He did not readily give 
up the old idea that they might be 
able to find some Committee which 
would be able to deliberate upon and 
decide such a question, and which 
should have the complete confidence of 
both sides of the House. His object 
was in no way to thrust a partisan 
duty upon the Speaker because, he 
believed nothing would inflict greater 
injury on the House than to put the 
Speaker in an equivocal position. 


Mr. Akers-Douglas. 


‘COMMONS! 





At the same time he wished that | 


there could be some body other than the | 
| view of any House of Commons to be 
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Mr. FORSTER (Kent, Sevenoaks) 
said he was reluctant to touch upon this 
question, but as a Member of the Com- 
mittee which considered it he felt it his 
duty to do so. He would do nothing 
to jeopardise the good relations which 
had invariably existed between the 
House of Commons and the Chair, and 
they could not leave out of sight that 
the whole question of whether or not the 
system which the Government sought 
to set up would work smoothly and 
well depended upon whether the Bills 
which were sent to the Standing Com- 
mittees were really controversial or 
not. It was that question, and that 
question alone, that they were concerned 


with, in considering whether — they 
should accept the Amendment. Who 


was to decide whether the Bills which 
would be sent to the Grand Committees 
would be controversial or not! Under 
the proposals of the Government as 
they stood it would be the Government, 


and it would therefore be the very 
persons who introduced and were re- 
sponsible for the Bills to be con- 
sidered. Who would decide whether 


or not a Bill was controversial! That 
was not, to his view, a wholesome position, 
not only from the point of view of that 
House of Commons, but from the point of 


constituted in the future. They knew 
that it was not the intention of the 
present Government to send large con- 
troversial measures to these Grand Com- 
mittees, but they had no guarantee that 
the Government, in days to come, would 
abide by the spirit of the Resolution as now 
interpreted by the Government. That 
was a point which was evidently in the 
mind of Lord Selby, who naturally 
spoke with great authority on the 
subject when he was good enough to 
give evidence before the Committee. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


‘the Rushcliffe Division took up the 


point that there was no danger of His 
Majesty’s present Government abusing 


‘the powers entrusted to them, and Lord 


Selby said he thought there was no 
danger of that sort in regard to present 
Parliamentarians, but in regard to those 
of ten or fifteen years hence Lord Selby 
said it was difficult to say what a new 
generation, unaccustomed to the present 
practice, might do. That meant that 
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some Government, less scrupulous than 
the Government now in office, might 
find it convenient to stand upon 
the words literally translated, instead 
of upon the spirit of the Standing 
Order. At present there was no danger 
that highly controversial Bills would be 
sent upstairs, but there might be the 
danger of a Government who wou'd say— 
“We are in a tight place; we are anxious 
to have certain measures carried out before 
we part for the recess, and we shall take our 
stand upon the words of the Standing Orders, 
and not upon the spirit which was expressed 
when they were passed; and we shall send 
these Bills upstairs.” 
Then he thought they would be face to 
face with a state of things which His 
Majesty's Government contemplated, but 
from which they shrank. He thought it 
would be advisable for the House as a 
whole to safeguard themselves in some 
measure against what they all admitted 
would be an abuse of the powers of the 
Government. Such a _ safeguard was 
suggested by his hon. friend behind him. 
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As Lord Selby said, the question ought 
not to be decided by a majority behind 
a Minister; the fact that he had a 
minority before him was what he had to 
consider. Surely if they could, without 
jeopardising the Chair, constitute a Com- 
mittee consisting of Members of both 
sides of the House, presided over by the 
Speaker, which should decide which Bills 
should be sent upstairs, it would be the 
better course. For himself, he could not 
see how, under the proposal of his hon. 
friend, the position of the Speaker could be 
put in jeopardy. The minority would 
bow to the decision of the Speaker, and 
it would not be thrown in the teeth of the 
Government that they were imposing 
their will upon an unwilling House of 
Commons. The course suggested would 
avoid trouble in the future 


Question put. 


The House divided :--Ayes, 257 ; Noes 


35. (Division List No. 91.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda, | Brodie, H.C. 


Brocklehurst, W. B. 


Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
| Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 





Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Barker, John 

Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. 
Beale, W. P. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, Sir J. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W. (‘T’wr Hamlets,S Geo. 
Jennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 
Bethell,Sir.J.H(EssexRomford 
Bethell, T.R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 
Black, Arthur W. 
Boland, John 
Boulton, A.C. F. 
Bowerman, C. W. 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 
Brigg, John ’ 


| Bryce, J. Annan 


Brooke, Stopford 


| Buckmaster, Stanley O. 


Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W.J. D. 
Purt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 


| Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 


| Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


| Cheetham, JohnjFrederick 
| Cherry, Rt. Hon. R, R. 


Byles, William Pollard 


Channing, Sir Francis Allston 


Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T.Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Collins,Sir W. J. (S. Pancras, W. 
Corbett, CH(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J.S. 

Cox, Harold 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, David (MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Rristol. S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Duckworth, James 





, 


| Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
| Elibank, Master of 


in 
Ellis, Rt. Hn. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 
Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 


| Ferens, T. R. 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Fowler, Rt. Hn.Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough ) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W. E. (Derbysh., N.E. 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M.(Aberdeen, W. ) 
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Herbert, Co].*Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope. W. Bateman (Somerset) 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter N. 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Jackson, R.S. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamont, Norman 

Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 





Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M. (FalkirkB’ghs | 
Maclean, Donald 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln | 
Marnham, F. J. 
Menzies, Walter 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
Mond, A. 

Money, LG. Chiozza 


\cland-Hooed, Rt Hn Sir A. 1 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt. Hn Sir H 
Banner, John 8. Harmeed- 
Rarric, H. T. (Londonderry, N. | 
SBeach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks | 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Cave, George 
Cavendish,Rt. Hon. Victor C W | 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.} ! 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 


Mr. STUART 


| Richards, Thos. (W.Monm’th) 


| Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 


| Robinson, 8. 
| Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
| Rowlands, J. 


| Forster, Henry William 
| Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 


WORTLEY said the 
Amendment he now proposed to move 
would have the effect of restricting the 
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Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J.J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murnaghan, George 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncaster 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpoo!) 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N. 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson,|}W. H.M.(Suffolk,Eye) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Priestley, W..E. B.(Bradford,E. 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
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Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) | 
Redmond, William (Clare 
Rees, J. D. 


Richards, 'T. F. (Wolverh’m’t’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, EF. A. 

Roberts, Chas. H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 


Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


tutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 





Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 


NOES. 


( orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Uuncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 


Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.( BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Dubiin,S. | 
Magnus, Sir Philip } 





sible. 





operation of this new departure to Bills | consequential 
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Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Searvens, J. H. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Bal! 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thorne, William 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Verney, F. W. 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir J. L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John VU. (Orkney) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke ( York, E.R. 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, ‘Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. 
A. Pease. 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Nield, Herbert 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Laurence Hardy and M. 
Rawlinson. 


for which the Government was respon- 
He freely admitted that, if the 
Amendment were accepted, considerable 


Amendments to the 
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Standing Orders would be necessary. 
Private Members’ Bills would still be 
free to go to the Standing Committee, 
but they would go there only when the 
House chose to send them there by 
Resolution. He had two reasons for 
making this proposal. He had been very 
much impressed, in the course of his 
experience, with the great waste of time 
through the labours of Members being 
inoperative under our present system. 
In this Standing Order the Government 
appeared to lose sight of the profound 
difference between Committees of the 
Whole House and Committees upstairs. 
Committees upstairs were unable to 
avoid the duty of considering a Bill and 
making some return to the House. A 
Committee of the Whole House could get 
rid of that difficulty by refusing to consider 
a Bill further, or the Bill could be with- 
drawn, or a Committee of the Whole 
House could pass a Resolution suspending 
its proceedings. He had therefore been 
much impressed with the waste of time 
involved by Members considering Bills 
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in Committee which had no chance of 
going further. It was for that reason 
he left the private Bills in their present 
position. He desired that in a great} 
change like that now proposed the House | 
should proceed by steps, by way of ex- | 
periment, and not proceed too fast until 
they found by experience that the course 
proposed was possible. He begged to 
move, 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Inline 1, after the first ‘a,’ to insert ‘ Govern- 
ment.’ ’—(.Mr. Stuart Wortley.) 


| Prime Minister little, 





Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘Government’ be there inserted.” 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
thought that they ought to have some 
reply, although personally he did not) 
agree with the Amendment. If all the 
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saving any time in discussion was con- 
cerned. If the Amendment / were 
carried, Government measures would go 
to the four Committees automatically, 
and private Members’ Bills would be in 
the same position as at present. He 
had watched very narrowly private 
Bills for the last ten years, and they had 
all gone upstairs. [‘‘ No.”] Well, nearly 
all; he had found that in nine cases out of 
ten private Members’ Bills had gone to 
one of the two Grand Committees up- 
stairs. He was not defending the prin- 
ciple, because, as a rule, private Members’ 
Bills were all bad, but it was no use 
blinking at the fact that they did go 
upstairs in the manner he had stated. 
Therefore, if his right hon. friend went to 
a division, as he hoped he would, then he 
would excuse him if he voted with the 
Prime Minister on this occasion, unless, 
of course, the Prime Minister accepted the 
Amendment, in which case he should 
have to vote against him. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the hon. Baronet evidently loved the 
but loved the 
Amendment less. If he were not a 
member of the Government no doubt 
he would be ready to maintain that 
there was a good deal to be said 
in favour of the Amendment, because 
there were certain private Members’ Bills 
which might not be so much designed to 
enrich the Statute-book as to carry out 
pledges, win popularity, or fulfil other 
purposes. But, being a member of the 
Government, he was bound to save them 
from the imputation of favouring them- 
selves, by drawing a distinction between 
Government measures and private Mem- 
bers’ Bills. It was therefore impossible 
for the Government to support the 
Amendment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the Prime 


Minister had not altogether appreciated 


Amendments moved from the Unionist | the argument on which his right hon. 
side of the House were to be treated in| friend had based the Amendment. He 


that way ; if it was to be understood that | 
it was the intention of the Government to | 
force rules of this revolutionary character | 
through the House without giving any | 
reason for their being so forced, without | 
their taking the trouble even to answer | 
important Amendments, then he thought | 
the result might be disastrous, so far as | 





thoroughly understood that the Govern- 
ment did not desire to discriminate between 
their own and private Members’ Bills; 
but might he point out that private 
Members’ Bills which were read a second 
time on a Friday were invariably sent to 
Committees upstairs? When those Bills 
came from Grand Committees further 
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consideration of them was reserved until 
after Whitsuntide, when there were only 
two days set apart for them. If the 
ground taken up by the Prime Minister 
and the Government was to _ be 
maintained, they could not stop there ; 
they would have to give increased facili- 
ties for private Members’ Bills. At 
present the proposal of the Government 
simply meant that the Grand Committees 
would be called upon to do what they 
had already done, namely, consider 
measures which would have no chance of 
proceeding further when they came back 
to the House. Therefore—he did not use 
the words offensively— the scheme was a 
delusion and a snare. In reality they 
were not giving private Members’ Bills 
the same advantage as would be given 
to the Bills of the Government, who had 
control of the time of the House, and could 
give their measures priority on the 
Order Paper. He did not think the 
Prime Minister had fully appreciated 
the great importance of the Amendment, 
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that private Members’ Bills should not 
be put in an inferior position in respect 
of their reference to Standing Com- 
mittees to Government measures. The 
right hon. Gentleman knew perfectly 
well that there were other means of 
avoiding the waste of time besides that 
which he had suggested. It would be 
perfectly possible to change the time 
when Bills were placed in the order of 
precedence. They could be given pre- 
cedence two or three weeks earlier in 
the session, and that would give them a 
chance of passing into law. There were 
other ways which he need not indicate 
at present. He hoped the Government 
would not accept the Amendment. 


*Srr FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 
he had not been absent from the Standing 
Committee on Law on more than one or 
two occasions in many years. Speak- 
ing, therefore, from long experience, he 
thought there ought to be some limitation, 
and that Bills ought not to be referred 


which appeared to him to go in the|to that Committee in the light-hearted 


direction the Government wished to 
follow. He thought that by drawing 
a distinction between Government Bills 
which had a fixed and definite prospect, 
and private Members’ Bills, which had 
no such prospect, they would be furthering 
rather than retarding their own proposal. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS said it was not often 
he found himself in agreement with the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the City of 
London, but he did so that night. Those 
Members who had sat in former Parlia- 
ments were aware, of course, that there 
was a considerable waste of time in Grand 
Committees over Bills which had little 
chance of being passed into law. He 
thought, however, the remedy for the 
difficulty was to be found in other ways. 
In the old days some of the best of the 
statutes were brought in by private Mem- 
bers. There were changed times before 
them. Whether Liberals or Conservatives 
were on the Government side of the House, 
they would find that the atmosphere of the 
House of Commons was different from what 
it had been in the last twenty years. Inthe 
changed times he hoped there would be 
a recrudescence of the opportunities for 
private Members’ Bills passing into law. 
The Amendment was, in his opinion, open 
to the gravest objection, He thought 


Mr. Walter Long. 





manner suggested by the Government. 
He had prepared a list of the. Bills which 
had been referred to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law, and it seemed to him that 
the House in referring Bills should have re- 
gard rather to their character than to their 
magnitude. The passing of the Factories 
and Workshops Bill, which had been re- 
ferred to with great force by the Prime 
Minister, was an interesting illustration 
of the good work which could be done 
by a Standing Committee when all 
parties desired to pass a Bill. That 
measure brought about a most salutary 
reform of the law. It was not produced 
ina hurry. The sittings were prolonged 
and the inquiry was most careful. 
Another extremely interesting Bill was 
that dealing with education, which was 
passed under the auspices of Sir John 
Gorst. That Bill was much amended 
in Committee, but the discussions were 
conducted in the most friendly and kindly 
spirit. The Bill dealing with the em- 
ployment of children was a most difficult 
one, but it was dealt with in the same 
spirit and with the same happy re- 
sult. Another most important Bill 
dealt with by Grand Committee was 
that which was necessitated by the 
great scandal which arose years ago in 
consequence of the praatice of imputing 
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blame to candidates for Parliamentary 
election. Many Members lost their seats 
on account of the accusations. A Bill 
passed through the Standing Committee 
in one or two sittings making those 
scandalous proceedings corrupt practices. 
Therefore he had come to the conclusion 
that there ought to be some definition of 
the character of the Bills to be referred to 
those Committees. He would support the 
Amendment, though he did not say it 
proposed the best method of doing what 
he desired to see done. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY thought it 
was desirable that there should be some 
distinction between Government Bills and 
unofficial Members’ Bills. After Whitsun- 
tide the Government had the whole time of 
the House, except ten hours. He did not 
think that a Grand Committee should be 
asked to spend its time in considering 
private Members’ Bills, when there was 
no prospect of their becoming law. 
The right hon. Member for the Rush- 
cliffe Division had said there were 
other means of getting out of the diffi- 
culty. This Resolution came to the 
House with the authority of the right 
hon. Gentleman, for he was a Member 
of the Government at the time. If there 
were other means he did not put them 
before the Procedure Committee. Why 
did he not do so? He would certainly 
vote in favour of the Amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said it seemed 
to him that the Government were trying 
to protect the rights of private Members, 
while the Opposition were trying to 
strengthen the hands of the Government. 
It would be a misfortune if in passing 
these procedure Resolutions they were 
to pass them in such a way as to make a , 
distinction between Government Bills 
and other kinds of Bills. A Bill intro- 
duced by a private Member might become 
a Government Bill. There had been 
two instances of that already in the 
present Parliament, and it would be 
exceedingly awkward if they started by 
making distinctions as to how the Bills 
should be dealt with. If a large number of 
Bills were sent to Grand Committees with 
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no chance of their passing through the 
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| subsequent stages, there would bea large 

/amount of valuable time wasted. One 

result which suggested itself to his mind 

| was that the House would possibly be far 
more careful in passing Second Readings 
if it knew that the effect would be, not 
merely as sometimes happened at present, 
to shelve the measure, but to send it 
to a Grand Committee. He could not 
support the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR remarked that 
| as between Government Bills and private 
Members’ Bills there was a distinction, 
and he thought there ought to be. The 
| Government ought to be, he would not 
say the controllers, but the guides of the 
House in matters of legislation. In 
former days some of the most important 
legislation was brought in and carried 
through by private Members. But as 
Parliamentary life became more strenuous 
it would be found less and less possible 
to carry out that plan. The advice of the 
Government should bean important factor 
which the House had to take into account 
before coming to a decision. His hon. 
friend’s ideal of perfect equality between 
the Bills of the Government and those of 
private Members would not bear exami- 
nation in the light of the facts. At 
present the great mass of private Mem- 
bers’ Bills were treated not so much 
as actual projects of legislation as the 
occasion of fruitful discussion. Nobody 
supposed that a really controversial 
Bill in the hands of a private Member, 
introduced on the third or fourth Friday 
in the session, had the smallest chance of 
passing, and no heartburning arose. 
But if they provided machinery whereby 
those Bills would be advanced another 


stage, that of Committee, it seemed to 


him it would really raise expectations 
which must be perpetually defeated. 
If,: however, such Bills did pass the 


Report and Third Reading _ stages, 
there would undoubtedly be a great 
mass of very crude legislation. Besides, 


the Committee stage of those Bills would 
occupy from eighty to 100 Members 
in hard work for a great many days 
in the session, and unless the Bills were 
passed, all that labour would be thrown 
away. His right hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment appeared to him perfectly sound 
in principle, although it would require 
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Some small consequential Amendments 
later, and he thought the Government 


would be well advised to 


proposals to their own measures. 


Acland-Hood, Rt. Hn. Sir A. F. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(CityLond. 
Banner, John S. (Har: ood- 
Barrie, H. T. (1 ondonderry,N.) 
» each, Hn. Michael : ughHicks 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cave, George 

Cavendish,Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Maiylebone, E.) 
Coat s, E. Feetham (Lewi ham |! 


Abraham, Wm. (( ork, N. E.) 
Ab a am, Wm.(_ hondda); 
Acland, Fran: is Cyke 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, ohn Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Aclan (Christchurch 
Allen, Chas. P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gar 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Fins: ury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, « ohn 

Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone, N. 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Bell, Richard 

Pellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,Sir J. Williams (Devonp’t 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Eertram, Julius 
Pethell,SirJ.H.(Essex, Romford 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Poulton, A. C. F. 

Powerman, C. W 

Frace, William 

Bramsdon, T.A. 

Branch, James” 





Brigg, John 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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confine the | 
281. 


AYES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
i uncan,Rokert (Lanark,Govan | 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashford | 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BurySEdm’ds) | 
Hills, J. W. 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin.§, | 
Magnus, Sir Philip 1 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) , ! 


NOES. 


Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Anna 

Buckmaster, Stanley,Q, 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheeth m, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hn. R. R. 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Collins,Sir W. J. (S.Pancras,W. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C.H. (Sussex, EGrinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8.! | 

Cox, Harold 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William , 

Cross, Alexander 

Davies,, David(MontgomeryCo. | 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol,S.) | 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H. (St. Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 42 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 92.) 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Nield, Herbert 


| Pease, Herb. Pike (Darling on) 


Percy, Earl 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 


| Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorge D, 
| Thomson,W. Mitchell (Lanark ) 


Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Co]. R. (Dors t, W.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Stuart - Wortley and Sir 
Francis Powell. 


Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hn. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Esslemont, Ge rge Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C, Munro 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Foster, Rt. Hn. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner,Col. Alan (Hereford,S. 
Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone,Rt. Hn.HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B.(Wore’r} 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. 
Harwood, George ; 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hedges, A. Paget 





Ame 
for . 
the - 
to t] 
of 
in a 
solut 
to a 
and 
were 


1) 


h) 


r} 


1597 


Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M.(Aberdeen, W.) 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon.,S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 


Business of the 


Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster | 


Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M'Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansnield,H. Rendaii (Lincoln) 
Marnham, F. J. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY moved an 


| Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
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Massie, J. 

Menzies, Walter 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Alpheus Uleophas 
Murnaghan, George 


‘ Murphy, John 


Murray, James 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Priestley, W. E.B.( Bradford, E. ) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel ' 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson,SirG.Scott(Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F, E. Newman 


ties. 
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Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Shackleton, David James 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David A.fred(Merthyr 
Thorne, William 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester! 
Walters, John Tudor 
Walton,Sir John L.(Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker,Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


There was something of the kind in 





Amendment of which the hon. Member 
for Ashford had given notice restricting 
the Bills to be sent to Grand Committees 
to those read a second time by a majority 
of two-thirds of the Members voting 
in a division. Though not a complete 
solution, he thought it was an approach 
to a distinction between controversial 
and non-controversial. Bills, and there 
were precedents for proportional majori- 





the original rules of 1882 as to the appli- 
cation of the closure. In those rules it 
was necessary before the closure could 
be applied that there should be 100 Mem- 
bers in the House, and that the majority 
for the closure should be forty. The 
emergency rules of 1881, which were only 
current for that single session, provided 
that the closure must be carried by a 
majority of two-thirds of the Members 
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present. With these two precedents 
before them it was not possible to say that 
the idea involved in the Amendment was 
foreign to the procedure of the House. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn line 1, after the word ‘ time,’ to insert 
the words ‘ by a majority of more than two- 
thirds of the Members voting in the said divi- 
sion.’ *—({ Mr. Stuart- Wortley.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words 
there inserted.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said he could not accept the Amendment, 
for which he saw no necessity. The right 
hon. Gentleman had quoted certain pre- 
cedents, but they were not very valid 
precedents, because experience had shown 
The right 
hon. Gentleman suggested that unimpor- 
tant Bills might be sent upstairs—Bills 
which were separate from controversial 


that they were unworkable. 


measures. He did not want any dis- 
tinction to be drawn, but the intention 


was to retain for Committee of the 
Whole House only measures of great im- 
portance such as the Government made 


He did 


not see that there was any necessity for 


the main business of a session. 


the rigid rule laid down in the Amend- 
ment, and he hoped it would not be 
The hon. Member for Ashford, 
who had given notice of it, evidently 
did not think it important, as he had 
abandoned it. 


pressed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG asked if they 


were to understand that there was 


to be no limit at all to the Bills 
that were to go upstairs? But for | 
the activity of hon. Members the 


chief of whom was the present Deputy 

Chairman, whose knowledge of procedure 

they all recognised, the Bills of private 

Members read a second time would be 
Mr. Stuart Wortley. 


{COMMONS} 
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more numerous than they were. If 
certain hon. Members desired to break 
down this rule they had only to allow a 
number of Bills to pass Second Reading, 
and the Grand Committees would be 
flooded with a number of badly-drafted 
hon, 


and crudely-drawn Bills, which 





/Members must know would only come 
down to the House to be thrown out, 


‘although the Committees might have 
| spent a long time in trying to put them 
|into shape. Without a limit that would 
| become a stumbling block of a serious 
|character. One reason why the Grand 
Committees had done good work hitherto 
| was that they had seriously considered 
| the Bills sent to them with the view 
‘of passing them into law, and under 
‘the present system only one or two could 
‘be passed into law unless they were taken 
| up by the Government, although probably 
‘eight or nine had been read a second time 
‘after inadequate discussion on Friday 
|afternoons. His own belief was that if 
hon. Gentlemen who had sat week after 
'week on Grand Committees on Bills dis- 
covered that all their labour had been in 
| vain, it would soon be found that no 
| quorum would turn up on the Grand 
| Committees to consider the Bills remitted 
to them. It was for that reason that he 
supported the limitation suggested by the 
| right hon. Gentleman. 

Mr. LAURENCE HARDY said he had 
been reluctant to intrude too much on 
the attention of the House, but he had 
not, as the Prime Minister suggested, 
He was only 





| abandoned his Amendment. 
too glad to think that it had been taken 
‘up by his right hon. friend. He still 
thought it was desirable to have some 
|means of deciding in the House whether 
| Bills were of a nature to go to a Grand 


| Committee or hot; and the Amendment 
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would show that in the opinion of the 


Business of the 


House there was an overwhelming 
majority in favour of the Bill going 
He hoped that his right hon. 


friend would push the Amendment to a 


upstairs. 
division. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
thought that there must be some sifting 
process under which Bills should be sent 
to the Standing Committee. To send 


every Bill to the Standing Committee 


must inevitably in time break it down. | 


He believed himself, strange as the 
remark might appear 


that more time had 


to some hon. 


Members, been 


wasted in Grand Committees by waiting | 


for a quorum than by undue delibera- 
tion and the prolongation of debate. 
He therefore thought the extension 
of the system was hurtful. He was 
sure that it involved a waste of time 
of the House, and it was no compliment 
to hon. Members to ask them to come 


down, at great sacrifice of convenience 


and time, to attend to public duties, when | 


the Bill which they had to consider had 
no possibility of passing into law. 


Sir F. BANBURY supported the 
which he thought 
a very which he 
could see no objection. He under- 
stood the Prime Minister, in advancing 
reasons for refusing to accept the Amend- 


Amendment, was 


useful one, to 


ment, to say that all Bills were contro- 
versial, but that large Government Bills 
would not be sent up to the Grand 
Committees. Was he right in that ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No. 


Sir F. BANBURY said he understood 
then that all Bills large or small would 
go up to these Committees, 


{25 Marcu 1907} 


House (Procedure). 1602 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No. 


Sin F. BANBURY said he was at a 
What 
was wanted on his side of the House 
was, that before they passed these pro- 
cedure rules, they should frame a rule 


loss to know what was intended. 





defining what Bills were to go to a Grand 
| Committee and what Bills were not. At 
| the present moment the only Bills which 
| were not to go to Grand Committee were 
measures imposing taxes, Consolidated 
Fund or Appropriation Bills, and Bills for 
Orders. He 


confirming Provisional 


did not want to cast any aspersion 
upon the intentions of the Front 
Bench opposite, but it was one 


thing to say such and such a Bill would 





the consideration of 
‘Committee of the Whole House, and it 


be reserved for 


was quite another thing to pass 
,a@ rule under which they did not 
know what Bills were going to 


Grand Committee and what Bills were 
not. In order to meet that point his right 
' hon. friend had suggested words restricting 
the Bills to be sent to Grand Committee 

to those 
‘a majority of 


“read a second time by 
two-thirds of the 


| Members voting in a division.” He 


| thought that was a very reasonable pro- 
| posal, and there was a precedent for it 
_in the proceedings of the House itself, 
, because between 1882 and 1888 there 
| was a limit under which the closure could 
not be applied unless a hundred Members 
voted for it. There were a considerable 
number of Bills in regard to which opinion 
| in the House wasnot very decided. A large 
number of Members coming up from the 
smoking room or the dining room met 
friends who induced them to go into 
ithe “aye” or the “no” lobby when 
there was a division, but if those Bills 
, were to be sent upstairs there would be 
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greater deliberation on the part of hon. 
Members as to the way they should vote, 
and he thought the Amendment would 
secure that. It was a great change 
that was proposed, and they wanted to 
secure that, before a Bill went to a. 
Grand Committee, it was a measure which 
in the opinion of the House should go | 
upstairs and be given facilities for passing: 
He agreed with the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Duchy 
that they ought not to look upon this 
as a Party question, and he agreed | 
with his right hon. friend the senior 


Business of the 


Member for the City of London that | 
they should look upon it from both points | 


of view—that of the Government and 
that of the Opposition. 
of his 


ment 


The acceptance 
friend’s Amend- 
to hurt the 
Government, because they had such a 
large majority, but it might hurt the 
Unionist Party if they came back with 
asmall majority. The Amendment would 
establish a precedent. which would enable 
the House to exercise some control over 
the Bills to which it gave a Second 
Reading. The only result of the new rules, 


hon. 
not likely 


right 
was 


unless something of this nature was done, 
would be to increase tenfold the power of 
When right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite came into opposition 


the Government. 


they would find, unless the Amendment | 


were adopted, that they had put a very 
great weapon into the hands of the Govern- 
ment. One of the great complaints 
against the Unionist Party, no doubt 
sincerely made, was that their new rules 
of procedure had taken out of the hands 


of private Members a power which 
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formerly belonged to them and put that 
power into the hands of the Govern- 
ment, so that the Government practically 
became dictators. These rules 
would in his opinion strengthen the in- 
fluence of the Government and weaken 


new 


the influence of private Members. He 


challenged any private Member to get 
up and deny that what he said was 
right. The only result of passing the 


‘rules would be to enable the Govern- 


ment to do anything they liked. The 
rights of private Members ought to be 
safeguarded. They had a right to in- 
vestigate the Bills of the Government 
and to express their opinion upon them. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
the difficulty of the Amendment was that 
if a Bill was carried by less than a two- 
thirds majority it would not go to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and it would 


' require a special Resolution. All this rule 


did was to ensure that one division should 
be taken instead of two. The true remedy 
was not to read the Bill a second time if 
it was desired not tocumber the Standing 


Committee with a measure that had 


no chance of going any further. He 


saw great difficulty in adopting the 
Amendment, because no provision was 
indicated and no adequate provision coulc 
be made for that class of Bill which passed 
its Second Reading by less than a two- 
thirds majority. 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 52; Noes, 
296. (Division List No. 93.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F | Banner, John S. Harmood- 

| Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry.N.) 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. | Beach,Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 


Anstruther-Gray, Major 

Balfour,Rt Hn.A.J.(CityLor.d.) 

Banbury,Sir Frederick George 
Sir F. Banbury. 


Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Butcher. Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
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Cave, George | 
Cavendish, Rt. Hn.VictorC.W. | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates,E. Feetham(Lewisham) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan | 
Fell, Arthur | 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. | 
Forster, Henry William | 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) | 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Arnstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn.HerbertHenry ! 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury,E.) | 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) | 
Beale, W. P. 
Beauchamp, E. 
Bell, Richard 
Bellairs, Carlyon | 
Benn, Sir J. Williams(Devonp rt | 
Benn, W.(T w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,Sir J.H.(Essex,Romf’d) | 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 
Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William | 
Bramsdon, T. A. | 
Branch, James 

Brigg, John 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles. William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


_ 
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Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col, W. 
Lonz,Rt.Hn. Walter(Dublin,S. ) 
Magaus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Nield, Herbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


NOES 


Causton,Rt. HnRichard Knight 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 


+ Corbett,CH.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
| Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 


Cory, Clifford John 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 
Cox, Harold 


| Cremer, William Randal 


Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 


| Cross, Alexander 


Davies, David( MontgomeryCo.) 


| Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol,S.) 


Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 


| Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 


Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C.( Barrow-in- Furness) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 


| Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 


Erskine, David C. 

Esslemont, George Birnie 
Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Ferens, T. R. 

Fiennes, Hon. Enstace 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner,Col. Alan (Hereford,S. ) 
Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbert John 
Glover, Thomas 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel. 
Renton, Major Leslie 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sheffield,Sir BerkeleyGeorge D. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.} 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Stuart-Wortley and Mr. 
Laurence Hardy. 


Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harvey, W.E. (Derbyshire,N.E, 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J. M.( Aberdeen, W. ) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor( Mon.,S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R. S. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nut 2aton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jowett, F. W. : 
Kearley, Hudson E, 
Kekewich, Sir George 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
spony Cecil(St. Pancras, E. ) 

ese, Sir JosephF.( Accrin 

Lehmann, R. C, = 
Levy, Maurice _ 
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Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs) | 
Maclean, Donald 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S.) 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E. ) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marnhan, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
©’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Shaughnessy, P. JJ. 


Business of the 





Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 


E.R., 
order, asked 
be recorded. 


Holderness), on 


a point of 
whether his 
He passed through the 
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Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C.E.(Edinb’gh,Central) 
Priestley, W. E.B.( Bradford. E.) 
Pullar, Sir Robert 

Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’) 


| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th) 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


| Rogers, F. E. Newman 


Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A. H.(Ashton-under-Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shackleton, David James 
Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 


vote could 
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1608 


Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Stewart Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, FE.) 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, F. ) 
‘Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thorne, William 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walters, John Tudor 
Walton,Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John(Stoke-upon-Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart( Orkney) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R, 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


whip on the other side, and he announced 
to me that the lobby had been cleared. 
I, therefore, came away from the door. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) rose. 





lobby door, and the tellers had already 
gone before his vote was recorded. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
should have been rather more rapid. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON : I received 


no warning that the discussion had been 


concluded. The other lobby had not 
been cleared before I passed out. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 


Walden): I called “door, door” to the 


‘continuing the discussion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no use in 
Another 
time the hon. Member for Holderness 
must get through the lobby rather 


more quickly, 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: May I 


respectfully ask whether my vote will 
_be recorded ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid the hon. 
Member is too late. 
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Mr. BOWLES (Lambcth, Norwood) 
after the 
“time” the words “during the time for 


moved to insert word 
opposed business,” so that the Standing 
Order would read, ‘‘ After a Bill has been 
read a second time, during the time for 
opposed business it shall be committed 
to one of the Standing Committees.” 
He said that the 
suggested to him by the remarks of 
the Chancellor of the Duchy, who 
that in any case so far 


Amendment was 


had stated 
as the Second Reading of a Bill was 
concerned the House would still have a 
veto. Unless some provision of this 
kind was inserted, the House, as a matter 


of fact, would have no veto at all. If a 


Bill which was put down for Second | 


Reading was not reached till after eleven 
oclock it would go through in the 


twinkling of an eye should there be no | 


one on the alert and ready to say, “I 


object.” Having in that way got a 


Second Reading, it would go to a Grand 


SD) 


Committee, though had it not come | 


on at the tail end of a long sitting, 
it would not have obtained a Second 
He did not think it was 
contemplated by the Government that 


Reading. 


Bills, the Second Reading of which was | 


got in that 
(srand Committee. 


way should be sent to a 
lt was important to 
safeguard the veto of the House on Bills 
in danger of accidentally slipping through 
the Second Reading stage at a late hour, 
and when no debate could by the rules 
of the House occur. 
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Readings to pass after eleven o'clock. 
In that way the work of the Grand Com- 
would accvmulate, and there 


It would 


mittees 
would be no practical result. 
be in the interest of the business of the 
House that that possibility of obstruet- 
ing measures should be removed. He 
thought all Members should have an 
opportunity of expressing their opinions 
at some early stage of a Bill. Unless 
the House adopted the Amendment, 
Members might not have such an oppor- 


tunity until the Report stage. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 1, after the word ‘time,’ to insert 
the words ‘during the .ime for opposed 
business.’ ” —(VWi. Borrles.) 


(Juestion proposed, *‘ That those words 
| be there inserted.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| opposed the Amendment. If a Bill came 
‘up for Second Reading after the time for 
| opposed business, a Member had only to 


say “I object” in order to stop the Bill. 
He could not accept the proposition that 
'a Bill which passed the Second Reading 
| without opposition should not go to a 


Grand Committee. 


Sin E. CARSON (Dublin University) 


Seat ‘ eo 
‘said a Member might be willing 


/to let the Second Reading go through, 
'but wish to discuss certain details, 


and he might not have any oppor- 
tunity at all of being on the Com- 


/mittee. Small Bills which might be very 


| 
| useful would be put an end to by this 





procedure. He believed the rule would 


HELMSLEY 
seconded the 


(Yorkshire, 


VISCOUNT | ; : si 
ick | work out in a way entirely different from 
Amend- | 


N.R., Thirsk) | what had been anticipated. 


ment. The right hon. Gentleman the | 


Lorp R. CECIL said there was a 
pointed out that if any section of the | point which had not been touched upon 
House desired to break down the work | in the debate. In the case of a highly 
of the Grand Committees it would only ‘contentious Bill under discussion at ten 
he necessary to allow various Second! minutes to five on a Friday afternoon, 


VOL. CLXXI. [Fourr Series. | 3K 


Member for South Dublin had already | 
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the closure might be moved and accepted. 
There would be a division on the closure, 
the Second 
Reading at ten minutes past five. The 
Second Reading might be carried by a 
small majority, and under present cireum- 
stances the House would never think of 
But 


under this rule it would necessarily go to 


Business of the 


and another division on 


sending it to a Grand Committee. 
a Grand Committee. In the case of a 
private Member's Bill, the only way to 
prevent that would be for the Govern- 
ment to give an opportunity on some 
other occasion to move that it be not sent 
toa Grand Committee. In the case of 
Government measures it was a common 
thing for the Second Reading to take 
place after eleven o'clock. Each of these 
Bills would in future go to aGrand Com- 
mittee, although the Government might 
not desire it. It might therefore be 
necessary to make a Motion on a subse- 
quent day in order to prevent its being 
But the 


House would not necessarily have the 


sent to a Grand Committee. 


right of vetoing a Bill going toa Grand 
Committee. 
on whether a Motion could be brought on 
at a later stage to determine whether 


It would entirely depend 


that could be prevented or not. Surely 


therefore, the Amendment was necessary. 


Sir F. BANBURY 
Minister, in refusing to accept the Amend- 
ment of his right hon. friend, stated that 


said the Prime 


he did not want to draw a distinction 
between private Member's Bills and 
Government Bills. He thought that was 
such an excellent argument that he voted 
with the Prime Minister on that occasion. 
He did not want the Prime Minister 
to be inconsistent. If the Amendment 
was not accepted there would be no 


opportunity for anyone after eleven 


o'clock to state his reasons why a Bill | 
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_ discussion. 
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Committees. It was quite true that on the 
following day a Motion could be made if the 
Government gave time, but they all knew 
that the Government would not give time. 
The result would be that if this Ru'e 
were agreed to no private Member's Bil! 
would be passed. Under these cireum- 
stances, although personally he was not 
much in favour of private Member's Bills, 
he believed the rule to be disadvantageous. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
rise to discuss a question of policy, but 
what he wanted to know was how thc 
Government thought their Resolution 
He would take a 
Supposing 


would operate. case 
familiar to the whole House. 
a Bill were discussed from twelve o’¢lock 
to ten the Friday, 


followed by a division on the closure and 


minutes to five on 


a division on the Bill, it would be by 
that time ten minutes past five o'clock ; 
and the Bill would automatically go up 
to the Grand Committee. It could not 
be brought back, except by a new Reso 
lution bringing it out of the purgatory 
of the Grand Committee to the heaven 
of the whole House. He did not wish t 
delay the House, but he hoped the 
Government would give a reply on that 


point. Suppose it was a Government 


| Bill, and carried by closure, the san 


thing would happen. 


Stir HENRY FOWLER said that if 
the Government were of opinion that a 
Bill was strongly contested, and should 
not go upstairs to a Grand Committee, 
they would make a Motion to that effect 
immediately after the division on the 
Second Reading, and that motion would 
be divided upon at once, and without 
[Opposition cries of “It 
cannot be done.” | 


Lorp R. CECIL said that in future 


should not be sent to one of the Grand | the Motion that a Bill be not referred to 


Lord R. Ceeil. 
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a Grand Committee would be in the 
same position as the Motion now to refer 
a Bill to a Standing Committee. 


sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
suid that his right hon. friend had stated 
the intentions of the Government. If 
they were by the 
words of the Resolution on the Paper, 
Amendments would be proposed by the 


not carried out 


Government. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY said he 
wished to point out that a greater difti- 
culty might arise at the end of a Second 
Reading debate. A Motion might be 
made by the Government to except the 
Bill, and another by a private Member to 
send some portions of the Bill to the 
(zrand Committee, and retain the re- 
mainder of the measure for the considera- 
tion of the Committee of the whole 
House. 


provision must be made for the considera- 


It was quite evident that some 


tion of that important point. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON said that 


the Government seemed to have got 
themselves into some difficulty, and in 
order to give them a chance of thinking 
over their proposals again, he moved the 


adjournment of the debate. 

CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY 
seconded the Motion. 

Motion made and Question, “ That the 


debate be now adjourned,”—(Mr. Stanley 
Wilson)—put, and agreed to. 


Dehate to be resumed to-morrow. 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
As amended, considered. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean) said that on the 


Second Reading 
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two questions were 
raised by himself and other hon. Members | 


ap 


(Annual) Bill. 1614 
for the consideration of the Secretary of 
State for War. The first point was met 
by an Amendment of his right hon. 
friend on the Committee Stage, and he 
now proposed to raise briefly only the 
second question. Many hon. Members 
would remember that for many years 
past, whatever Government was in power, 
some of them had raised questions on this 
Bill affecting not only legislation by 
reference, but something much worse than 
legislation by reference, becausethe liberty 
of the subject was more concerned by 
this measure than perhaps by any othei 
legislation which could come before the 
This was not an ordinary Bill, 


House. vy 

hut it legislated by reference not to other 
Acts of Parliament but to rules which 
might be alterel by the Secretary of 
War. 


in this clause words which gave powers 


State for He proposed to omit 
wholly indefinite to persons who were 
not necessarily in a responsible position 
and who were unknown to the House. 
It would be necessary to search through 
1300 pages of small type to find out all 
the 
original Statute, and this Bill proposed 


Rules and Orders referred to in the 


to re-enact the original Statute with 
Amendments which made the law harsher 
and more vague than it was before. He 
10. the 
words which would give to assistant 


proposed to omit in Clause 


provost-marshals the powers of governors 
of military from 
time to time by the Secretary of State. 


prisons, conferred 


These powers might be altered and 
not neces- 
sarily be a responsible person. He he- 
lieved that during the late war persons 
were appointed as provost-marshals who 
In debate certain ques- 


the provost-marshal need 


were civilians. 
tions were put to his right hon. friend 
which, as regarded himself and the future, 
must be looked upon as a satisfactory as- 
surance, but he wished to press upon the 
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House the advantage of caution in legisla- 
ting upon a subject which was so danger- 
ous to personal liberty. His right hon. 
friend, as he understood him, promised 
that a Committee should sit at once and 
that a code of Rules should be drawn up, 
and that Parliament should be made 
He under- 


Adjournment 


acquainted with those Rules. 
stood his right hon. friend to undertake 
that those Rules should not be lightly set 
aside ; that was to say that, although 
they would not be of a statutory char- 
acter, they would be permanent as far 
as his right hon. friend was concerned. 
There was something further, however, 
which he had to ask for, and that was as 
to the unknown persons who exercised 
these powers of assistant provost-marshals. 
During the late war they were appointed 
in a hap-hazard manner and there was 
nothing to prevent them from being 
persons of no high authority. He there- 
fore thought that before they passed 


the Bill through this stage they ought | 


to have an assurance from his right 
hon. friend not only as to the character 
of the Rules but as to the persons who 
should exercise these powers. He moved 
in Clause 10, page 5, line 32 to leave ont 
the words “ and his assistants.” 


Amendment proposed— 

* In Clause 10, page 5, line 32, to leave out 
the words ‘‘ and his assistants.”—(Sir_ Charles 
Dilke.) 

(Juestion proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 


WAR (Mr. HALDANr, Haddington) ex- 


plained that in the field in time of war, 


when the duties of the provost-marshal | 


came into operation, it was impossible for 
that officer to discharge all the functions 


himself. The theatre of war might ex- 


tend over hundreds of miles, and he must | 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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Who those assistants 
were to be must be determined by the 


The best was 


have assistants. 





authorities on the spot. 
done in the circumstances, but it was one 





of the disagreeable incidents of war that 
arrangements were constantly thrown into 
confusion. To leave sufficient latitude 
he had agreed to lay the Rules on the 
|Table, and if any subsequent alterations 
‘were made those also would be laid on the 
Table. 
people were not always selected for this 


No doubt in time of war the best 


and other positions, but the best would 
be done that circumstances would allow. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) suggested that 
the Rule should be to appoint as assistant 
otticers 

That 
being the rule, exceptions might he 
demanded 


_provost-marshals commissioned 
not below the rank of captain. 
‘allowed when circumstances 
| them. 


el- 


Mr. HALDANE 


deavour to see that assistants should be 


promised to 


always commissioned officers unless in 
exceptional cases, and where possible of 


the rank of captain. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. 


sill withdrawn. 


IRISH TOBACCO BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed to 
the Standing Committee on Trade, etc. 


| 
Eleven o’clock. 


Adjourned at a quarter after 
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The Lord RisBLEspALE—Sat Speaker. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 





Marriages Provisional Order Bill. (No. 
26.) Metropolitan Police Provisional 
Order Bill. (No. 27.) Brought from the 
Commons and read 1*; to be printed ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 





Fitz Gerald’s Divorce Bill [H.L.]. Mes- 
sage from the Commons for copy of the | 
Minutes of Evidence taken before this 
House, together with the proceedings, 
and the documents deposited in the case ; 
Ordered to be communicated, with a 
request that they may be returned. 


Annefield Plain and District Gas Bill, | 
Bude Gas Bill, Gas Companies (Removal | 
of Sulphur Restrictions) Bill, Llandrindod 
Wells Gas Bill, Falmouth Gas Bill. 
3rought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


Metropolitan Water Board (Charges, | 
etc.) Bill, Metropolitan Water Board | 
(Various Powers) Bill. Message from | 
the Commons that they have appointed | 
a Committee to consist of five members| 
to join with a Committee of this House | 
to consider the said Bills, and request this | 
House to appoint an equal number of | 


Lords to be joined with the members of | 
their House. | 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 3748. Persia ([spahan and Yezd). 
No. 3749. Roumania (Supplementary). 
No. 3750, West Africa (Liberia). 
No. 3751. Mexico (Budget). 

LOCAL TAXATION (IRELAND). | 
Returns for the year 1905-1906. 


| 


RAILWAY COMPANIES 
(ARRANGEMENTS). 
Correspondence between the Board of | 
Trade and the Railway Companies Asso- | 
ciation with regard to certain arrange: | 


VOL. CLXXI. [FourTH SERIEs.] 
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ments entered into by railway companies 
with regard to rebates on traffic, ete. 


Reports, de. 


NATIONAL GALLERY, ETC. 
(SCOTLAND). 

Thirteenth Annual Report to the 
Secretary for Scotland by the Commis- 
sioners and Trustees of the Board of 
Manufacturers in Scotland, for the year 
ended 30th September, 1906. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
AND VACCINATION. 
Fifty-second Annual Report of the 
Registrar-General in Scotland, for the 
year 1906; and Forty-second Annual 
Report on Vaccination. 


LICENSING STATISTICS, 1906. 
Statistics as to the operation and 
administration of the laws relating to 
the sale of intoxicating liquor, for the 


year 1906. 


CROFTERS BUILDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS, 1886-1887. 


Report by the Crofters Commission, 
being for the year ended 31st December, 
1906. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 


| to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury minutes, dated 6th and 
20th March, 1907, respectively, declar- 


‘ing that the following persons were 


appointed without Civil Service certifi- 
cates, through inadvertence on the part 
of the heads of their department, viz. :— 
William Edwards, artificer, Royal Small 
Arms Factory, Enfield, War Office ; 
Walter Henry Jeakins, clerk, Post Office. 


COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH 
COURT OF JUSTICE (IRELAND)). 
Annual account of receipts and dis- 

bursements for year ended 31st December, 

1906. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 

Annual report on the state of the 
finances of the University of Aberdeen, 
under the provisions of Section 30 of 
the Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889, 
for the year 1905-1906. 


POST OFFICE. 


The Foreign and Colonial Post Amend- 
ment (No. 15) Warrant, 1907, dated 
14th February, 1907. 


3L 








Private 


LIGHTHOUSES, ETC., (LOCAL 
INSPECTIONS). 

Reports to the Board of Trade by the 
Trinity House of Deptford Strond, the 
Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses, 
and the Commissioners of Irish Lights, 
of their inspection of local lighthouses, 
buoys, and beacons (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper No. 92, of Session 
1906). 
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NAVAL AND MARINE PAY AND 
PENSIONS ACT, 1865. 


Orders in Council, dated Ist March, 
1907, approving memorials of the Lords 
Commissioners of the Admiralty praying, 


That they may be empowered to award 
at their discretion to the Commanders-in- 
Chief at the three Home Ports such rate 
of commuted allowance, in lieu of 
servants, within a maximum of £500 a 
year, as the circumstances of each case 
may require. 


For sanction to certain modifications in 
the existing system of clothing and 
bedding gratuities to petty officers, sea- 
men and boys. 


For sanction to the payment of the 
allowance of 2d. a day now paid to Royal 
Marines when employed as tailors to any 
rating when so employed. 


GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL 
(RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE). 
Returns of receipts and expenditure of 

the General Medical Council and of the 
branch councils; also of receipts and 


expenditure of the Dental Registration | 


Fund, for the year ended 31st December, 
1906. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 


Read 1*; to be printed; and to be 
read 2* on Monday the 15th of April 
next. [No. 25.] 


House adjourned at a quarter 
past ‘Three o’clock, to Mon- 
day, the 15th of April next, 
a quarter before Eleven 
o'clock. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill Business. 1620 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 26th March, 1907. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bude Gas Bill (Prince of Wales’ Con- 
sent signified). Bill read the third time, 
and passed. 


Falmouth Gas Bill. Read the third 


time, and passed. 


Mitcham and Wimbledon District Gas 
Bill. As amended, considered; to be 
read the third time. 


Private Bills, ete. Ordered, That Stand. 
ing Orders 39, 128, and 230 be sus- 
pended, and that the time for depositing 
Petitions and Memorials against Private 
Bills, or against any Bill to confirm any 
Provisional Order or Provisional Certifi- 
cate, and for depositing duplicates of any 
Documents relating to any Bill to confirm 
any Provisional Order or Provisional 
Certificate, also for depositing at the 
Private Bill Office all documents relating 
to any Order under the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, be 
extended to the first day on which the 
House shall sit after the Recess.—(/'he 
Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Land Drainage Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill. “ To confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Land Drainage Act, 
1861, in the matter of certain lands in 
the parish of Keadby, in the county of 
Lincoln (parts of Lindsey),” presented 
by Sir Edward Strachey ; read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 140.] 


Land Drainage Provisional Order 
(No. 2) Bill. “ ‘To confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Land Drainage Act, 
1861, in the matter of the Oulton, 
Carlton, etc., Marshes, in the parishes of 
Oulton, Carlton Colville, and Barnby, 
in the county of Suffolk,” presented by 
Sir Edward Strachey ; read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
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Petitions for Private Bills, and to be) require; (2) for sanction to certain 
printed. [Bill 141.] modifications in the existing system of 


Worthing Gas Bill ; Richmond (Surrey) 
Electricity Supply Bill; Keswick Urban 


clothing and bedding gratuities to petty 
officers, seamen, and boys; (3) for 
sanction to the payment of the allowance 


District Council (Water) Bill; Reported | of 2d. a day, now paid to Royal Marines 


with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon | 
the Table, and to be printed. | 
| 

Rights of Way (Scotland) Bill. Order | 
for Second Reading upon Wednesday, | 


10th April, read, and discharged. Bill 
withdrawn. | 
Riacerisee 

PETITIONS. | 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. | 


Petitions in favour; from Amman | 
Valley; Ashton’s Green; Bedwellty ; | 
Blaenavon ; Bond’s Main ; Caeglas ; Car- | 
way; Cawdor; Coedmoeth ; Cross | 
Hands; Cwm Veg; Daldowie ; Emlyn 
Lodge; Gelly Ceidrim; Glangarnant; | 
Gorseygarnant ; Great Mountain ; Harts- | 


head; Maesmarchog; North  Blaina ; 
Pantyffynnon ; Park; Pochin (No. 2); 
Rhos; Rock Lodge; Waterloo; White 


Rose; and, Whitwick Collieries ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions against; from Edinburgh ; 
and Stonehouse ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL OPTION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Findochty ; 
and, Orkney ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVAL AND MARINE PAY AND 
PENSIONS ACT, 1865. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of the Ist March, 1907, approving a 
Memorial of the Lords Commissioners of 
the Admiralty praying, (1) that they 
may be empowered to award at their 
discretion to the Commanders-in-Chief 
at the three home ports such rate of 
commuted allowance in lieu of servants, 
within a*maximum of £500 a year, as 
the circumstances of each case may 





when employed as tailors, to any rating 
when so employed [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH 
COURT OF JUSTIVE) (IRELAND). 
Annual Account presented, of Receipts 
and Disbursements for the year ended 
3lst December, 1906 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


BOBBINITE. 

Copy presented, of Report of the De- 
partmental Committee on Bobbinite ; 
Report and Appendices [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MEDICAL COUNCIL, 
Accounts presented, for 1906, of the 
General Medical Council and Branch 


| Councils, and of the Dental Registration 


Fund [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 11, 1907). 
Copy presented, of Accessions of 
British Colonies, ete., to various Treaty 
Engagements between the United King- 
dom and Foreign Powers [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


CHARITY COMMISSIONERS (AGRICUL- 
TURAL LAND). 

Return ordered, “showing the acre- 
age, situation, tenancy, and rent of the 
Agricultural Land, with or without 
buildings, belonging to charities com- 
prised in the Report to the Charity 
Commissioners, completed in 1905, of 
inquiries held in respect of every parish 
wholly or partly within the administra- 
tive county of London, except Charities 
for educational or religious purposes.” — 
(Sir William Collins.) 


EAST INDIA (PUNJAB) (INQUIRY INTO 
DEATHS FROM TETANUS). 

Address for “Return of Papers con- 

taining the results of an Inquiry into the 

origin of certain Deaths from Tetanus in 

the Punjab, consequent on the employ- 

ment of Dr. Haffkine’s prophylactic 

against plague.” —(Sir William Collins.) 
3L2 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Questions. 


Appointment of Magistrates. 

Mr. PARTINGTON (Derbyshire, 
High Peak) : To ask the Prime Minister 
if he can state the number of magistrates 
appointed since 1st February, 1906, and 
how many were appointed in the preceding 
five years. 


(Answered by Sir Henry Campbell- 
Bannerman.) The number of magistrates 
appointed since Ist February, 1906, in 
Great Britain is 3,213. The number of 
magistrates appointed in the preceding 
five years was 6,032. 


Prosecution of Philip Stokes for Intimida- 
tion at Killenaule. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): To ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland if he is aware that a man, named 
Philip Stokes, was charged at Killenaule 
Petty Sessions, inthe county of Tipperary, 
at the suit of the Crown, with having, at 
Ballingarry on the 24th December and on 
other occasions, used intimidation towards 
Thomas Bradley, on account of his work- 
ing for a person, named Butler, who 
grabbed the farm from which Stokes was 
evicted, and was bound to the peace for 
twelve months or in default to go to gaol 
for one month, which alternative the de- 
fendant chose; and whether having 
regard to the fact that the magistrates 
would not allow the defendant or his 
witness, Mr, Dalton, to give evidence for 
the defence, he proposes to take any, and 
if any, what, action in the case. 


(Answered by Mr. Cherry.) This is not 
a matter in which I have any authority or 
jurisdiction to interfere. The action of 
the magistrates in refusing to hear 
evidence for the defence was, I believe, 
technically correct, following the decision 
of the King’s Bench Division in the case 
of Halpin (Appellant), Rice (respondent) 


{COMMONS} 
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| will be the scope of the inquiry; and 


Questions. 


what will be the constitution of the body 


to which it will be entrusted. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The matter is under consideration, but [ 
am not yet in a position to make any 
public statement about it. 


Newspaper Postage Rates. 

Mr. ELLIS DAVIES (Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion) : To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, in view of the fact that 7’he Lady 
newspaper can be sent by post for 3d, 
whilst the carriage of a parcel of news- 
papers of the same weight is 4d., he can 
consider the question of reducing the cost 
in the latter case, and so remove the 
difficulty of the supply and distribution 
of newspapers in thinly populated 
districts. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
Under the Act of 1870 Ze Lady, as a 
registered newspaper, can be sent by post 
for 4d. in the United Kingdom irrespec- 
tive of its weight. The postage upon a 
parcel of newspapers not exceeding two 
pounds in weight is not necessarily 4d. 
If the papers contained in the parcel are 
registered newspapers the total postage 
upon it would be $d. for each one enclosed, 
unless the charge by weight were cheaper. 
Inasmuch as the statutory newspaper 
involves the Post Office in a considerable 
loss of revenue, I do not see my way to 
reducing the postage upon newspapers as 
the hon. Member suggests. 


Charge for Post Office Hampers at 
Innellan Pier. 

Mr. LAMONT (Buteshire): To ask 
the Postmaster-General why the payment 
by the Post Office for parcel hampers 
passing over Innellan pier has been 
stopped, seeing that such payments 
continue to be made at Clyde piers having 
similar Provisional Orders ; and whether 
he will cause payment to be resumed in 


_ the case of Innellan. 





(1901), 2 Ir. R., 593. 

Pia: : ; | (Answered by Mr Sydney Buston.) 1 
Inquiry into Indian Railway System. | will have i inquiry made on this point, and 
Mr. ANNAN BRYCE (Inverness will send the hon. Member an answer. 

Burghs) : To ask the Secretary of State | 

for India, in connection with the answer | Vacancy for Overseer at Brighton Post 
given by him to the Indian railway depu-| Office. 

tation on 12th March, when heintendsto| Mr. RIDSDALE (Brighton): To ask 
institute the departmental inquiry into the Postmaster-General whether he is 
the working of the financial system ; what | aware that a vacancy has existed among 
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overseers in the telegraph department at | 
Brighton since June last ; and whether | 
in view of the stagnation of promotion, he 
will direct that the post be filled. 


Questions, 





(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The | 
promotion has now been made ; the delay, 
which I regret, was due to various | 
causes. 
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Estimates for cadet corps during 1906-7 ; 
and what is the total amount to be voted 
for 1907-8. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
No amounts are estimated for cadet corps 
as such, the only direct expenditure 
involved being that for ammunition. 
The cost of the ammunition may be 


| roughly estimated at about £3,000. 


Money-lending Practices. | 
Mr LEA (St. Pancras, E.): To ask | 
Mr. Attorney-General if his attention has 
been drawn to the remarks of the 
assistant judge of the Lord Mayor’s Court 
in regard to the scandal arising out of 
money-lending transactions with city 
clerks ; and whether there is any 
possibility of the Moneylenders Act, 
1900, being amended so that a judge can, 
at any stage of proceedings before him, 
reopen the transaction. 


(Answered by Sir Lawson Walton.) The 
Amendment required appears to be in 
the direction of an alternation of county 
court procedure which will obviate the | 
difficulty which has been experienced in 
the application of the Act. My hon. 
friend will do well to refer the subject to 
the consideration of the Lord Chancellor. | 

Territorial Army—Appointment of 

Divisional Generals. | 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid) : To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if any | 
of the divisional Generals to be appointed | 
in connection with the territorial forces | 
will receive their appointments before the | 
end of 1907-8, in order to begin the work | 
of organising the new Army. 


Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Secre- | 
tary of State for War how many | 
divisional Generals will be appointed in | 
connection with the territorial forces. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | 
It is impossible to say at present whether | 
matters will be sufficiently advanced 
during the course of the financial year 
1907-8 to permit of the appointment of 
any of the divisional Generals. It is 
proposed that the number of divisional 
Generals shall be ultimately fourteen. 


Ammunition for Cadet Corps. 
Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War what is the total 
sum voted under all heads of the Army 





Claims of Messrs. Fowler and Company 
against the Spanish Government. 
Mr. SEAVERNS (Lambeth, Brixton) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he is aware of the fact that 
Messrs. Fowler and Company, British 
subjects, of Cienfuegos, Cuba, have claims 
against the Spanish (Government for 
large amounts arising from damage to 
their Cuban property caused by Spanish 
troops; and whether, seeing that these 
claims were filed with the British Consul- 
General at Havana as far back as 
November, 1897, he will take steps to 
induce the Spanish Government to deal 
with the matter without further delay. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward Grey.) 
I am fully cognisant of the claim referred 
to, which was presented to the Spanish 
Government by His Majesty’s Embassy 
at Madrid so far back as January, 1898. 
The long delay which has occurred in the 
settlement of the claim is much regretted 
by His Majesty’s Government, who have 
not failed, however, to make use of every 
opportunity of pressing for its payment. 
I understand it is the case that all 
Colonial claims against the Spanish Gov- 
ernment, those of Spanish subjects as well 
as of foreigners, have been subjected to a 
similar delay to that inflicted on Messrs. 
Fowler, and an early settlement seems 
unfortunately improbable, as, according 
to law dated 30th July, 1904, no money 
can be paid until an Inter-Departmental 
Committee, which is still engaged on its 
labours, has examined and reported upon 
all the claims which have been brought 
forward. 


Death of Ellen Simpson. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the case of Ellen 
Simpson, who was shown at the inquest 
held as to her death at Stepney, on the 
16th March last, to have died from heart 
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failure accelerated by want; and, if so, | 


whether any relieving officer or other 
officer of the Stepney Guardians was 
present at the inquest ; and at what date 
would particulars of this inquest be sent 
to the Local Government Board by the 
Home Office. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I understand that deceased and her sister 
had been refused outdoor relief, and that 
they declined to go into the workhouse. 
They appear to have been unable to look 
after themselves. No relieving officer 
was examined at the inquest ; the woman 
had been in the district only a few days, 
and no relieving officer unfortunately 
knew anything of the case. Particulars 
of deaths from starvation or deaths 
accelerated by privation in 1907 will be 
furnished about March next, and sent to 
the Local Government Board. I am 
bringing the case to the notice of the 
Local Government Board. 


Cost of Poplar (Hutton) Schools. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
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had then been sanctioned in respect ot 
the provision of the schools, viz. £156,545. 
Of this amount the sum of £11,820 was 
sanctioned in 1900, and £144,725 in 1903, 
As nothing was sanctioned in respect of 
the schools in 1904 or 1905 no reference 
was made to the cost of them in the 
Reports for those years. 


Questions. 


Carriage of Australian and New Zealand 
Mails. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : To ask the Postmaster-General 
if the British Post Office makes any fixed 
contribution in respect of New Zealand 
and Australian mails carried betwecn 
San Francisco and Auckland and Sydney 
by the Oceanic Steamship Company 
(Spreckel’s line), or if the carriage is 
simply paid on poundage rates; if he is 
aware whether the system is also pursued 
by the Governments of Australia and 
New Zealand ; and if it would be more 
economical, more expeditious, and more 


| advantageous to send these mails via 


ask the President of the Local Govern- | 
ment Board whether, seeing that the 33rd 


Annual Report of the Local Government 


Board on page 477 gives the cost to date | 


of the Poplar (Hutton) 
£144,725, and seeing that he stated in 
Parliament last year that the cost had 
been greatly added to for that year, he 
can state why no reference is made to the 
expenditure in the 34th Report of the 
Local Government Board, and why there 
is no reference to the further cost of these 


schools in the 35th Report of the Local | 


Government Board. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
particulars on page 477 of the 33rd 
Annual Report of the Board did not give 
the cost to date of the schools. What 
the table containing these particulars 
does show is (as appears from the heading 
at the commencement of it) the amount 
of the expenditure authorised during the 
year 1903. The statement made by me 
in Parliament last year, which is referred 
to in the Question, is, I presume, the 
Answer I gave to a Question by the hon. 
Member on 25th June last.t If so, I 
would point out that I did not state that 
‘the cost had been greatly added to for 
that year. I gave the total sum which 


+ See (4) Debates, clix., 620, 


schools at | 


Vancouver instead of via San Francisco. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 
Payment for the conveyance of British 
mails from San Francisco to Auckland and 
Sydney is made by the British Post 
Ottice to the United States Post Office at 
the usual Postal Union transit rates. I 
understand that, under the recently- 
terminated contract between the Oceanic 
Steamship Company and the New 
Zealand Post Office, payment was made 
to the company for mails conveyed from 
Auckland to San Francisco at poundage 
rates, but subject to a fixed minimum and 
maximum in each year. I have reason 
to believe that the Australian Post Oftice 
also pays the company at poundage rates. 
The Answer to the last part of the hon. 
Member’s Question is in the negative. 


Elections of Parish Councillors. 

Mr. : To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has heen called to numerous 
complaints of the rushing of meetings by 
the chairmen and of intimidation of 
villagers during the recent parish council 
elections ; and whether, in order to secure 
a true expression of local opinion on such 
occasions, he will introduce some simple 
method of balloting to be compulsorily 
adopted at all such meetings, in lieu of 


. the method of a show of hands. 





he 


le 


of 
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(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) I have 
received some complaints as to irregula- 
rities at the recent parish council 
elections, but they have been very few. 
The Local Government Act, 1894, 
requires that the election of parish 
councillors shall be at a parish meeting or 
at a poll consequent thereon, and there is 
a good deal of difficulty in arranging that 
the voting at an election at a parish 
meeting shall be by ballot. I will, how- 
ever, take note of the suggestion of my 
hon. friend. 


Questions. 


Abatements of Pay Consequent on 
Granting Civil Service Certificates to 
Temporary Clerks. 

Mr. : To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
is aware that while Civil Service certifi- 
cates have been either granted or 
promised to certain of the temporary 
civil assistants of the Ordnance Survey 
the quid pro quo demanded by the 
Treasury in abatement of pay is to date 
from 28th November, 1906; and that 
this abatement is to be paid up in bulk by 
the 3lst March; and whether he will 
arrange that the abatement should date 
from the granting of the Civil Service 
certificates. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The date 
fixed for the commencement of the abate- 
ments from the pay of those civil assistants 
who are placed on the establishment is 
that of the Treasury letter sanctioning 
the grant of pensions; and I am _ not 
prepared to vary it. 


British Sea Fisheries Inquiry. 

Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the terms of reference to the 
Committee to be appointed to inquire 
into and advise the Government as to 
scientific research and the sea fisheries 
will be made sufficiently wide to include, 
not only a Report on the North Sea 
fisheries investigations, but also other re- 
searches which have been carried out on 
the British coasts. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) Yes, Sir. 


Legal Assistance for Irish Poor Law 
Guardians at Local Government Board 
Inquiries. 


{26 MArcH 1907} 





Caprain CRAIG (Down, E.): To ask | 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
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tenant of Ireland whether when an 
inquiry is held into any charges which 
may be made against Poor Law officials 
in Ireland, an allowance is made by 
Government to defray the costs of 
employing the necessary legal assistance 
by the official concerned, even if the 
charge be proved to be absolutely un- 
founded ; and, if not, whether he will 
take steps to amend the law in this 
respect. 


(Questions, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Answer 
to both parts of the Question is in the 
negative. [am not aware of any reason 
why the Government should pay the 
costs referred to. 


Irish Land Purchase—Copies of Maps. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.): Toask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that when maps in 
connection with the sale of an estate are 
lodged with the Estates Commissioners, 
and the owner in the course of the sale 
requires to inspect them, the Commis- 
sioners will not return them or allow 
tracings to be taken by the solicitors for 
the owner, but charge £4 or £5 for 
supplying tracings ; 1s not such charge 
contrary to Rule 45 of the Land Commis- 
sion Rules of October, 1903 ; and whether 
he will suggest that greater facilities for 
the return or inspection of maps pending 
sale should be afforded. 


(Answered hy Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they 
cannot allow original maps to be taken 
out of the office after the property to 
which they relate has been inspected and 
the maps certified by their staff. Prior 
to such inspection, maps are continually 
allowed to be taken out. Every facility 
is given to solicitors who wish to take 
tracings, and no such charge as that 
mentioned in the Question has been made 
for supplying tracings. If solicitors 
require copies of the estate maps, they 
are supplied at the customary rates. The 
supplying of such copies does not come 
within the meaning of Rule 45 referred 
to. 


Purchase of Untenanted Land of the 

Blacker Douglas Estate, North Kerry 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
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that about 400 acres of untenanted land 
on the Blacker Douglas property, near 
Asdee, North Kerry, has been offered to 
the Estates Commissioners for the 
reinstatement of evicted tenants and the 
giving of plots of land to labourers ; 
whether this land has been inspected and 
reported on; and, if so, with what 
result. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates | 
Commissioners have not yet had this | 
of the | 


estate inspected. The maps 
property have had to be returned to the 
owner for amendment. A survey will 
next have to be made, and, after that, 
the inspection. These stages will take 
some months to complete. 


Flooding of Tenants’ Holdings at Lixnaw, 
North Kerry. 

Mr. FLAVIN: To 

Secretary to the 

Ireland whether he can state what action 


the Estates Commissioners have taken in | 


connection with the tenants’ holdings at 
Lixnaw, on Lord Listowel’s estate, North 
Kerry, which are subject to floods ; and 
whether, before the sale is sanctioned, 
the Estates Commissioners will see that 
the tenants are adequately safeguarded. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Estates Commissioners are at present 
considering the question of retaining, out 
of the purchase money of this estate, a 
sum with the object of providing 
assistance in the maintenance of the 
waterways, embankments, and sluices in 
the district. 


Housing of Working Classes Act at 

oscrea. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can say why the Local 
Government Board prevented the Roscrea 
Rural District Council from putting into 
operation in the town. the provisions of 
The Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890, although the people of the 
town requested the district council to do 
so ; and if he can say what powers rural 
district councils have under the Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Local 
Government Board have received no 
application from the Roscrea Rural 
District Council for carrying out a 
housing scheme under The Housing of 


{COMMONS} 





ask the Chief | 
Lord-Lieutenant of | 
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the Working Classes Act, 1890. Rural 
district councils can only exercise the 
powers under Part II. of the Act which 
relates primarily to the closing and 
demolition of buildings unfit for human 
habitation and to the removal of obstruc- 
tive buildings. 


Appointment of Warrant Officers in the 


Army Ordnance Corps. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH: To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the practice of appointing non- 
commissioned officers from other branches 
of the service to be warrant officers 
of the Army Ordnance Corps, though 
there are in the Army Ordnance Corps 
plenty of qualified men; in how 
many instances in the past ten years 


| have such appointments been made ; and 


will he take steps to secure to the men of 
the Army Ordnance Corps the preferential 
right to promotions in their own corps 
over outsiders. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
This practice was adopted in 1896 on the 
recommendation of a Committee, and 
the appointments were divided equally 
between the non-commissioned officers of 
the Army Ordnance Corps and those of 
the rest of the Army. In 1904, owing 
to the increase of non-commissioned 
officers in the Army Ordnance Corps, it 
was decided to give them appointments 
in the proportion of four to three given 
to the other non-commissioned ofticers. 
Eighty-two outside appointments have 
been made in the past ten years out of a 
total of 170. It is not proposed to make 


| any alteration in the present system, 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 
Medical Treatment for Sailors. 
Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that the 
notice published and displayed at recruit- 
ing stations by the Admiralty informs 
intending naval recruits that medicines 
and hospital treatment, both at home and 


| abroad, are provided at the Government 


expense ; whether he is aware that Article 
1420 of the King’s Regulations exacts 
stoppages of from 4d. to 10d. per day 
from the full pay of all men and boys 
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checked sick for over 30 days from ships | 


at home, or invalided home from ships 
abroad ; whether these stoppages from 
sick men’s pay are in fact made ; and, if 
so, Whether he can explain the grounds 
upon which the terms of the recruiting 
notice in question are held to be justified. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Lampert, Devonshire, South 
Molton): As a matter of fact medicines 
and free treatment for thirty days in 
hospital are given. The pamphlet issued 
also for recruiting purposes states this 
with clearness. Steps will be taken to 
amend the notice referred to, which is 
a general statement only, so as to 
prevent misapprehension. | 

Invalided Consumptive Soldiers. 

Mason SEELY (Liverpool, Abercrom- 
by): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the fact that 
only some 6 per cent. of soldiers discharged 
from the Army last year suffering from 
tubercle of the lung were sent to hospitals 
or sanitoria, while more than 7U per cent. 
were sent direct to their homes, he can 
take steps to ensure that a larger propor- 
tion shail in future be sent to institutions 
where they can receive proper treatment 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Hatpane, Haddington) : 
The disposal of soldiers invalided with 
tubercle of the lung is a matter involving 
several difticult considerations, and I pro- 
pose to institute a small Committee to 
advise as to what steps it may be practic- 
able to take in the direction indicated by 
the Question. I hope my hon. and 
gallant friend will give his services to 
this Committee. 


War Office Forage Contracts. 

Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he can state the 
quantity of hay and straw bought by the 
War Office in any given year, say 1906 ; 
the average cost per ton; and what pro 
portion of the total quantities was } 
imported. 


Mr. HALDANE: The information re- 
quired by the first and second parts of 
the Question could only be obtained by 
calling for Returns from all stations os 
home where Army horses gre forage |. 
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As regards the last part of this Question, 
| the contracts do not contain any specifica- 
| tion as to sources of supply, and therefore 
no definite information could be obtained. 


Questions. 


| Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: Does the 
contract contain no provision that the 
forage shall be home grown ? 


Mr. HALDANE: No, Sir. 


Presbyterians and the Indian Ecclesias- 
tical Establishment. 

Mr. GULLAND (Dumfries Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he is prepared to alter the 
regulations of the Ecclesiastical Establish- 
ment in India so that he may consider 
nominations for the present and future 
vacancies as Presbyterian chaplains from 
ministers and licentiates of Presbyterian 
churches other than the Established 
Church of Scotland. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Hopuouse, 
Bristol, E.) : The establishment of Chap- 
lains in India, which is regulated by 3 
and 4 Will. IV., ch. 85, sec. 102, has 
always consisted of Chaplains of the 
Church of England and of the Church 
of Scotland, and the statute specifies 
the qualifications to be possessed by 
the latter, and the manner in which 
they shall be appointed. In_ these 
circumstances the Secretary of State 
is advised that it is doubtful whether 
the regulations can legally be altered so as 
to provide for the nomination of ministers 
not belonging to the Church of Scotland, 
and he is not prepared to take any action 
of the nature suggested. 


Volunteer Reserves in British 
Protectorates. 

*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether any 
encouragement is given by the Govern- 
ment to British Colonists joining Volun- 
teer Reserves in British Protectorates in 
Africa; and, if not, whether the Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 
making grants out of the revenues of 
individual Protectorates for this purpose. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 
Rossendale, for Mr. CHURCHILL): In 
all the British Protectorates in Africa, 








1635 


except Somaliland, where local conditions 
do not lend themselves to such an 
arrangement, grants are made in support 
of Volunteer Corps, and every encourage- 
ment is given to such Corps. 


Questions. 


Steamship Communication with East 
Africa. 

*Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that the British 
Possessions of British Central Africa and 
North Eastern Rhodesia are dependent 
upon the steamer service of the Deutsche 
Ost Afrika Line, which is raising its 
rates as each British company successively 
withdraws from the sea-borne trade at 
Chinde ; and whether the Government 
will take any action to counteract the 
effect of the subsidy enjoyed by the above- 
mentioned German line. 


Mr. HARCOURT: The Secretary of 
State’s information does not show that. 
the possessions referred to are entirely 
dependent on the German Line ; but [| 
may say that the subject of steam 
communication with East Africa is at 
present engaging particular attention. 


*Mr. REES: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that I have good 
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grounds for saying that no English Line 
now calls regularly at Chinde, and can | 
give him my reasons for saying so ! 


Mr. HARCOURT: The Colonial | 
Office will be glad of any information | 
my hon. friend can supply. 


Cape Breton Immigrants in Canada. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware 
that at the Collieries of Cape Breton 
British immigrants recently arrived in 
Canada are seeking employment without 
success ; and, seeing that they assert that 
they have been misled by British agents 
in this country, will he order some 
inquiry to be made on the subject. 


Mr. HARCOURT: There is no official 
information on the subject, but inquiries 
will be made. 


New Hebridean Natives. 
Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the Colonial Oftice 
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is in possession of any Reports on the 
physical condition of the natives of the 
New Hebrides ; whether they are, like the 
natives of all the other tropical Pacific 
Islands, a delicate people unaccustomed 
to and incapable of continuous work ; 
whether they are fitted for arduous work 
in the mines of New Caledonia or in the 
sugar fields of Fiji; and whether they 
are e likely to die off rapidly if compelled 
under indentures to work for ten or 
twelve hours a day. 


Questions. 


Mr. HARCOURT: Natives of the 
New Hebrides under indentures do not 
work in mines in any place under British 
authority. His Majesty’s Government 
have not and never have had any respon- 
sibility for, or power to control foreign 
recruiting in the New Hebrides for other 
places. The Secretary of State is not 
aware of any special reports on the 
physical condition of natives of the New 
Hebrices ; but the last available mortality 
returns of Polynesian Islanders recently 
working in the sugar districts of Queens- 
land and in Fiji point to no unfitness for 
field-work such as the hon. Member 
suggests. 


Mr. FELL: Does the return apply to 
women and children ? 


Mr. HARCOURT: It applies generally, 


I believe, to the islanders. 


Fiji Sugar Cane Industry. 

Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
has received any report on the health of 
the natives employed on the sugar cane 
fields of Fiji. 


Mr. HARCOURT: The Secretary of 
State has not received any special report 
upon the health of the natives employed 
in the sugar fields of Fiji, but he receives 
periodical reports on the health of the 
natives generally, and the hon. Member 
can see the latest of these reports if he 
cares to call at the Colonial Office. 


New Caledonian Mines. 

Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, if he 
can supply any particulars of the mines 
in New Caledonia where the natives 
from the New Hebrides are to be 
engaged to work, whether they are gold, 
or silver, or what metal, and whether 
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they are worked by underground or by ; 


open workings ; and what is the annual 


death rate among the workmen employed | 


in them. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN 


{26 Marcu 1907} 


AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp | 
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Mr. HARCOURT: The Colonial Secre- 


tary has no official information as to the 
salary that General Botha is receiving. 


Questions. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, §.) : 
Does Dr. Jameson get any remuneration 
from the Limited Liability Companies ! 


GRreY, Northumberland, Berwick) : Such | 


information as we possess respecting New 
Caledonia is contained in the Consular 
Report No. 3548, issued last year. The 


question of whether natives of the New | 


Hebrides are to be engaged for work in 
New Caledonia, and the conditions under 
which, if engaged, they will work there 
is not one which should be addressed to 


His Majesty’s Government or as to which | 
I may add further that | 


they can reply. 
the French authorities have hitherto 
possessed an unrestricted right of obtain- 


Australia and the Western Pacific. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies what 
are the matters connected with the 
| Western Pacific, other than the New 
| Hebrides Convention, in connection with 
which the representations were made by 
the Commonwealth Government to the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
which are alluded to in two despatches 
in Cd 3288. 


ing labour from the New Hebrides for , 


New Caledonia, and that, though they are | 
now bound by certain regulations, they | 


retain jurisdiction over French citizens in 
the New Hebrides, as we do over British 
subjects. 


Transvaal Ministers’ Salaries. 

Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.): I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he can state the salary to be 
paid to General Botha, as Prime Minister 
of the Transvaal Colony ; how does the 
salary compare with the salary, if any, 
received by Dr. Jameson, as Prime 
Minister of Cape Colony ; and will he 
also state the salaries received by the 
Prime Ministers of Natal, the Dominion 
of Canada, the Australian Commonwealth, 
Queensland, Victoria, New South Wales, 
West Australia, South Australia, New 
Zealand, and ‘Tasmania. 


Mr. HARCOURT: T have no official 


Mr. HARCOURT: The matters other 
than the New Hebrides to which 
reference was made in the Secretary of 
State’s despatch of the 20th April, 1906, 
| were the question of the transportation 
of convicts to New Caledonia, and the 
claim of Messrs. Burns, Philp, and Co. 
against the German Government. 


Railway Extension in Northern Nigeris 

Mr. WEDG WOOD (Neweastle-under- 
Lyme): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether any 
instructions have been given to Sir 
Percy Giouard as to reporting on railway 
extensions in Northern Nigeria ; and, if 
so, whether he has been instructed to 
report at the same time on the present 
ownership of the land along the proposed 
lme of rvilway, and as to proposals tor 
securing for this country or the Colony 
any increased value of the land within 
five miles of the proposed railway track. 


information on the subject. Dr. Jameson, | 


I understand, does not draw any salary, | 
lhe following appear to be the figures in | 


other cases:--Natal £1,364, Canada 
$12,000 Commonwealth — of 
£2,100, Queensland £1,300, Victoria 
£1,400, New South Wales £1,570, West- 
ern Australia £1,200, South Australia 


£1,000, New Zealand £1,600, Tasmania | 


£950. 


Mr. LIDDELL asked whether it was | 


not the fact that General Botha was 
receiving a salary of £4,000 a year, and 
each of his Ministers £3,000. 


Australia | 


Mr. HARCOURT: Sir Perey Girouard 
has been instructed to report on the 
subject of railway construction in 
Northern Nigeria. No specific instrue- 
tions have been given to him to report 
on the present ownership of the land 
through which railways may pass, but it 
is thought that under the laws already in 
force in Northern Nigeria the necessary 
facilities exist for securing for the 
Government the increased value of any 
land within a reasonable distance of a 
railway. His attention will, however, 
' be called specially to the point. 
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Mr. WEDGWOOD asked whether, 


seeing that the course of the railway was 
more or less known, the Colonial Office 
would take any steps to prevent land 
speculation pending the actual arrange- 
ments made for testing the increased 
value of the land. 


Questions. 


Mr. HARCOURT : I will see that the 
hon. Member’s wishes are represented to 
the Secretary for the Colonies. 


Turco-Persian Frontier Commission. 

Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Ripon): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
Turkish Commissioners for the recti- 
fication of the Turco-Persian frontier 
arrived in Mosul on 5th July last, and at 
once proceeded to Passovah to meet the 
Persian Commissioners; whether any 
result has yet been reached ; and, if not, 
whether His Majesty’s Government, in 
pursuance of the policy followed in this 
question since 1843, will now endeavour, 
in conjunction with the Russian Govern- 
ment, to bring about a speedy settlement 
of the dispute. 


Str EDWARD GREY: The Joint 
Commission which met at Mosul in 
July last was not productive of any 
definite results. A fresh commission has, 
however, recently met at Mosul. His 
Majesty’s Government have not yet 
received any reports as to its proceed- 
ings, and I cannot add anything to my 
previous Answer. 


Macedonian Budget—Charges for Turkish 
Troops. 

Mr. LYNCH: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he will ascertain from the British financial 
delegate on the Macedonian Reform Com- 
mission the number of Turkish troops 
charged to the Macedonian Budget during 
1906 ; and whether any extra expenditure 
in connection with the contemplated re- 
organisation of the 38rd Army Corps at 
Salonica will be chargeable to that 
Budget. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: The Financial 
Commission have no knowledge of the 
details of the military Budget, and could 
not supply the information desired by 
the hon. Member. For the latter part 
of the Question, I must refer the hon. 
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Member to the Answer returned to his 
Question on the 20th instant.t 


Questions, 


Mr. LYNCH: That Answer was no 
reply to my Question as to the number 
of troops chargeable. 


Sm EDWARD GREY: I have not the 
figures by me. 


Turkish Customs Duties on British 
Goods. 


Mr. BOWLES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in the condition proposed 
by His Majesty’s Government and 
accepted by the Porte and _ the 
Powers with regard to the imposition 
of extra three per centum Custom duties 
upon British imports into Turkey, there 
is any provision which will prevent the 
allocation of Turkish funds set free by 
those new duties to the financial assist- 
ance of the proposed Baghdad Railway. 


Srr EDWARD GREY : T have nothing 
to add to the statements made by me on 
the 14th instant, till Papers can be laid. 


Condition of Morocco Prisons. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that 
the improvement in the condition of 
Morocco prisons has ceased, and that 
things have reverted to their former 
condition; that the prison inspectors 
have been dismissed ; that gaolers have 
little and, in some cases, no pay ; that 
the Government provides no food for the 
prisoners; and that the prisons are 
filthy, insanitary, and full of vermin; 
and, if so, whether he will instruct the 
British Minister at Tangier to consult his 
colleagues as to the necessity of drawing 
the attention of the Moorish Government 
to the condition of the prisons, with a 
view to immediate improvement. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I have 
received no official information to show 
that the state of affairs in the prisons of 
Morocco has recently deteriorated, but 
I will instruct His Majesty’s Minister 
at Tangier to furnish me with a report 
on the subject. 





+ See (4) Debates, clxxi., 849. 
> See (4) Debates, clxxi., 226. 
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1641 Questions. 


New Caledonia. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) : [beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state how many 
convicts are now in New Caledonia; an1 
whether they are still being sent there 
hy the French Government. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I beg to 
refer the Hon. Member to the Consular 
Trade Reports for 1903-4 and 1905, No. 
3131 and No. 3548 Annual Series, and 
to my Answer given on the 20th to the 
hon. Member for Sheffield.+ 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Are the French 


authorities still sending convicts there ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: They have 
informed us they have no present in- 
tention of sending more convicts there. 
I may remind the hon. Member that New 
Caledonia is French and not British 
territory. 


Congo Free State. 

Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that 
King Leopold has offered opposition to 
any communication being made, on the 
part of the Congo Free State, to the 
Belgian Parliamentary Committee with 
reference to the budget of the Free State 
and the financial accounts of the past 
three years; whether the new Colonial 
Council will be, as a matter of fact, 
composed of officials and officers appointed 
by the king; and whether he can 
furnish the House with any information 
on these questions. 


Sik EDWARD GREY : [cannot make 
any statement on these points, which it 
is understood are under discussion by the 
Parliamentary Committee in Belgium. 
Pending that, it cannot be known what 
the result will be. 


The Assuan Dam. 

Mr. ALDEN : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he has any information to the effect that 
the Council of Ministers at Cairo has 
decided to increase the height of the 
Assuan Dam in order to increase the 
present storage of Nile water for irrigation 
purposes ; whether he is aware that this 
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scheme will further submerge the temple 
and island of Phile ; whether archazxo- 
logical experts can hold out any hope 
under the circumstances of being able to 
save these ancient monuments from irre- 
| parable injury ; and, if he finds it possible, 
will he make a reassuring statement on 
the subject. 


Questions. 


Str EDWARD GREY : I would refer 
the hon. Member to my reply to the hon. 
Member for East St. Pancras on this 
subject. The question of the temples of 
Phil is fully deait with in the despatch 
from Lord Cromer which will be laid 
before the House. 


Concessions in Mesopotamia. 

Mr. BOWLES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is aware that a concession of 
the petroliferous deposits in Mesopotamia 
was granted by the Porte on the 4th-17th 
July, 1904; that this concession was 
given on that day to the Company of the 
Ottoman Railway of Anatolia, represented 
by Mr. Zander, in conformity with an 
Iradé of the Sultan ; whether he is aware 
if such concession is still in force ; and 
whether, if he has no information on 
the subject, he will make inquiry by 
telegraph of His Majesty's Embassy at 
Constantinople. 


Sir EDWARD GREY : [ have nothing 
to add to my statement of 22nd instant, } 
and [am not of opinion that any useful pur- 
pose would be served by telegraphing to 
His Majesty's Ambassador at Constanti- 
nople. I cannot publish private informa- 
tion about concessions. 


United States and Canadian Tariffs. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the negotiations 
between His Majesty’s Ambassador at 
Washington and the United States 
(iovernment embraced the tariff relations 
of the United States and Canada ; and 
whether it is a fact announced in New 
York that the United States Secretary 
of State has proposed the adoption by 
Canada of the United States tariff as laid 
against Great Britain and all other 
countries, and then to establish free 
trade between the United States and the 
Dominion. 





i + See (4) Debates, elxxi. , 846-7. 


t See (4) Debates, clxxi, 1265. 








1643 (Juestions. 
Sm EDWARD GREY: The general 
negotiations respecting commercial 


reciprocity which were left unsettled in 
1898 have not been reopened in recent 
negotiations with the British Ambassador, 
and have formed no part of them. In 
answer to the latter part of the Question, 
His Majesty’s Government have not heard 
of any such proposal having been made. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Would the 
Ambassador be empowered to enter into 
such negotiations 4 


Sir EDWARD GREY: He is em- 
powered to do the best he can to settle 
outstanding questions between the United 
States and Canada. As the House is 
aware, there were questions respecting 
commercial reciprocity left unsettled, and 
these would technically form part of the 
outstanding questions ; but, as a matter of 
fact, in the negotiations that have taken 
place, neither the United States nor 
Canada, so far as I_ know, has shown any 
desire to reopen that question. 


Charity Lands and Land Tax. 

Mr. EVERETT (Sutfolk, Wood- 
bridge) : On behalf of the hon. Member 
for South-West Norfolk, I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he is aware that, owing to the recent 
decisions in the High Court (Curtis v. 
Old Monklands Conservative Association), 
trustees of charity lands are not now 
entitled to relief from land tax, even 
though the income from such lands is 
under £160 per annum ; and, seeing that 
in all such cases where the income of 
such charity lands provides gifts in 
money or kind for poor persons the fact 
that land tax is now charged reduces 
such gifts, to the disadvantage of the 
poor, he will, at the earliest moment, 


take such steps as are necessary to 
remedy this state of affairs. 
THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 


CHEQUER (Mr. Asquirn, Fife, E.): 
I sympathise with the position of small 
charities which find a concession with- 
drawn, which, through a mistaken view 
of the law, has in fact been allowed to 
them for several years. On the other 
hand, the necessities of the individual 
recipients of charity have no necessary 
relation to the total income of the parti- 
cular charities from which they receive 
relief. A charity with a total income 
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of £1,009 may provide small allowances 
for 100 beneficiaries, while one with £150 
may have to provide for only one or two. 
There is, therefore, it seems to me, no 
inequity in saying that all charities shall 
be treated alike, without regard to the 
amount of their total income, as the law 
(as now ascertained) says they shall be 
treated. Charities as such have never 
been exempted from land tax, and, as 
at present advised, I am not prepared to 
propose legislation on the subject. 


Beer Tax. 

Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barkston Ash): I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether a recent 
Return has shown that a considerable 
proportion of the beer brewed in this 
country is almost entirely brewed from 
malt and hops; and whether he can 
favourably differentiate in the coming 
Budget in the taxation of such beer as 
compared with that levied upon beer 
brewed largely from malt substitutes. 


Mr. ASQUITH: It is true that “a 
considerable proportion of the beer 
brewed in this country is almost entirely 
brewed from malt and hops.” It is, how- 
ever, also true that, in substituting a 
beer duty for the old malt duty in 1880, 
Mr. Gladstone made “freedom of the 
mash-tun” a prominent condition of the 
change, and that no good reason has ever 
been shown for departing from that 
condition. I may refer the hon. Member 
to the Report of Beer Materials Com- 
mittee, No. C. 9171 of 1899. 


Sale of Silver to the West Indies. 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON: I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer what were the profits made by 
the Imperial Government from the sale 
of silver to the West Indian Colonies in 
each year from 1900 to 1906 inclusive, 
respectively. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The estimated 
profits in the years named were: in 1900, 
£29,606; in 1901, £15,309; in 1902, 
£7,029 ; in 1903, £2,207 ; and in 1906, 
£33,324. In 1904 and 1905 there were 
no profits. 


Post Office Savings Bank. 
Mr. VIVIAN (Birkenhead): I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he has considered altering the 
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1645 (Juestions, 


investments of the Post Office Savings | 
no uncertainty on the point. 


Bank, now in Consols, into Irish land 
stock while prices are about the same for 
both, with a view to increasing the 
income of the Post Office Savings Bank, 
and putting them on a more solvent 
basis. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would delay 


the consideration of this suggested treat- | 


ment of [rish land stock until the Irish 
(Jovernment measure was introduced. 


Mr. ASQUITH : The Answer to that 
is in the negative. At the 3lst March, 
1906, the Post Office Savings Bank Fund 
held £2,321,000 guaranteed 2} per cent. 
stock out of a total amount of ‘such stock 
then created of £13,197,000. At the 
same date, the Fund held £60,617,092 
Consols. So that the substitution which 
my hon. friend suggests would be only 
practicable (if at all) within rather 
narrow limits. Quite apart from this, 
however, there are many reasons which 
would make the Trustees of the Fund 
hesitate to embark upon such an opera- 
tion—particularly under present condi- 
tions. 


*Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY : May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether, in 
consideration of the very great success 
which has attended the Belgian Govern- 
ment in applying Post Office savings to 
the erection of houses for the working 
classes, he can see his way to introduce 
legislation with a like object here ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: I am not sure that 
that arises out of the Question. At any 
rate, I should like to have notice of the 
(Question. 


Income-Tax. 

Mr. VIVIAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
is aware that people holding securities on 
money borrowed from banks have, in 
some cases, to pay both the tax on their 
own income and also on the interest paid 
to the banks, on which the banks also 
pay the tax, the Exchequer therefore 
receiving it twice over ; will he in such 
cases see that repay ment is made so that 
income-tax is only paid on the owner's 
true income as intended by the 1890 
Act; and will he take into consideration 
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(Juestions. 


so amending the Law that there shall be 


Mr. ASQUITH: The result indicated 
in the Question may arise, but, as far 
as possible, the Board of Inland Revenue 
endeavour to meet such cases by allowing 
repayment of tax on the interest paid to 
banks by borrowers, whenever the cireum- 
stances admit of it, and any case of hard- 
ship, if brought before them, is always 
carefully considered. I fear that such difi- 
culties can hardly be altogether avoided 
under the system of tax by deduction, 


/and an amendment of the Law to meet 


all cases would be extremely difficult to 


| frame. 


London Omnibus Service Tickets. 

Mr. STANGER (Kensington, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that certain omnibus companies in London 
issue to their passengers tickets on which 
are printed numbered sections and nothing 
more, whereas other companies indicate 
clearly on their tickets the point to 
which the passenger is entitled to be 
carried for the fare he pays ; and whether, 
for the convenience of the public, he will 


take steps to make the latter practice 
obligatory in all cases. 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Guap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): I have no power to 
insist on uniformity of practice in respect 
of the details shown on omnibus tickets, 
but I will call the attention of the 
Commissioner of Police to the point 
raised by my hon. friend. 


The Crown and the Police. 
*Mr. REES: I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether there are any reasons why the 


, police are not included in the civil 


services of the Crown ; and whether such 
exclusion extends to the higher and 
highest or is limited to the lower and 
lowest ranks. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The police forces 
of England and Wales were created and 
are maintained, not by the Crown, but by 
a large number of police authorities under 
statutes wholly different from those regu- 
lating the civil service of the Crown. 
The only exceptions are the Commis- 
sioner and Assistant Commissioners of 
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the Metropolitan Police who are appointed | of State for the Home Department 
by the Crown, and for whose salaries | whether he is aware that licensing 
provision is made in the Votes. | justices who have incurred expenses in 
| the work of referring licences to compen- 
Adulteration of Calico—Sunderland _ sation authorities, or in supporting their 
eath. ‘objectiuns before quarter session, have 
Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask | been rendered personally liable for such 
the Secretary of State for the Home | expenses; and whether, in dealing with 
Department if his attention has been the licensing question, he will endeavour 
called to the inquest held at  Sunder-| to prevent their being so penalised for 
land on 18th March instant as to/the discharge of duties imposed upon 
the death of Ann Wilson, aged sixteen | them by the Act of 1904. 
years, during the hearing of which the | 
house surgeon at the infirmary said that; Mr. GLADSTONE: I am aware that 
death was due to blood poisoning, which | one of the difficulties which confront 
had been set up by the dressing from the licensing justices in the performance of 
calico, the coroner further remarking that | their duties is the pecuniary liability to 
the calico was laden with as much dress- | which they may be exposed. I have the 
ing as manufacturers cared to put into it | point under consideration. 
for trade purposes, either to obtain a 
better price for it or to improve its Crime in West Suffolk. 
appearance ; and, if so, whether it ishis/) Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 
intention to introduce any legislation | heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
having for its object the restriction of the Home Department if he is aware that 
sale of calico containing matter of such a | during the year 1905 theré were in the 
dangerous character. | West Suffolk administrative county 228 
‘indictable offences committed known to 
Mr. GLADSTONE: I have obtained | the police and 817 non indictable offences ; 
a piece of this calico and I am taking whether these offences comprised, amongst 
steps to obtain an expert opinion upon it others, one case of malicious wounding, 
and upon all the circumstances of the one case of rape, two cases of indecent 
case. assault on females, four cases of larceny 
; ; , of horses and cattle, nine cases of arson, 
Inspection of Omnibus Tickets. ‘three cases of burglary, six cases of 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- housebreaking, 175 cases of larceny, 
tary of State for the Home Depart) and two cases of perjury ; if he can state 
ment, seeing that omnibus companies how many of these offences were com- 
are in precisely the same position | mittedin the Bury St. Edmund’s district ; 
as licensed cabs and have no_ legal and, if these figures accurately represent 
right to demand payment of fares in| the amount of crime in this administrative 
advance, will he state whether he proposes county, what steps he proposes to take in 
to take any steps to prevent omnibus the matter. 
passengers being annoyed by inspectors 
entering the bus and demanding inspec-| Mr.GLADSTONE: Yes. The figures 
tion of tickets. given in the Question correspond with 
those given in the Criminal Statistics for 
Mr. GLADSTONE: I do not think 1905. The Returns do not show in what 
the occasional inspection of omnibus part of the county the offences were 
tickets is unreasonable or that it causes committed. The amount of crime in 
annoyance. Payment in advance seems West Suffolk is not more than in many 
calculated to avoid delay when the! other rural counties, and I believe the 
passengers descend, but in any case I have | police are quite able to cope with it. 
uo power to interfere. It must not be | 


understood that I accept the view of the | Alien Criminals in London. 
law taken by the hon. Member. | Mr. LIDDELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
Licensing Justices’ Liabilities. 'ment the number of aliens summarily 


Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): | dealt with and convicted by the various 
On behalf of the hon. Member for North- | magistrates in the Metropolitan Police 
West Norfolk, I beg toask the Secretary area during each of the past five years 
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for which Returns are available, the | 
nationality of the aliens so convicted, and | 
the nature of the offences for which they | 
have been convicted. 

I beg also to ask the Secretary of State | 
for the Home Department whether he can 
state the number of aliens convicted each | 
year during the last five years for which | 
Returns are available for indictable 
offences at the Old Bailey, the Clerken- | 
well Sessions, and the South London | 
Sessions, the nationalities of the convicted | 
aliens, the various terms of imprisonment | 
inflicted, the number of cases of aliens 
reported for deportation, the actual 
number of aliens deported for criminal 
offences, and the total estimated cost to 
the Treasury already incurred during the 
past five years, and to be incurred before 
their sentences expire, in bringing alien 
criminals to conviction at these courts and 
in maintaining them in prison after 
conviction. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I regret that I 
cannot reply to the detailed Questions put 
to me, as the information necessary for 
the purpose is not available, and could 
not be obtained with any substantial 
degree of accuracy, even by a most 
laborious search. I can, however, say 
that in the last five years for which the 
figures are available there were received | 
into London prisons on conviction, 
summary or other, the following numbers 
of persons who, according to their own 
statements, were born in _ foreign 
countries :—In 1901, 1,667; in 1902, | 
2,090; in 1903, 2,132; in 1904, 2,309 ; 
in 1905, 2,206. Further, in the year 
1906, the first year of the operation of 
the Aliens Act, 332 aliens were recom- 
mended by metropolitan Courts for 
expulsion ; and out of these 202 were 
expelled during the year, many of the 
aliens being at the end of the year still 
in prison undergoing their sentences. I 
may add that full information as to the 
operation of the expulsion provisions of 
the Aliens Act 1s in preparation and will 
be published in due course. 


Insanitary Workshops. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester) : I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for the Home Department how 
many complaints as to dirty or otherwise | 
insanitary workshops and factories have 
been sent by the Factory Department to 
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the metropolitan borough councils during 
the twelve months ending 28th February 
last; also the number of prosecutions 
instituted and cases brought before the 
court by ofticers of the metropolitan 
borough councils for overcrowding or 
insanitation in such factories or work- 
shops. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The number of 
notices sent by the men inspectors to the 
metropolitan borough councils during 
the period named in the Question with 
regard to insanitary conditions in 
factories and workshops was 488. I 
have not been able at such short notice 
to obtain the number of those sent by the 
women inspectors, but the number in 
1906 was 298. I have not the number 
of prosecutions instituted by the borough 
councils in respect of insanitary conditions 
during the period in question, but the 
figure for 1905, as given by the returns 
of the medical officers of health, was 
nineteen. 


Juvenile Woman Suffragists. 

*Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he proposes to take any action 
to prevent the importation of young girls, 
berett of proper protection, into London, 
in order to swell the ranks of organised 
processions and demonstrations of suffra- 
gettes, 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I fear I can add 
nothing to the answer which I gave yes- 
terday to the hon. Member for the Brigg 
Division. | 


*Mr. REES : Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that yesterday’s question was 
particular and this is general ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I am afraid I 
must argue from the particular to the 
general. 


London Police Libraries. 

Dr. COOPER (Southwark, Bermond 
sey): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
any, and, if any, how many, new books 


| were added to the libraries of the M 


Division of Metropolitan Police during 
the year ending 31st December, 1906 ; 
what was the cost of the new books; 
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whether the constables have any voice in 
the selection of the books; if not, who 
selects them; and whether, as nearly 
every metropolitan borough has adopted 
the Free Libraries Act, he will consider 
the advisability of discontinuing the con- 
tribution now required from every 
constable to maintain libraries, and ad- 
vise them to take advantage of the 
facilities offered them by the free 
libraries. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The contribution 
referred to is nominal in amount, being 
only a penny a month. It provides not 
only books but also newspapers for the 
recreation and library rooms. The 
existence of free libraries does not meet 
the needs served by the stations’ libraries. 
No money appears to have heen spent on 
new books in the M Division during 1906, 
but there was expenditure on newspapers, 
ete. Constables, asa rule, have a voice in 
the selection of books, as it is desirable 
they should, and where, if anywhere, this 
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THE PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Jouy 
Burns, Battersea): I am aware that 
there is a considerable number of persons 
on the register of the Manchester Dis. 
tress Committee, but I have not seen the 
figures mentioned by my hon. friend. [| 
have received an application from the 
committee for a grant for the purpose to 
which he refers, but I have not felt able 
to comply with it. The answer to the 
last part of the Question must be in the 
negative. 


(uestions. 


Treatment of Casual Paupers. 

Mr. W. R. REA (Scarborough): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if his attention has been 
called to the custom of certain work- 
house authorities not to liberate the 
inmates of casual wards until late in the 
morning following the second night of 
their sojourn ; and whether he will take 
steps to put an end to the practice, with 
a view to facilitating the inmates’ securing 
work elsewhere. 








practice does not exist, it will be arranged 
for. 


Dr. COOPER asked if the police, or 
many of them, were not householders and 
as such had to pay the free library rate. 
Why should they be compelled to sub- 
scribe to the police library / 


Mr. GLADSTONE: It is a very 
small amount, and I do not know that it 
is really compulsory, but I will inquire 
on that point. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: An order of the 
Local Government Board issued in 1892 
requires that a casual pauper, who has 
been detained for more than one night, 
and who represents that he is desirous 
of seeking work, shall be allowed to dis- 
charge himself at half-past five in the 
morning in the summer, and at half-past 
six in the winter, provided that whilst in 
the casual ward he has performed the 
prescribed task of work to the best of 
his ability. Iam not aware of cases of 
failure on the part of workhouse officers 








Manchester Unemployed. 

Mr. CLYNES (Manchester, N.E.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 
that at the beginning of the present 
month the names of over 800 unemployed 
were on the Manchester Distress Com- 
mittee’s register, that the number is 
increasing, and that only about one-fourth 
are classed as general labourers ; whether 
an adequate grant is to be made from the 
funds at his disposal in aid of this 
committee’s farm colony, now being 
worked with a view to men supporting 
themselves and their families; and 
whether he contemplates making pro- 
posals which may remove the difficulties 
of the local authorities whose employment 
schemes he does not approve or cannot 
assist. 








to comply with this requirement, but if 
any instance of the kind is brought to 
my knowledge I will give attention to it. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: Is there any 
idea of carrying out the suggestions of 
the Committee recently appointed in 
regard to this matter ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I suppose the 
hon. Member refers to the Committee on 
Labour Tests. The Local Government 

3oard and the Home Oftice are consider- 
ing that Report. It has not been before 
us very long. 


Married Women’s Liability. 
Mr. NEWNES (Nottinghamshire, 


Bassetlaw) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
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he proposes to take steps to render a) 
married woman with separate estate | 
liable to contribute towards the main- | 
tenance of her parent, seeing that a son | 
with property or with sufficient wage- | 
earning capacity is so liable. | 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have stated in | 
reply to previous Questions that I have | 
taken note of this point, but that I can- 
not promise to introduce legislation on 
the subject at the present time. I have, | 
however, brought the matter under the | 
notice of the Royal Commission on the 
Poor Law, who have before them the 
subject of the contribution by persons to 
the support of their relatives. 


The Unemployed Fund. 

Mr. THORNE (West Ham, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he will give the 
names of the twenty-two towns in | 
England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales 
that have made applications and been 
refused a grant out of the £200,000 ; and 
whether he will state the number of men | 
who have registered their names as being 
out of employment in the same towns. | 








Mr JOHN BURNS: I will send my 
hon. friend the names of the twenty-two 
distress committees to which I referred 
in my answer to his Question on Friday | 
last, and I will add particulars as to the 
number of applicants for assistance who 
were registered up to lst February. 





Automatic Stamp Machinery. 

Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
will arrange for automatic machines for 
the supply of penny and _halfpenny 
stamps to be placed on the various 
railway stations, so that the public may 
be enabled to prccure stamps on Sundays, 
Bank Holidays, and at other times when 
the post offices are closed. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. | 
SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- | 
lar): Experiments are being made with | 
certain automatic machines for the supply | 
of postage stamps, and, if the result is 
satisfactory, machines will be placed | 
where they are most likely to meet a | 


public demand. 





t See (4) Debates, clxxi., 1273. 
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Mr. LIDDELL: If the machines are 
found to be satisfactory will the right 
hon. Gentleman place them at railway 
stations ? 


Onestions. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The hon. 
Member must allow me time. We have 
not yet got a_ satisfactory machine. 
When we have, I will consider what are 
the best positions for the public con- 
venience. 


Mr. LIDDELL: I have tried the 
machine myself and found it very 
satisfactory. 


Leeds Sorting Office Staff. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that excessive overtime is being 
worked by the staff in the sorting office 
at Leeds ; whether this could be obviated 
by an increase in the staff dealing with 


| circulars, and the appointment of an 


adequate substitution staff with well- 
defined duties, such staffs not to be 
drawn upon for duties other than those 
for which they were established ; and, if 
so, whether steps will be taken at an 
early date to deal with this matter. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Additional 
force has of late been employed in the 
sorting office at Leeds, and the amount of 
overtime duty performed has been much 
reduced. A revision of the establishment 
is under consideration, and the matter 
will not be lost sight of. 


Delay in Leeds Postal Appointments. 

Mr. O'GRADY: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he is aware 
that there are a number of young men at 
the Leeds post office whose appointments 
are delayed, contrary to the provisions of 
the circular of the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners, which states that appointments 
are made, after passing examination, in 
six to twelve months ; that the men in 
question have been in the office from 
three and a half to two years, doing the 
work of the appointed staff for from 4s. 
to 6s. per week less ; and whether, seeing 
that this delay is preventing proper 
increase in increments, loss of holiday, 
and loss of pension, steps will be taken to 
inquire into, and deal with the matter at 


‘ an early date, 


3M 2 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : Four of the 
male learners at Leeds have been ap- 
pointed recently to the establishment, 
and I hope shortly to be able to arrange 
for the appointment of others. The hon. 
Member is under a misapprehension in 
supposing that any of these officers were 
promised appointment after six or twelve 
months from their first employment. No 
such promise was given. 


British Museum Reading Room. 

Mr. RADFORD (Islington, E.): 1 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether, in view of the closing of 
the Reading Room of the British Museum 
from 15th April till 31st October, and 
the inconvenience to be cansed thereby 
to students and literary men and women 
who daily make use of the Reading 
Room, steps will be taken to minimise the 
inconvenience by providing temporary 
accommodation for the readers in the 
galleries of the Museum or elsewhere. 


Mr. HARCOURT: I would refer my 
hon. friend to the printed Answer given 


{COMMONS} 











yesterday by the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to the hon. Member for | 
Northampton, and circulated with the | 
Votes this morning.+ The matter is in | 
the hands of the Trustees, and I have no 
power to make other arrangements. 


The National Physical Laboratory. 

Srr W. EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if certain 
officials of the National Physical Labora- 
tory were some time ago engaged for 
approximately nine months on a research 
on gutta-percha for a private firm ; if so, 
what fee was paid for the research ; if 
it has been published and is accessible to 
the general public ; and, if not, will he 
give orders for its immediate publication. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Runciman, 
Dewsbury): I am informed that the 
Answer to the first part of the Question 
is in the affirmative. The fee paid was 
£502 17s. 4d. The chemical results 
arrived at were published in a paper by 
Dr. Caspari, which was printed in the 
Journal of the Society of Chemical 
Industry for 30th December, 1905, and 
in the Collected Researches of the 





4 t See (4) Debates, elxxi., 1470. 
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Questions. 


Laboratory, volume II.; a copy of this 
has been placed in the library. The 
physical and mechanical results are in the 
Director’s hands and could be published 
if necessary, but it has not been thought 
that they are of sufficient public import- 
ance to justify the expenditure. 


Sir W. EVANS GORDON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether, 
during the last two years, the National 
Physical Laboratory has received approxi- 
mately £15,000 from the Government 
in the way of grants; and, if so, what 
return the nation has received in the way 
of researches of national importance ; and 
if he will state when and where such 
researches were published. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The sum of 
£15,000 has been received from the 
Government in the way ef grants for 
buildings and equipment during the past 
two years. The buildings are now being 
erected and are for the most part still in 
the contractor's hands. Arrangements 
are well advanced for commencing work 
which will, it is confidently expected, 
yield satisfactory results. 


Sir W. EVANS GORDON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury what 
is the total amount of money for the 
original equipment, and in the way of 
annual grants, which the National 
Physical Laboratory has received from 
Government up tothe present time ; and 
if he can give particulars of the results of 
any research which can be considered in 
any way an adequate return for the ex- 
penditure incurred. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The total amount 
of money received for the original equip- 
ment of the National Physical Laboratory 
was £19,000. The annual grants from 
September, 1899, to March, 1907, have 
amounted to £33,500 in all. Full 
particulars of the expenditure of these 
grants appear in the accounts of the 
Laboratory, presented annually to the 
Treasury. A list of the researches 
published is printed in the Report of the 
Laboratory for 1906, pp. 21-25. Copies 
of this Report have been placed in the 
Library and the more important re- 
searches, exclusive of those published from 
the Observatory Department, are marked 
with an asterisk. The results of the 
principal investigations also appear in the 
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Collected Researches of the National 
Physical Laboratory, two volumes of 
which have been issued and are in the 
Library ; a third volume is in coarse of 
preparation. These volumes may be 
obtained from Messrs. Harrison and Sons, 
45, St. Martin’s Lane, the publishers for 
the Laboratory. 


AN HON. MEMBER asked whether it 
was not the fact that this institution, 
which was supported by State funds, was 
in competition with private manufacturers 
and undertook pure tests of conductivity 
which could be carried out by any 
physical chemist in his own laboratory. 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.) asked whether it was not the fact 
that our national expenditure on these 
matters was far too small. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said the last Ques- 
tion involved a matter of opinion. There 
was a Departmental Committee of the 
Treasury now sitting to inquire into the 
working of the Laboratory, which he 
hoped would report shortly. 


North Sea Fishery Investigation. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade, having regard to 
the fact that a sum of £12,500 is placed 
on the Estimates for the current year for 
North Sea Fisheries investigation, Class 
4, Vote 6 (Scientific Investigation), will 
he state the entire sum expended by His 
Majesty's Government up to the present 
time on North Sea Fisheries investigation, 
and what sum has been expended up to 
the present time by each of the other 
Powers participating in the investigation, 
seeing that this information is not con- 
tained at page 41 of Command Paper 
2966 of 1906. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.): Perhaps I may be allowed 
to answer this Question. The amount ex- 
pended by the Government on North Sea 
Fisheries investigations during the five 
years which end in July next will have 
been about £70,000. 
the estimated expenditure of other 
Powers will be found on pages 112 to 115 
of Command Paper 1313 of 1903. 


Tithe Rent Charge Redemption 
Mr. J. M. HENDERSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg toask the hon. Member 


{26 Marcu 1907} 


' for South Somerset, as representating the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 


Information as to | 
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whether he is aware that, in an ordinary 
case of reapportionment or redemption of 
a small amount of vicarial tithe rent- 
charge in the parish of Epping, Essex, 
No. 16940, the Board of Agriculture have 
been occupied more than two years, and 
have not yet completed the requisite 
formalities ; and whether he can see his 
way to provide some method by which 
this delay may be avoided, and greater 
facilities atforded for carrying out such 
applications in future, in order that the 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries may 
be better enabled to relieve certain payers 
of tithe rent-charge from paying for 
properties belonging to other owners 
without adequate means of redress. 


Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY: AI- 
though some preliminary inquiries were 
addressed to the Board in this case in 
March, 1905, the formal application for 
redemption was not received until April, 
1906. A survey of the lands was then 
necessary, but owing to the pressure of 
work in the Department it was unfortun- 
ately impossible to get this completed 
until early this month. The order for 
redemption has now been made and the 
proceedings will be completed with the 
least possible delay. 


Anthrax Outbreaks. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Somerset, as representing 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether he is aware that, for the week 
ending 9th March last, there were twenty- 
eight outbreaks of anthrax and thirty-six 
animals attacked by the disease in 
seventeen different counties in England, 
Wales, and Scotland; whether in 
consequence of the spread of anthrax 
throughout the country, which is not 
only financially disastrous, but dangerous 
to human beings who have to deal with it, 
the Board of Agriculture will institute an 
inquiry as to the origin of the disease and 
as to what steps should be taken to stamp 
it out ; and whether consideration will be 
given to the question of the desirability 
of paying compensation to those who have 
suffered heavy losses through the 


| disease. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: The 


Answer to the first part of my hon. 





1659 


friend’s Question is in the affirmative, but 
I am happy to say that the disease is not 
increasing throughout the country, the 
number of cases this year being slightly 
less than in the corresponding periods of 
1905 and 1906. Investigations are pro- 
ceeding both as regards the nature of the 
disease and the means by which it is 
spread, and any amendments in the 
existing Orders on the subject which may 
appear to be necessary will at once be 
made. The Board are only empowered 
to pay compensation where animals are 
compulsory slaughtered. In the case of 
anthrax it is, as a general rule, inadvisable 
to resort to slaughter owing to the 
extreme danger of spreading the 
disease if any of the blood is spilt. 


Questions. 


House Attendants and All-night 
Sittings. 
Mr. SUMMERBELL : I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for Mid-Derbyshire, as 


{COMMONS} 





Chairman of the Kitchen Committee, how 
long the female attendant was on duty at 
the staff bar in the House during the | 
sitting of Wednesday-Thursday, and | 
what extra pay she received for her | 
services. 


Sir J. A. JACOBY (Derbyshire, Mid. ): 
In reply to the hon. Member there are 
two female attendants in the staff bar. 
The female attendant was relieved from 
duty on Thursday morning at 9 o'clock, 
and will receive two days extra pay. The 
all-night sitting of the House puts a great 
strain on the Kitchen Committee. The 
manager is instructed to work the staff in 
sections, and relieve them once or twice 
during the sitting. 





Island of Lewis Herring Fishery. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary | 
for Scotland in view of the inability of | 
the fishermen in the Island of Lewis to | 
provide themselves with steam drifters | 
for the prosecution of the herring fishing, 
will the Congested Districts Board con- 
sider the expediency of granting loans to 
Lewis fishermen for the acquirement of 
steam drifters, especially in view of the 
assistance rendered to the Irish fisheries 
by the Government. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Stncvatr, Forfarshire) : The Ques- 
tion of granting loans to fishermen for the 
purchase of fishing boats has been care- 
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fully considered, and has been rejected as, 
on the whole, inexpedient. 


Scottish National Galleries—Board of 
Trustees. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
for Scotland, having regard to the fact 
that, under the Act of last year, the 
Board of Trustees to manage the National 
Galleries of Scotland must be established 
by Ist April, is he now ina position to 
announce the names of the chairman and 
members of the Board. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Not yet ; I hope to 
do so shortly. 


School Board Register. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
for Scotland, in view of the number of 
persons in Scotland, especially in the 
Highland crofting counties, who have no 
votes at school board elections by reason 
of their rentals being under £4, will he 
arrange to deal with the school board 
franchise in the new Scottish Education 


Bill. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: As I yesterday in- 
formed the hon. Member for Sutherland, 
it is proposed under the Bill to make the 
school board franchise the same as that 
for parish council elections. 


Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): Will it 
be the same franchise as is used in the 
county council elections ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Yes, I think s. 


Scotland and the Education Grant. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland whether, having 
regard to the £100,000 that it is propose 
to vote to England and Wales for school 
buildings out of Imperial funds, he has 
arranged to get an equivalent grant for 
Scotland. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No, Sir. 


Scottish Poor Law Medical Relief. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Secretary for 
Scotland, whether, in view of the fact 
that parish councils cannot use money 
out of the rates to compel a medical man 
to provide an assistant for the general 
benefit of the public, he will put into 
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operation the powers of the Local 
Government (Scotland) to protect the 
interests of the poor. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I am informed that 
the Local Government Board for Scot- 
land have no authority to see that 
medical assistance is provided other than 
for the legal poor ; the duty of provision 
for them lies with the parish council. 


Loch Ness Fishery. 

Mr. J. DEWAR (Inverness) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland if he 
is aware that a conviction under the 
Salmon Fishing Act of 1844 was recently 
obtained in the Inverness Sheriff Court 
against a Fort Augustus angler for fish- 
ing in Loch Ness ; if he is aware that the 
public have from time immemorial exer- 
cised unchallenged the right of fishing in 
Loch Ness, which is a navigable loch ; 
and if he will take the necessary steps to 
ascertain what are the rights of the 
public in this matter, and, if necessary, 
to protect them. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: A conviction was 
recently given, as stated. I am not 
aware as to the exercise by the public of 
the right of salmon fishing in Loch Ness ; 
as far as I am informed it does not 
appear to differ from other lochs in 
Scotland in this respect; if my hon, 
friend desires me to do so, I will make 
further inquiry upon that point. 


Mr. J. DEWAR: Will the fishing 
rights in Loch Ness come within the 
inquiry to be held into Scottish riparian 
rights generally ! 


Mr. SINCLAIR said he could give no 
definite pledge as to the scope of that 
inquiry, and he wouid like notice of 
questions as to particular fishings. 


Mr. ANNAN BRYCE (Inverness 
Burghs): Will inquiry be made as 
regards other lochs ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I understand the 
law is the same for all lochs of the same 
character. 


Beauly and Ness Fisheries. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade if he will 
state the names of the landlords who 
claim fishery rights to the estuary of 
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the Ness and Beauly rivers; and to 
what extent those rights extend sea- 
wards from the mouth of the Beauly 
and Ness rivers respectively. 


Questions. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: My right hon. 
friend has asked me to reply. I have 
made inquiries, but I have not yet been 
able to obtain sufficiently accurate in- 
formation to enable me to give an answer 
to my hon. friend. 


Reenard Pier. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is now 
in a position to state what steps, if any, 
will be taken to build a pier at Reenard, 
county Kerry, under the Marine Works 
Act. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror [RE- 
LAND (Mr. Brirrent, Bristol, N.): I 
regret that I am not yet in a position 
to make a definite statement on this 
subject. The funds available under the 
Marine Works Act are now very limited, 
as the hon. Member is aware. The 
claims of Reenard and other places to 
assistance from the fund are at present 
engaging the attention of the Irish 
Government. 


Cooscroum Landing Stage. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
application to the Congested Districts 
| Board for improved landing facilities at 
| Cooscroum, county Kerry, was made 
| before the Marine Works Bill was intro- 
duced, and that no application for assist- 
ance under the Act has been made ; and 
whether, in view of the necessity for 
improvement at this important fishing 
cove, the Congested Districts Board will 
dsxal with this application out of the 
funds placed at their own disposal, 
without reference to applications made 
for other works of a different nature 
under the Marine Works Act. 





Mr. BIRRELL: The proposal to build 
a landing place at Cooscroum was under 
the consideration of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board so far back as 1892, but 
|Coonana was decided upon as a more 
| suitable site and a pier was built at that 
place. The question has been renewed 
in recent years, but the Board have 
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decided to postpone its consideration 
until it shall be ascertained what works 
are to be carried out at Reenard Point, 
and what contribution, if any, they may 
give to such works, The matter will be 


Questions. 


again brought before the Board at their | 


meeting next month. 


Cattle Ranches in King’s County. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s | 


County, Tullamore): I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 


of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to a portion of the Fuller estate at 
Woodfield, Clara, King’s County, consist- 
ing of 140 Irish acres, exclusive of wood 
and bog land, now let on the eleven 
months grazing system by the Receiver 
in Chancery, the owner being of unsound 
mind ; and whether, in view of the fact 


that there are tenants on other parts of | 
this estate living under miserable condi- | 
tions on holdings of a few acres of bog | 
land, he will advise the Estates Commis- | 
sioners to contemplate the purchase of | 


this cattle ranche for the economic 


enlargement of the holdings of such | 


tenants and the provision of holdings 
for their sons, who are walking 
about unable to find employment ; 
and whether he would also recommend 
the Estates Commissioners similarly to 


consider the case of another cattle ranche | 


of a thousand acres on the estate of Mrs. 
Jane Bailey, at Ballycumber, King’s 
County, with a view to the enlargement 
of uneconomic holdings or the reinstate- 
ment of evicted tenants, or both purposes 
combined. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners are unable to trace any proceed- 
ings for sale as having been instituted 
before them in respect of the estates 
mentioned. If the hon. Member will 
furnish them with particulars of the 
estates and the names and addresses of 
the owners or their agents, the Commis- 
sioners will inquire whether the estates 
are for sale. 


Teaching Staffs of Irish Schools. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Com- | 


missioners of National Education have 
officially stated that it was impracticable 
for one teacher to instruct separately and 


efficiently six different classes, as was the | 
case in small schools under the results 
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a and, if so, whether, in the case 
'of such teachers who did not receive 
| their training diplomas owing to service 
| under these circumstances, and who have 
‘given thoroughly satisfactory service 
under the new system, the issue of there 
diplomas would be reconsidered, or is it 
‘the intention of the Commissioners to 
penalise permanently those teachers for 
unsatisfactory service under conditions 
which the Commissioners have admitted 
to be impracticable for success and have 
revised. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Commissioners 
of National Education inform me that a 
statement to the effect mentioned was 
_made in their introduction to the revised 
| programme of instruction issued in 1901. 
| This statement, which should be read with 
the context, formed part of an exposition 
of the necessity for altering the methods 
of school organisation which existed under 
the obsolete system of payment by 
results, Training diplomas are awarded 
by the Commissioners to King’s scholars 
who, after training, have given two years 
satisfactory service as teachers. ‘The 
Commissioners see no reason to reconsider 
cases in which diplomas were disallowed 
after adequate time had been afforded to 
King’s scholars to earn them }y satisiac- 
tory service. I will send to the hon. 
Member a detailed statement which I 
have received from the Commiss‘oners, 
giving their reasons. 


Sugar Beet Cultivation in Ireland. 

Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the result of the tests of 
the growing of sugar beetroot in Ireland 
compare favourably with the production 
in the great sugar beet countries of the 
continent ; and if he can give any esti- 
mate of the amount of the acreage in Ire- 
land suitable for growing sugar beet, and 
how many tons of sugar such an acreage 
would produce according to the results 
of the latest tests. 


Mr. BIRRELL: In the opinion of the 
Department of Agriculture the Answer 
to the first part of the Question is in the 
affirmative. The Department are not in 


|& position to estimate the acreage in 
Ireland specially suitable for growing 
| sugar beet, and consequently are unable 
to state the number of tons of sugar 
which it might be possible to produce. 
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If the hon. Member will refer to my 
Answer to the Question put by the hon. 
Member for South Sligo, on 27th Febru- 
ary,t he will see that the Department do 
not consider that beet could be made 
as remunerative a crop as other root 
ciops now grown in Ireland. 


Questions. 


Lord Crofton’s Roscommon Estate. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
a representation was made to the Com- 
missioners last month by the small 
tenants in the Ogulla district, Tulsk, 
Roscommon, asking for the purchase 
and redistribution of the grass lands on 
the estate of Lord Crofton, Moate, 
county Roscommon, with a view to re- 
lieving congestion and preventing emi- 
gration; and whether he can say with 
what result. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Es‘ates Commis- 
sioners have received a memorial to the 
effect mentioned from certain tenants on 
the estate of Lord Crofton, and have 
referred it for inquiry to their inspector, 
who is dealing with the estate. The 
inspector's report has not yet been 
received, 


Ballynanty Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Estates Com- 
missioners have instructed or will instruct 
their inspector to use his best endeavours 
to arrange between Mr. Smith, owner of 
the Ballynanty property, near Bruff, or 
his agent, Mr. White, of Limerick, and 
Mrs. Hartigan, of Clorane, Croom, county 
Limerick, so as to give her back her 
evicted farm in Ballynanty. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners have had this case _ investi- 
gated by an inspector. The owner 
declines to reinstate Mrs. Hartigan, 
upon the ground that her husband was 
not evicted, but surrendered his lease- 
hold interest in the farm, and ‘signed a 
formal deed of surrender. The Com- 
missioners will further consider Mrs. 
Hartigan’s application in connection with 
the allotment of any untenanted land 
which they may acquire in the locality. 





+ See (4) Debates, elxx., 53. 
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Moohan Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, can he say whether the 
Estates Commissioners, through their in- 
spector or by private correspondence, 
have as yet been able to induce Mr. 
Courtnay Croker, landlord, or Mr. John 
Barrington, agent, of the Moohan pro- 
perty near Herbertstown, county Limer- 
ick, to get Timothy Kirby, planter on 
the farm of Mr. Michael Power, to leave 
the farm on some consideration and hand 
it back to the owner before the vesting 
order will have been issued to all the 
other tenants. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners have not yet been able to 
eTect any arrangement in the case re- 
ferred to, but will direct their inspector 
when visiting the estate to ascertain 
from Kirby the terms, if any, upon 
which he would be prepared to surrender 


the holding. 


Manister Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, if he can say whether the 
Estates Commissioners, through their 
inspector or otherwise, have endeavoured 
to make some arrangement for reinstate- 
ment to his farm on the lands of Belty- 
ville, Manister, county Limerick, between 
the landlord, the Reverend Mr. Lee, or 
his agent, Ernest Brown, of Limerick, 
and the evicted tenant, Mr. Edmond 
Hartigan, of Patrickswell, Holycross, 
Kilmallock; and, if such has not yet 
been done, will he use his influence in 
that direction. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners have had the case of Mr. 
Hartigan investigated by their inspector, 
whose report has been received and is 
awaiting their consideration. 


Knocklong Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, can he say whether the negotia- 
tions for sale and purchase between the 
Misses Cooper and their tenants around 
Knocklong, county Limerick, have as vet 
resulted in an application for the sale 
of the estate before the Estates Com- 
missioners ; and will he use his influence’ 
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with the Estates Commissioners and 
Messrs. Sanders, of Charleville, county 
Cork, agents to the property, so as to 
restore to their holdings the evicted 
tenants, Thomas Barry and John 
M’Grath. 


Questions, 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Com- 
missioners have received applications for 
reinstatement from the evicted tenants 
mentioned, and are in communication 
with the owner with the object of pro- 
curing an inspection of the holdings 
formerly occupied by these persons. 
Proceedings have recently been instituted 
before the Commissioners for the sale 
of the tenanted portion of the estate in 
question, but the case has not reached 
its turn to be dealt with. 


Anghavas Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. THOMAS F. SYMTH (Leitrim, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if the 
Estates Commissioners will have Mrs. 
Alice Reilly reinstated on the farm of 
land in Anghavas, on the estate of Lord 
Harlech, in county Leitrim, from which 
her late husband was evicted ; and, as 
the man who is in occupation of the 
farm at the present time is willing to 
take compensation, if steps will be taken 
to have this evicted tenant restored to 
her home without further delay. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners have investigated Mrs. Reilly’s 
case and have ascertained that the former 
holding is now occupied by a permanent 
tenant. The Commissioners have decided 
that they cannot at present take action 
in the matter, but they will consider 
Mrs. Reilly’s application in the event of 
their having any untenanted land in 
the locality to dispose of. 


Lord Dunraven’s Tenantry. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will arrange that the 
Estates Commissioners, now that Lord 
Dunraven and his tenants around 
Adare, Croom, and elsewhere have 
arranged as to terms of sale and purchase, 
shall also arrange between his Lordship 
and George Spearing, of Beabus, and 
Thomas Drew, who are yet unsettled for 
owing to inundation of land caused by 
hatcheries on the river Mague put down 
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by the landlord, and eviction in the case 
of Mr. Drew. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Estates Commis- 
sioners have fully considered the case of 
George Spearing, and have decided to 
take the necessary steps to declare 
Spearing to have purchased his holding 
at their estimated price. The inspector's 
report as to the case of Thomas Drew 
has not yet been received. 


Tyrone Orangeman. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the attention 
of the Lord Chancellor of Ireland has 
been called to the speech delivered by 
Mr. Averell Lloyd at the annual soiree 
of the Tannamore Loyal Orange Lodge, 
county Tyrone, No. 513; whether he is 
aware that this gentleman incited his 
hearers to obtain arms and teach their 
children how to use them ; whether Mr. 
Averell Lloyd holds the commission of 
the peace; and whether he has been 
asked for an explanation of the language 
attributed to him. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am not aware 
whether the Lord Chancellor’s attention 
has been directed to the speech in ques- 
tion. According to a newspaper report 
which I have seen, Mr. Lloyd urged his 
hearers to provide arms for their own 
protection, and teach their children to 
use them. Mr. Lloyd holds the commis- 
sion of the peace. I do not think it 
necessary to call the Lord Chancellor's 
attention to the matter. 


Mr. LUNDON: The advice is a 
double-edged sword which can cut both 
ways. 


Knockrow Outrage. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, §.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, on the night of 8th March, 
fifty-six yards of wall, along the public 
road, were knocked down on the farm of 
Patrick Raftery, at Knockrow, Kilchreest, 
county Galway ; and whether any persons 
have been arrested in connection with 
this outrage. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The police authorities 
inform me that on the night of &th March 
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a loose stone wall bounding Mr. Raftery’s 
farm was thrown down. No arrest has 
yet been made. 


Questions. 


United Irish League—South Galway 

ranch. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the South Galway executive of the 
United Irish League, at a meeting held 
on Sunday, 10th March, ordered the herd 
on the farm of Patrick Raftery, at Knock- 
row, Kilchreest, county Galway, not to 
work any longer for his master, because 
Raftery had taken the farm from which a 
former tenant had been evicted; and 
whether he will see that the herd in 
question has ample protection in case he 
continues to work for Raftery. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Is this the 
branch of which the Parliamentary Secre- 
tary of the Local Government Board is a 
member, and have any other members of 
the Government joined it ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I only know what 
appears in the papers. I read it that the 
branch referred to was at Peckham. A 


report has appeared in a local newspaper | 
to the effect that Mr. Raftery’s herd was | 


to be asked to cease working for his 
master, but the police auth rities have no 
information that this alleged intention 
has been carried out. The police will 
afford due protection to the herd if any 
necessity should arise. 


Irish Judges Addresses. 
Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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to publish statements furnished by the 
police authorities for the information of 
the Judges. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
Judge Johnson has condemned the prac- 
tice of the police supplying these reports. 


(Questions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I saw that. 
Irish Judges and Police Reports. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the substance 
of the Commission under which Judges of 
Assize in Ireland go on cirenit; and 
whether any authority is given by such 
Commission to call for reports of crimes 
from the constabulary, or to comment in 
charges to grand juries on such reports 
or on the subjects with which they are 
conversant. 





| Mr. BIRRELL: I am informed by the 
| Lord Chancellor that the specific powers 
vested in Judges by the Commission of 
Assize are, as regards criminal matters, 
| to hear, examine, discuss, and determine 
/on all treasons, murders, manslaughters, 
burnings, unlawful assemblies, felonies, 
robberies, extortions, oppressions, trans- 
gressions, crimes, contempts, offences, 
evildoings, and causes whatsoever within 
each county, as well against the peace 
and the common law as the form and 
effect of any statutes, ordinances, or 
provisions heretofore made ; and also to 
deliver the gaols. The Commission goes 
on to command all officers and persons 
to aid, assist, and be obedient to the 
Judge in the execution of the premises. 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has | 


seen a Report of an address delivered by 


Mr. Justice Kenny to the grand jury of | 


Roscommon, in which it was stated that 
there was veiled intimidation in that 
county; whether this statement was 
contained in a Report presented by the 
police authorities to the Judge; if so, 
whether this Report was submitted to 


him before being presented to the Judge ; | 
and whether it will be published in order | 
that the statements it contains may be | 


checked. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The reply to the 
first two inquiries is in the affirmative, 
and to the third in the negative. It 
would be inconsistent with official practice 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Does the 
same practice prevail in England ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: So far as I under- 
stand it, the course, although not in 
| identically the same words, is substan- 
| tially the same in the two countries. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Has the Irish Judge authority to call for 
reports from the police. That is the 
| point ; and then we want to know further 
‘if there is an analogous practice in 
| England ? 


| Mr. BIRRELL: There is no direct 
‘command to the Irish Judge to call for 
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returns, but I think the words of the 
Commission authorise the Judge to obtain 
such information as may enable him to 
hear, discuss, examine and determine 
cases coming before him. 


Mr. HAYDEN: Will the Irish 
Government consider the advisability of 
issuing an order to the police not to 
furnish such reports in the future and 
thus bring the practice of the two 
countries into conformity 4 


Questions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Before I answer that 
I must find out what the practice in 
England is. 


Dublin College of Science and Art. 

Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the whole 
of the exterior and interior stone facings 
for the College of Science and Art, 
Dublin, will be of Irish stone. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I have nothing to 
add to the numerous replies which have 
been given on this subject. 


Mr. HALPIN: Is the hon. Gentleman 
aware that stone quarried in North West 
Clare is some of the best obtainable ? 
Will he not see that it is used in these 
buildings ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I have been told 
that Irish stone is of the highest possible 
quality, but I cannot undertake to decide 
as between different classes of Irish 
stone. 


The Hague Conference. 

Mr. ALDEN : I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister whether he has received a 
resolution passed unanimously by the 
Ontario Legislature, urging that at the 
forthcoming Hague Conference an 
attempt should be made to constitute it a 
permanent congress of nations ; whether 
he has any knowledge of the views of 
other provinces or Colonies in this matter ; 
and whether he will take steps to urge 
the desirability of such a permanent 
congress at the forthcoming Conference. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling 


Burghs): I have not received the resolue 
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tion referred to, but I would point out 
that a permanent Court of Arbitration 
already exists to which outstanding 
cases have been referred. 


Questions, 


Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.) asked 
whether, in order to meet the wide and, 
he hoped, laudable public interest in this 
forthcoming Conference, its agenda, or, at 
any rate, the programme to be put 
forward by the British delegates, might 
as soon as possible be communicated to 
the House, and also the names of the 
British delegates. 


Srr H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN: 
No doubt information as to this will be 
given in due time. 


Exhibitions and the Colonial Conference. 

Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister whether he will entertain the 
proposal to include among the ques- 
tions to be submitted to the Colonial 
Conference the proposal to hold a 
great international exhibition in London 
at an early date, so as to learn the 
views of the Colonies on the matter 
which would exhibit to the world the 
resources of the Empire and tend towards 
its consolidation and development. 


Stk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
As I informed the hon. Member on a 
previous occasion, I have no information 
about the proposal to hold an exhibition 
in London to which he refers. 


Small Landholders (Scotland) Bill. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister when the 
Second Reading of the Small Landholders 
(Scotland) Bill will be taken. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I cannot fix a date at present. 


Scottish Estimates. 
Mr. CROMBIE: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister if he will set aside a day 
soon after Easter for the discussion of 
Scottish Estimates. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am afraid I cannot give any under- 
taking. The date for dealing with the 





Estimates depends on a variety of 
considerations. 
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The Channel Tunnel. 
Mr. BYLES: I beg to ask the Prime 
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Minister whether the Government will | 


lay any Papers setting out the opinions 
of their military or other advisers upon 
which they based their condemnation of 
the Channel Tunnel scheme. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The decision of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment was arrived at on general grounds 
of policy involving more than purely 
military or naval considerations. It is 
not desirable that individual opinions as 
regards special aspects of the question 
should be made public. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. LANE-FOX inquired if it would 
be possible for the House to meet at noon 


on Wednesday instead of a quarter before 
Three o'clock. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked what 
business would be taken immediately 
after the holidays ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said that, if he found it practicable and 
there was any general desire in that direc- 
tion, he would propose that the House 
should meet at noon to-morrow. As it was 


necessary to secure the approval of the | 


House before 7th April to the Liverpool 
and Hong-kong mail contracts, a Motion 
for the purpose would be the first Order 
of the day to-morrow, to be followed by 
the Motion for Adjournment. There 
would be no other Government: business. 
On the reassembling of the House on 
Monday, 8th April, Supply, the Office of 
Works Vote, would be proposed for dis- 
cussion ; on Tuesday the Second Reading 
of the Army Bill, the debate to be con- 
tinued, if necessary, on Wednesday ; on 
Thursday (11th) the debate on procedure 
rules would be continued, if necessary. 


An HON. MEMBER asked if there 
would be any business the next day 
beyond the Motion for Adjournment. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is necessary to secure approval of the 
Liverpool and Hong Kong mail contract 
before 7th April, and therefore that will 
be the first Order on the Paper. It is 
not expected to lead to any prolonged 
discussion. 
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Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) asked 


the ruling of Mr. Speaker on a question 


general in character but having special 
reference to the action of the Patronage 
Secretary in regard to the Liverpool 
and Hong-Kong mail contract. A Motion 
to approve that contract had been on the 
Paper for several days, and he, wishing 
to put before the House grave considera- 
tions in relation to the subject, had made 
repeated inquiries of the Whips and of 
the Clerk as to when the Motion would 
be taken, but without getting any definite 
assurance. The Patronage Secretary was 
aware of his intention, and it was with 
much surprise he had heard that im- 
mediately before the rising of the House 
on the previous night an attempt had 


been made to smuggle the Motion 
through. He would ask what means 


Members had of ascertaining before the 
beginning of each day’s sitting what 
business would be taken during the 
sitting. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the question had 
had a long preamble, with which of course 
he had nothing todo. As to the question 
itself, he nad to say that the fact of the 
notice appearing on the Order Paper was 
an intimation to the House that the 
Government intended to take the Motion 
if they could, and if any Member was 
interested, it was his duty to be present 
when the Motion was called. Of course, 
it was always open to a Member to 
ascertain privately the Government’s 
intention. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe TREASURY (Mr. Georce 
WuiteLey, Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) 
said he was not aware that the hon Mem- 
ber had a serious desire to raise a discus- 
sion on the contract, though there had 
been jocular allusions to the subject. The 
Motion had been put down in the usual 
way for the end of business and would have 
been taken in the usual way if it had not 
been blocked. The hon. Member knew 
perfectly well it was the intention of the 
Government to take it whenever they 
could. 

Mr. HAROLD COX : Is it not possible, 
when the Government intend to take a 
Bill at a given sitting, for it to be 
signified in a special manner ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Motion appeared 


_in the proper place and had no objection 
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been taken it would have gone through | 
in the ordinary way. 


Business of the 


In reply to Sir A. AcLAND-Hvob 


(Somerset, Wellington), 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the salary of the First Commissioner 
of Works would be reserved as a target 
for observations at a later period of the | 
session, and would not be voted on the | 
Thursday after the holidays. 


NEW BILLS. 
ilines 
Mason SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- | 
cromby) asked the noble Lord the | 
Member for Marylebone East if he was 
aware that the Small Cottages and 
Holdings Bill he proposed to present 
would shut out discussion of a Resolution 
on the same subject of which the hon. 
Member for Melton had given notice, 
and whether, in view of the Speaker's 
ruling on the previous day, he would 
refrain from presenting the Bill. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, £.) said 
he had carefully considered the matter. 
He found that the hon. Member for 
Barnstaple recently placed on the Paper 
a notice in order to preclude the hon. 
Member for Norwood from raising a very 
important question in connection with 
the finances of the country, and did 
not remove it until the opportunity for 


effectively raising the question had 
passed. Again he noticed that the hon. 


Member for Loughborough proposed that 
day to present a Bill designed to prevent 
the House expressing its opinion on 
woman suffrage. Under the circum. 
stances he did not see his way not to 
present his Bill, but if the bon. Member 
for Loughborough refrained from pre- 
senting his it might alter his view. 


ADULT (WOMEN AND MEN) ENFRAN- 
CHISEMENT BILL. 

“To enable all adult women and men 
to vote at Parliamentary Elections,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Levy ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, 10th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 142.] 


! MUNICIPAL MILK DEPOTS BILL. 


“ To authorise and regulate the estab- 
lishment of Milk Depots by certain local | 


Mr. J. W. Louther. 
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authorities, and for matters incidental 


thereto,” presented by Mr. John Burns ; 


supported by Dr. Macnamara ; to be read 
a second time upon Monday, &th April, 
[ Bill 143.] 


SMALL HOLDINGS AND COTTAGES 

3ILL. 

“To facilitate the supply of Small 
Holdings for occupying tenants and the 
building and improvement of Cottages,” 
presented by Lord Robert Cecil ; sup- 
ported by Mr. Laurence Hardy; to he 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 9th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 144.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
(PROCEDU RE.) 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [25th March] to 
Question {20th March}. (1) When a 
bill has been read a second time it shall 
stand committed to one of the Standing 
Committees, unless the House, on Motion 
to be decided without amendment or 
debate, otherwise order. But this Order 


| shall not apply to (a) Bills for imposing 


taxes, or Consolidated Fund or Appro- 
priation Bills ; or (b) Bills for confirming 
Provisional Orders ; (2) The House may, 
on Motion made by the Member in charge 
of a Bill, commit the Bill to a Standing 
Committee in respect of some of its pro- 
visions, and to a Committee of the Whole 
House in respect of other provisions. If 
such a Motion is opposed the Speaker, 
after permitting, if he thinks fit, a brief 
explanatory statement from the Member 
who makes and from the Member who 
opposes the Motion, shall without further 
debate put the Question thereon.”—(Sir 
H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Which Amendment was— 


“In line 1, after the word ‘time,’ to insert 
the words ‘during the time for opposed 
business.”—(Mr. Bowles.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness) said that when the House 
rose on the previous night the Govern- 
ment found themselves in a position of 
considerable difficulty, and he ventured 
to say that they had not realised what 
the effect of these Resolutions was going 
to be. When he moved the adjournment 
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it was not with any idea of obstructing 
the business of the House, but in order 
to give the Prime Minister an oppor- 
tunity of reconsidering the whole question 
in view of the difficult position in which 
he found himself. The effect of the 
Amendment of his hon. friend the 
Member for Norwood was that only 
those Bills should be sent to the Standing 
Committees which had passed Second 
Reading during the time of opposed 
business. That, he ventured to say, was 
a most reasonable regulation, but it was 
one which the Government had refused 
to acquiesce in. They had listened 
yesterday to the speeches of the Leader 
of the Opposition, of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Dublin, and of the noble Lord the 
Member for East Marylebone. They had 
brought arguments forward which the 
Prime Minister had not made any 
attempt to answer, but he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would be able in a 
few words to say whether he was going 
to accept the Amendment, or to introduce 
words which would achieve the same 
object. The arguments addressed to the 
(Government were unanswerable. It was 
absolutely essential that they should safe 
guard the interests of private Members, 
and see that Bills passed through the 
House during the time of unopposed 


Business of the 


business did not go upstairs auto 
matically. He believed that was not the 


desire of the Government. The Prime 
Minister had said yesterday that it was 
very easy for any Member to stop any 
Bill that came before the House at the 
time for unopposed business ; he had only 
to rise in his place and say he objected 
to the Bill. But the House knew 
perfectly well that it was not pos- 
sible for all hon. Members to be con- 
tinuously in the House, and to be 
ever on the leok out for Bills to which 
they were opposed. He did not believe 


}that hon. Members read the mass of 


private Bills sent to them from the Vote 
Office. It might happen that one of them 


had an inoffensive title, and hon. 
Members might think it unobjec- 


tionable and allow it to go through. 
If that happened, there was no one 
to prevent its going upstairs. On the 
previous day they had heard a very 
remarkable speech from the Chancellor 
of the Duchy in answer to a question put 
to him by the Leader of the Opposition 
who had placed before the Government 
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the case of a Bill on a Fridiy whon 
the closure was moved at ten minutes to 
five o'clock and the division on the 
Second Reading was not concluded until 
ten minutes past five. Tue Leader of the 
Opposition asked the Government what 
they were going to do with that Bill if thev 
did not wish it to go upstairs to Grand 
Committee. He did not think that the 
Chancellor of the Duchy realised the 
state of affairs at all, because he replied 
that if the Government were of opinion 
that the Bill ought not to go upstairs 
they would at once make a Motion to 
that effect and a division would be imme- 
diately taken. But was it possible to 
make such a Motion as that after five 
o'clock? It was impossible for any 
individual to make it at all, and he 
thought that the reply of the right hon. 
Gentleman was inappropriate. He ad- 
mitted that the Prime Minister did seem 
to realise the difficulty, for he had risen 
in his place and said that the Resolution 
was not intended to have the eifect that 
they feared it would have, but that if it 


were found that it would have that 
effect, he would introduce words to 


guard against it. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) 
said it would save time if he informed 
the hon. Member that the Government 
had already put on the Paper notice of 
an Amendment. He did not know 
whether the hon. Gentleman wished to 
say anything more on that. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON regretted 
that he had not seen the words 
on the Paper. There was a very consi- 
derable number of Amendments and he 
had not run through them all. Therefore 
he had not at present realised what 
effect the form of words which the 
Government proposed to move would 
have, but he took the Prime Minister’s 
assurance that they would have the effect 
with which bis hon. friend would be 
satisfied. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said he had not opposed the Motion 
for the adjournment of the debate 
last night for the simple reason that it 
was one minute to eleven o’clock, when 
it seemed unnecessary to do so. He had 
put the words on the Paper, and perhaps 
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the House would allow him to expand 
them a little. The words were as 
followed— 

“Such Motion shall not require notice, may 
be made by any Member, sol may be decided 
after the expiration of tine for oppose! 
business.” 

He thought that fully carried out the 
intentions of the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. J. BALFOUR (City of 
London) said it would be more 
desirable to analyse the words of the 
Prime Minister when they came to the 
point in its order. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman would have to move them either 
in the form just laid down, or perhaps in 
some slightly amended form. Might he 
remind the House that really two points 
were raised in concluding the debate last 
night. One was dealt with by his noble 
friend the Member for East Marylebone 
and the other was chiefly dwelt upon by 
his hon. friend the Member for Norwood, 
in whose name the Amendment now 
before them stood. 


A. 


{CUMMONS} 


What the hon. Mem- . 
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ber for Norwood had in view was that 
there were Bills passed sub silentio after 
eleven o'clock, and that it was not 
desirable that such Bills should go auto- 
matically to the Grand Committees ; in 
other words, that only Bills which had 
undergone a certain amount of discussion 
in the House should obtain the _privi- 


_leges that this Standing Order intended 


prima facie to confer on_ particular 
measures. That point had not been 


strictly before them, and was not covered 
by the words which the Prime Minister 
had read. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. Gen- 
tleman press his Amendment ? 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood): 
Yes, Sir; I think under the circumstances 
I will press my Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 66 ; Noes, 
237. (Divison List No. 94.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Rt HnSirAlex.F. ' 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn Hugh O. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.Sir H. 


Fell, Arthur 


Fletcher, J. S. 


Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Finch, Rt. Hon. 


Forster, Henry William 


Nield, Herbert 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 

Parker.Sir Gilbert(Graves>nd) 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 


George H. 


Balfour,Rt. HnA.J.(City Lond.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Barrie, H. 'T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach,Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Cavendish,Rt. Hon. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marvlebone, E.) 
Collings,Rt. Hn.J.(Birmingh’m 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 


Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Gordon,Sir W.Evans-(T’r Ham 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohn H. 
Kenyon -Slaney,Rt. Hon.Col.W 
Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Law. Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Liddell, Henry 

Long.Rt. Hn. Walter(Dublin,S) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


‘ Nicholson, Wm.G.(Petersfield) 


| 
| 


NOES. 


Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barnard, E. B. 

Barry, Redmond J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 





| 


' 
| 


| 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Bowles and Mr. Stanley 
Wilson. 


Bellairs, Carlyon 

Bennett, E. N. 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Bowerman, C. W. iF 
Brace, William i 
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Bra 
Brig 
Bro 
Brox 
Bry 
Burl 
Burr 
Burr 
Bux 
Byle 
Cam} 
Caus 
Char 
Chee 
Chert 
Clark 
Clela 
Cloug 
Clyn 
Cobb 
Collin 
Collir 
Coop 
Corbe 
Corn 
Cory, 
Cotto 
Cox, . 
Creme 
Crom) 
Cullin 
Dalzie 
Davie 
Davie 
Davie 
Dewa 
Dicks 
Dilke. 
Duck 
Dunes 
Dunne 
Edwa 
Elibar 
Erskir 
Esmor 
Essex, 
Esslen 
Evans 
Everet 
Faber, 
Ferens 
Fienne 
Foster 
Fowle1 
Fuller, 
Fullert 
Ginnel 
Gladst 
Glover. 
Godda 
Gooch, 
Grant, 
Greeny 
Guest, 
Gullane 
Gurdor 
Gwynn 
Halpin. 
Hareou 
Hardie. 
Hardy, 
Harmsy 


Harvey, 
VOI 
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Bramsdon, T. A. Harvey,W.E.(Derbyshire, N.E. Parker, James (Halifax) 

Brigg, John Haworth, Arthur A. Partington, Oswald 
Brocklehurst, W. B. Hayden, John Patrick Paul, Herbert 

Brooke, Stopford Hedges, A. Paget Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Bryce, J. Annan Hemmerde, Edward George Pearson, W. H.M.(Suffolk,'Eye) 
Burke, E. Haviland- Henderson, Arthur (Durham) Perks, Robert William 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John Henry, Charles 8. Pirie, Duncan V. 

Burnyeat, W. J. D. Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe)  Price,C.E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles Higham, John Sharp Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E.) 
Byles, William Pollard Hobart, Sir Robert Radford, G. H. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. Hobhouse, Charles E. H. Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Causton,Rt. HnRichardKnight Hodge, John Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Channing,Sir Francis Allston Holland, Sir William Henry Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Cheetham, John Frederick Hope, W.Bateman(Somerset,N. Redmond, William (Clare) 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. Howard, Hon. Geoffrey Rees, J. D. 

Clarke, C. Goddard Hadson, Walter Renton, Major Leslie 

Cleland, J. W. Hutton, Alfred Eddison Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Clough, William levis, T: FE. W. Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Clynes, J. R. Illingworth, Percy H. Rickett, J. Compton 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley Jacoby, Sir James Alfred , Ridsdale, E. A. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) Jardine, Sir J. Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Collins,Sir WmJ.(St.PancrasW Jenkins, J. Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Cooper, G. J. Johnson, John (Gateshead) Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex,E Grinst’d Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) Robinson, S. 

Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. Jones, Leif (Appleby) Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Cory, Clifford John Jones, William (Carnarvonshire Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. Jowett, F. W Runciman, Walter 

Cox, Harold Joyce, Michaei Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Cremer, William Randal Kearley, Hudson E. Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Crombie, John William ! Kincaid-Smith, Captain Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Cullinan, J. King, Alfred John (Knutsford) Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Dalziel, James Henry Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James Seaverns, J. H. 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | Laidlaw, Robert Seely, Major J. B. 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster Sheehy, David 

Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) Lambert, George Sinclair, Rt. Hon, John 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. Lamont, Norman Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Lea, Hugh Cecil(St.Pancras, E.) Snowden, P. 

Duckworth, James Leese,Sir JosephF.(Accrington) Stanger, H. Y. 

Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness Levy, Maurice Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. 
Dunne, Major E.Martin(Walsall Lewis, John Herbert Stewart, Halley’(Greenock) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) Lough, Thomas Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Elibank, Master of Lundon, W. Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Erskine, David C. Lyell, Charles Henry Summerbell, T. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Essex, R. W. Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Esslemont, George Birnie Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Evans, Samuel T. MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Everett, R. Lacey MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E. Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) M‘Crae, George Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Ferens, T. R. M‘Hugh, Patrick A. Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald Ure, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) = Verney, F. W. 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry Manfield, Harry (Northants) Vivian, Henry 

Fuller, John Michael F. Marnham, F. J. Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Fullerton, Hugh Massie, J. Walton, Sir John L.( Leeds, 8.) 
Ginnell, L. Masterman, (. F. G. Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Gladstone,Rt.Hn. Herbert John Menzies, Walter Wardle, George J. 

Glover, Thomas Molteno, Perey Alport Waring, Walter 

Goddard, Daniel Ford Money, L. G. Chiozza Wason.John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Gooch, George Peabody Montagu, E. 8. Weir, James Galloway 

Grant, Corrie Mooney, J. J. White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Greenwood, (. (Peterborough) | Morgan J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Whitehead, Rowland 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill Morton, Alpheus Cleophas Whitley, John Henry (Halifax 
Gulland, John W. Murnaghan, George Wiles, Thomas 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Nicholson,Charles N(Doncast’r Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarthn 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius Nolan, Joseph Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Halpin, PS Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) TELLERS FCR THE NoES—Mr. 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) O'Grady, J. Pease. 


Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worte’r) O’Kelly,James( Roscommon, N. 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) O'Malley, William 
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Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent, 
Ashford) moved to omit the words 
“on Motion to be decided without 


debate.” They found 
ditticult position as 
to what was to be the course 
of procedure. Objections had been 
raised and they had been met by the 
Amendment suggested by the Prime 
Minister. There was no word in the 
Resolution to show actually the moment 
when it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment that the Motion should be made. 
If it was intended that it should always 
follow consequentially on the Second 
Reading the Government would have 
put the word “forthwith” in the 
original Resolution. That therefore was 
evidently not the intention of the Govern- 
ment. They were now left in a state of 
uncertainty as to whether the Motion 
was to be made immediately after 
Second Reading or whether it could 
be deferred. ‘The position was com- 
plicated by the fact that the provision 
made in paragraph 1 was different 
from that in paragraph 2. In the first 
paragraph, when a Bill had been read a 
second time it must go to a Standing 
Committee unless otherwise ordered. 
Under paragraph 2 the Member in charge 
of the bill might make a Motion commit- 
ting some of the provisions of a Bill to a 
Standing Committee and some to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. With 
reference to the actual words which 
he moved to omit he maintained that 
they were a very strange departure 
from the course usually followed in 
connection with procedure. There were 


amendment or 
themselves in a 


many instances of the same words 
being used in connection with the 


Standing Orders, but they were not used 
at present in connection with any stage of 
the proceedings upon which debate was 
actually necessary. They were, he was 
aware, introduced in connection with 
Motions extending the time in which 
matters could be debated. The same 
Motion might be used in connection with 
the closure when the time had come in 


{COMMONS} 


the opinion of the Chair for the debate | 


to end. They also had the same 
Motion in the case of a Minister deciding 
as to whether Supply should be taken on 
the second day of the week or not. But 
it was the first time such a Resolution had 
been proposed in regard to the Committee 
stage of a Bill. It had always been held 


that reference at any length in a debate 
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on the Second Reading to the question 
whether a Bill should go to a Committee 
or not was out of order, because it 
was connected with another Motion 
entirely. That had been the rule hitherto, 
and it was desirable to know whether it 
was going to be the rule in the future. If 
the House did not debate a Bill fully on 
Second Reading, when was it to give 
an opinion? It seemed to him that in 
the mind of the Government the half was 
greater than the whole. He thought 
they were justified in asking for some 
further explanation, because this was a 
new form of procedure in connection 
with legislation which required some 
defence. It would be admitted by all 
that a Bill of a controversial character 
must inevitably be debated at consider- 
able length so far as the details were 
concerned as well as principles. The 
House was aware that hon. Members 
would have no opportunity of discussing 
those principles in Committee. He would 
like to hear on what grounds the Govern- 
ment defended this new proposal which 
took away from the House any possibility 
of discussing the merits of a Bill in 
connection with its relegation to a Grand 
Committee. 


House (Procedure). 


Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
versity), in seconding, said he did not 
see why the point involved in the 
Amendment could not be _ conceded 
by the Government. In ninety-nine 


cases out of every 100 the discussion 
would occur outside the time limited 
to opposed business. It might be 


a safeguard that such a discussion should 
take place. Last session there were one 
or two Bills in regard to which it would 
be difficult to say whether they would 
have gone to a Committee of the Whole 
House or upstairs. He instanced the 
Plural Voting Bill in regard to which 
most of the work was done in Committee. 
Then there was the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Bill which was sent to a Standing 
Committee of which he was a member. 
In the case of that Bill the bulk of the 
work was done on the Report stage. 
The Government were defeated upstairs 
several times, and consequently several 
matters had to be set right on Report. 
He was glad that the Government 
had adhered to their decision to treat all 
Bills alike and to apply the rule to Bills 
passed sub silentio after eleven o clock at 
night. But surely they ought to have a 
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right to discuss such Motions as these 


after eleven o'clock, because a few words | 


of explanation might be necessary to 
satisfy the House. In the case of a 
Bill which was allowed to go through by 
arrangement with both sides of the House 
upon the understanding that it should be 
sent to a Committee of the Whole 
House, a few words from both sides 
might at once put the matter right. 
He submitted that they were making a 


ereat departure from existing pro- 
cedure in sending Bills automatically 


least the Govern- 
ment could do would be to allow 
some sort of discussion to determine 
whether it was the desire of the House 
that a Bill should be sent upstairs or be 
referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


upstairs, and the 


Amendment proposed— 


** In lines 2 and 3. to leave out the words, ‘* on 
Motion to be decided without amendment or 
debate.” —(.Mr. Laurence Hardy.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the object of the alteration now 
proposed was to facilitate business and 
get on with the work. He did not think 
the hon. and learned Gentleman opposite 
quite realised what was intended. The 
Government did not make any secret of 
their intention, which was that the great 
majority of Bills should go upstairs. 
Such Bills as the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Bill, and others to which the hon. and 
learned Member had referred, were pre- 
cisely the class of Bills which ought to go 
upstairs, and the only Bills which the 
Government wished to reserve for the 
whole House would be the great Govern- 
ment measures of the session. 
not at all desirable that time should be | 
spent unnecessarily after 11 o’clock. 
Anyone could make the Motion under the 
new rule and it would be settled without 
debate. If they did not make provision | 
there would probably be a debate and a 
considerable amount of delay upon each 
occasion. The Government did not con- | 
sider that that would be advisable, and | 
therefore it was important that it should | 
be generally understood that all Bills, | 
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It was) 
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, except those of the kind to which he had 
referred, would go upstairs. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) pointed out that the course pro- 
posed might stand in the way of conces- 
sions from the Government to the 
Opposition as to Bills which it was 
desired to refer to a Committee of 
the whole House. If the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend were accepted 
there would still be difficulties in the 
way of taking Bills downstairs. He 
thought that proper notice ought to 
appear upon the Paper of anv Motion 
of the kind. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the Amendment he had = sug- 


gested stated that such Motion would 
not require any notice and might be made 
by any hon. Member. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY said he 
was still of opinion that such a Motion 
ought to appear in the ordinary way on 
the Paper. 

FRANCIS POWELL said he 


could not agree with the right hon. 
Member for the Hallam Division upon 


¥*SIR 


this occasion. On the contrary he 
thought it was expedient that the 
House should have an _ opportunity 


not only of voting but also of giving 
reasons for their vote. There were 
many Bills which were read a second 
time, but were quite fit for the Standing 
Committee, and others which were not fit 
for that tribunal to deal with, and hon. 
Members who came into the House quite 
new to the question under discussion 
would not be aware of ‘the arguments 
which had been used for and against the 
Motion. He thought the business of the 
House would be facilitated and_ its 
progress accelerated if they had an oppor- 
tunity of discussing this change. He 
viewed with apprehension crude legisla- 
tion which must be mischievous and 
which was bound to occupy a great deal 
of time. He felt strongly that by this 
change in their procedure they were 
moving too fast, and, as a friend of 
freedom of debate, he would support the 
Amendment. 


Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) 
said it had been suggested that 


3 N 2 
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the adoption of the Amendment might 
stand in the way of the Government’s 
acting in certain matters with the 
Opposition. They could see what the 
result of that would be. The Govern- 
nent having assented, at the request of 
the Opposition, to allow a Bill to remain 
in Committee of the Whole House, a 
discussion might take place on the 
Guestion whether that course should be 
agreed to. The Government might sav: 
* Although we are desirous of allowing 
the Bill to remain in Committee of the 
Whole House, yet, in view of the fact that 
we know for a certainty that discussion 
will arise, we cannot agree to vour 
request.” He hoped his hon. friend 
would persevere with his proposal. 
He did not think they should do evil 
that good might come. With the two 
exceptions of the Motion for the suspen- 
sion of the eleven o'clock rule and the 
Motion for the application of the closure, 
he did not know any subject which had 
not been from time immemorial debate- 
able. The two exceptions belonged to quite 
a different category. The closure was 
instituted in order that the Government 
might deal with obstruction. The sus- 
pension of the eleven o’clock rule was 
introduced with the same object. Now 
it was proposed to go further, and to put 
a weapon into the hands of the Govern- 
ment to stifle debate—a thing which 
had never been done before in the history 
of Parliament. The Prime Minister, 
speaking with great candour on the 
subject, had said that the object of the new 
rule was to facilitate business, and that it 
was" not desirable that time should be 
spent in discussion. But did the 
House desire that business should be 
facilitated by the stifling of discussion / 
They might facilitate business by pre- 
venting discussion altogether, and by 
merely dividing upon a Bill when it 
was brought in by the Government. 
That was the only argument which the 
Prime Minister had advanced for refusing 
toaccept the Amendment. The proposals 
were calculated to increase the power of 
the Government and to decrease the power 
of the House of Commons. He ad- 
mitted that speeches seldom influenced 
votes, though he remembered an occasion. 
about twelve years ago, when the 
Chancellor of the Duchy made a speech 
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number of Members on both sides of the 
House were turned. It was not the desire 
of the House of Commons absolutely to 
stifle discussion. He would say personally 
that the best way to facilitate business 
was not to bring in so many Bills. Both 
Parties were to blame in that matter. 
When the Conservatives were in office 
he often thought that they would have 
done better if they had not been quite 
so keen for legislation. That was a 
simple method of facilitating business 
without changing the procedure and 
forms of the House. Their forms were 
extremely good, but, like everything 
else, they were not perfect. He would 
be sorry to see them altered in the 
direction of stifling discussion. He 
was quite certain that Mr. Gladstone 
would not have approved of a Motion 
of this sort being made without discussion. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS (Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) said the Prime Minister had 
stated that the only Bills to be reserved 
for discussion in Committee of the Whole 
House were the greater Government 
Bills. He supposed the right hon. 
Gentleman meant those measures to 
which a special paragraph was devoted 
in the King’s Speech, and known as 
big-print Bills. The question whether 
a Bill was so little controversial that 
it should go upstairs rested entirely 
with the Government, and the House 
would have no opportunity of deciding 
whether, in their opinion, a_ Bill 
was controversial or not. The Govy- 
ernment were also to have the power 
of deciding whether or not private 
Members’ Bills should go upstairs. He 
suggested that the House ought to have 
some intimation from the mover before- 
hand as to what was intended to 
be done with a Bill if it passed 
Second Reading. He could see no 
objection to a _ Bill, after Second 
Reading, being referred to a Com- 
mittee upstairs, but they should know 
before the Second Reading was passed 
that that was the procedure proposed to 
be taken. He supported the Amendment 
on the ground that the question whether 
a Bill should or should not be sent to a 
Committee upstairs was one which ought 
not to be decided until Members on both 
sides had had an opportunity of express- 


by which his vote and the votes of a great: ing their opinions. 
Sir F. Banbury. 
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Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 


Camlachie) said it was all very well 
to say that the question whether a Bill 
should referred to a Committee 
upstairs should be discussed by the 
House. but after the Second Reading 
the discussion on the question of referring 
it toa Committee was, generally speaking, 
merely for the purpose of blocking the 
measure. The debate on the Second 
Reading wes exhaustive, so far as free- 
dom of debate was concerned. The long 
wrangle which followed the Second Read- 
ing was sometimes for the purpose 
of preventing the Bill from making the 
further progress to which it was entitled. 
If a majority of the House voted for the 
Second Reading, it seemed to him that 
an opportunity should be given for the 
detailed discussion of the measure 1n 
Committee. Politicians outside, who 
considered the methods by which the 
business of the House was conducted, 
sometimes had their feelings roused, and 
they expressed the hope that some day 
the House would arrive at a_ better 


Business of the 


be 


it 
Ab 


means of getting through the work they | 


had todo. He regretted that the Party 
on his side of the House should meet 
all amendments of procedure in a spirit 
of uncompromising opposition. He 
thought the Opposition would better 
fulfi! funetion if it directed its 
attention to serious points. He was 
quite certain that the time would come 
when, in order to facilitate the business 
of the House of Commons, they would 
have to shorten speeches. 


its 


{26 Marcu 1907} 


He held that | 


when a Bill had been amply and com- | 


pletely debated on the Second Reading 
it should then go automatically, without 
further debate, to the Committee which 


was to consider its details. On that 
ground, therefore, he supported the 


Government, and he doubted whether his 
hon. friend was wise in pressing his 
Amendment. 


Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk) said that he could not 
agree with his hon. friend the Member 
He was a young Mem- 
ber. but had been sufficiently long 
in the House to realise that there 
Was a wvreat deal of difference between 
the procedure of the Committee upstairs 
and the Committee of the 
House. 


for Glasgow. 


It seemed to him to be a very! Committee of the Whole House. 
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strong order to say that Bills should not 
be allowed to be discussed on the floor of 
the House. If the Women’s Enfran- 
chisement Bill, for instance, had passed 
Second Reading by only a_ small 
majority, on account of its controversial 
character the opportunity ought to have 
been given to hon. Members who did not 
approve of the Bill to discuss whether it 
should be sent to a Standing Committee 
upstairs, or referred to a Committee of 


House (Procedure). 


the Whole House. After all, although 
a Member might not have a_ great 


interest in the whole of a particular Bill, 
he might wish to put down one or two 
Amendments on details which were of 
interest to his constituents, and he might 
not be able to do that because the 
Bill was out of his reach in the Committee 
upstairs. Therefore he hoped the Govern- 
ment would see their way to accept the 
Amendment, which he was _ assured 
would not lend itself to much abuse 
supposing it were possible to limit the 
time of the discussion and the number of 
Members who could speak. 


Mr. EVANS (Glamorganshire, Mid.) 
thought that the noble Lord had mis- 
apprehended the Amendment before the 
House. The normal state of things 
would be that a Bill would go auto- 
matically upstairs after Second Reading ; 
and the only effect of the Amendment 
was that it would be necessary to havea 
discussion upon Motion made as_ to 
whether the Bill should be retained in the 
full House or go upstairs. The Member 
for the City of London had said that if the 
Amendment were not carried discussion 
would be crushed ; but he would remind 
the hon. Baronet that at present if a Bill 
had passed its Second Reading it auto- 
matically went to the Committee without 
discussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought 
that it would be much better if they were 
allowed on every occasion to decide after 
debate under a ten minutes regulation 
whether the Bill was to be kept in the 
House or sent to a Committee upstairs. 
He quite agreed with the Prime Minister 
that they should not have a full-dress 
debate as to whether a Bill should be 


Whole | sent upstairs or kept for consideration in 


But 
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that point was not raised by the Amend- 
ment, and he did not think that private 
Members should be discouraged from 
endeavouring to get their Bills into 
Committee upstairs. He suggested that 
his hon. friend should not press his 
Amendment to a division. He would 
have preferred an Amendment which 
would have given to the House a qualified 
power of debate. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY 


leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


begged 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
then moved the Amendment which he 
had read to the House earlier in the day. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 3, after the words ‘otherwise 
order,’ to insert the words ‘and such a Motion 
shall not require notice, may be made by any 
Member, and may, though opposed, be decided 
after the expiration of the time for opposed 
business.-—(Str H. Cumpbell-Bannerman .) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
he there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that while 
he recognised the desire of the Prime 
Minister to meet the views of hon. 
Members on the Opposition side of the 
House, he regretted that the right hon. 
(rentleman had not been able to adopt 
the suggestion made by the Leader of the 
Opposition as to something in the nature 
of aten minutes rule for discussing whether 
a Bill should be sent upstairs or retained 
for consideration in Committee of the 
Whole House. There might be a Bill on 
which there was unanimity of opinion 
in regard to its general principles, but a 
wide difference of opinion in regard to 
some details. He himself had had charge 
of such Bills, and some of the clauses had 
been opposed on non-Party lines. The 
course of the debate on the Second 
Reading of a Bill of that kind would be 
quite different from a debate upon a Bill 
referred to a Grand Committee. 


Prime Minister would alter his Amend- 
ment so as to allow two short speeches, 
one for and the other against the Motion. 
it would remove a good deal of his 
opposition. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


| transaction. 


If the | 
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Mr. STUART WORTLEY was under- 
stood to ask whether under the wording of 


the Resolution the Motion could be made 
on a subsequent day. It was desirable 
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that Motions in that House should 
be something more than formalities. 


He took it that these Motions would 
be made by the Government—that 
no private Members would make them, 
but that they would be brought forward 
by the Government on behalf of private 
Members’ Bills. 


Sir F. BANBURY agreed that the 
effect of the proposal would be that a 
Bill would remain to be considered 
by Committee of the Whole House 
unless the House otherwise ordered. 
By attempting to go against  well- 


defined rules they found themselves 
in a dilemma. He thought before they 
passed these words, they ought to 


consider them a little more carefully 
than they had done up to the present. 
He saw very great difficulty in regard to 
the matter. Unfortunately there was no 
Report stage in reference to these Resolu- 
tions, but he asked the Prime Minister 
whether he could not make some small 
concession to the effect that the Motion 
should only be made some time before op- 
posed business came to an end. If it was 
only to be made after opposed business 
there would not be a proper opportunity 
of opposing the Motion. The result 
of the present proposal would be that 
they might not get a proper decision of 
the House, and as he read it that Motion 
might be made at any hour. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
pointed out that the word “unless” 
necessarily made the matter a continuous 
Unless the House otherwise 
ordered it would be committed to com 
mitting the Bill to a Committee upstairs. 


Sir F. BANBURY said that might 


be the intention of the Government, but 


there was nothing, as the Motion stood, 


to prevent an hon. Member on Wednesday 
from making a motion in regard to a Bill 
the Second Reading of which was passed 
on Tuesday. 


Mr. EVANS was certain that the 
intentions of the Government were quite 
clear, but it was also perfectly clear that 
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on a subsequent day a Motion might be 
made by some private Member for re- 
ferring a Bill to a Standing Committee. 
Some notice should, he thought, be given 
of such a proceeding. The Government 
said now that the transaction was 
to be a continuous one, and that the 
Motion would be moved immediately 
after the Second Reading, but the pro- 
posal before the House did not make 
that certain. He suggested that if there 
was a loophole it could be provided 
against by inserting words to the effect 
that such Motion must be made imme- 
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diately after the Bill had been read a | 


second time. 


Mr. A. 


he agreed with the hon. and learned 


Member that the words suggested would | 
avoid a considerable amount of difficulty in | 


the future, he thought before introducing 
them the House ought to consider 
whether it was necessary to give notice 
or fnot. His own view was _ that 
notice ought to be given. He thought 
that when Members came down on a 
Friday afternoon to vote for or against 
a Bill, they ought to know what the 
intention of the mover was with regard 
to it. It was extremely desirable, there- 
fore, that a notice should be put on the 
Paper as¥to what that intention was. 
The House should also consider whether 
there ought not to be a _ notice 


{26 Marcu 1907} 


J. BALFOUR said that whilst 





House (Procedure). 1694 


contained the proposal of no other alter- 
native, but paragraph 2 contemplated a 
third alternative, and he did not see the 
interstice in the procedure into which that 
alternative could find its way. How wasa 
Member who desired to refer half his Bill 
to a Committee and to keep half in the 
House to make a Motion to that effect ? 
Where was the interstice in the procedure 
for the facilities of paragraph 2 after 
the passing of paragraph 1? This was not 
a question of policy, but of drafting, and 
he thought it was a defect in drafting 
which the Government would do well 
to consider. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
thought it would be sufficient to 
insert the words “ provided that ” at the 
commencement of paragraph 2. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR asked whether 


it would not be necessary to insert 
words in paragraph 1. 
Mr. EVANS said it would be 


sufficient if paragraph 2 commenced with 
the words “ provided that.” 


Mr. RAWLINSON asked whether it 


' would not be better to put some saving 


on the Paper at the time of the Second | 
Reading of Government Bills to show | 
what was the view of the Government. | 


It was an old practice in regard to 


Committees to put a notice on the Paper 


saying to what Committee a Bill. when 
read a second time, should go. It was 
never compulsory, it was true, but it was 
efficient, and there was a good deal to 
be said in"favour of the practice, so that 
the House might know where it was. 
There was a more important point 
upon the general question in_ regard 
to which he would like an explanation 
if the Government would give it. The 
first paragraph of the new Standing 
Order as now proposed stated categori- 
cally that one of only two things could 
happen after’a Bill had received its 
Second Reading. Either the Bill auto- 


matically went*to a Committee, or by a | 
decision of the House it was kept in Com- | be increased by the addition of the words 


'reversing the decision afterwards. 


words in paragraph 1 such as “ saving 
as hereinafter provided ” after the word 
‘debate ” and before the words “ other- 
wise ordered.” 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said that if no Motion was made 
the House would commit the Bill up- 
stairs. That procedure would, of course, 
be restricted by a proper method of 


In 
ordinary cases it would be decided 
that the Bill should be referred to 
one of the Standing Committees. That 
would create the necessity for proceeding 
immediately if it was wished to prevent 
that being done. He did not see the 


‘necessity for the words sugvested, but if 


|clear he was prepared to accept 


the rule was not thought to be perfectly 
an 
Amendment to meet the point that the 
matter might be hung up and a Motion 
surreptitiously made to the great incon- 
venience of the House. He did not see 
that the power of the Government would 


mittee of the Whole House. Paragraph 1 | suggested, and he thought it was better 
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to leave the matter to the decision of 
the House. He would be disposed to 
accept the Amendment of his hon. and 
learned friend. 


Mr. FORSTER (Kent, Sevenoaks) 
did not see how, in the rule which 
the Prime Minister had submitted to the 
House, they were going to send a Bill 
to a Select Committee. Under the pro- 
posal of the right hon. Gentleman everv 
Bill would stand referred to a Standing 
Committee, unless the House “other- 
wise ordered.” It seemed to him 
that they might find some consider- 
able difficulty where there were two 
Members, one anxious that the Bill 
should go to a_ Select Committee, 
and the other anxious to keep it in the 
House. Which was to have priority ? 
He did not gather that more than one | 
Motion could be made after the Bill had | 
been read a second time. It seemed 
to him that it would be a matter of luck | 
or arrangement which Member was | 
able to make the Motion which would 
decide the subsequent fate of the Bill. 
That was a point which no doubt the 
Prime Minister had considered, and | 
doubtless could enlighten them upon. 


iif a 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
said the sending of a Bill to a Select 
Committee had always been a separate 
transaction. It was not a very usual 
course, and was the subject of a separate 
Motion. It would be quite possible, he 
should think, after the House had allowed 
the Bill to go to one of the Standing 
Committees, for a Motion to be made, 
either on the same day or any other day, 
that such a Bill, instead of being commit- 
ted to the Standing Committee in accord- 
ance with such decision, should be referred 
to a Select Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR asked whetker 
that was possible according to their | 
rules? The Bill, by hypothesis, had 
gone to Grand Committee or Committee 
of the Whole House as the case might be. 
At all events the whole thing had been 
settled after the Second Reading. How 
then was it to be withdrawn by a 
separate Motion? He did not think 
that when Committee of the Whole 
House was seised of a Bill it was 


possible to send it to a Select Comm.ttee. 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. . 


{COMMONS} 
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Was it proper to ask the counsel of 
Mr. Speaker on that point? Was it 
competent for a Member of the House, 
after a Bill had actually been sent to 
Grand Committee, or when it was 
actually in Committee of the Whok 
House in ordinary practice, then to 
send it to a Select Committee? He did 
not remember that ever having been 
done. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: It would be neces- 
sary to discharge the original Order, and 
the House could order the Bill to be 
sent to a Select Committee. Of course, 
the hon. Member who wished to do 
that would have to find his own time 
for making the Motion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that if the 
Member in charge of the Bill would not 
make a Motion, then automatically the 
sill went upstairs. What Order was 
there to discharge in that case ? 
thought the 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I 


| right hon. Gentleman was asking what is 


the present practice. I canuot say what 
will be done; that is for the House 
to settle now. As to the present practice, 
Bill has been ordered to Grand 
Committee or committed to Committee 
of the Whole House, in that case it would 
be necessary for the hon. Member to 
move to discharge that particular Order, 
and to ask the House to send the Bill 
to a Select Committee. But, as I have 
said, the hon. Member who is in charge 
of the Bill would have to find his own 
time for doing that. He cannot simply 
put the Motion down and take it at the 
commencement of business, or at any 
other time; he must find his own time. 
What the practice will be after this 
Standing Order comes into force 1s 
another matter. That is what the House 
is considering, and it is for the House 
to settle it. 


Viscount HELMSLEY said that if, 
as the’ Prime Minister had just said, 
a Member could move afterwards to 
have a Bill referred to a Select Com- 
mittee, similarly the same must apply, 
if, when read a_ second time  «pso 
facto a Bill went to a Standing 
Committee, and it was desired after- 
wards to have it on the floor ‘of the 
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House. He thought some amending 
words should be inserted so as to afford 
Members an opportunity of moving that 
a Bill be sent to a Select Committee. 
That would be a less cumbrous proceeding 
than that of asking the House to dis- 
charge a previous order, especially when 
there would be no time to move the 
Motion, as appeared to be the case under 
the proposal now before them. As to 
the question of notice, he did not know 
that it was necessarily an objection to 
Members on that side of the House that 
it would strengthen the Government. 
Both sides of the House had turns of 
Government alternately, and the rules 
which henefited one side would in 
turn benetit the other. Still, he could 
not see himself that it would be any 
ureat benefit to the Government, but 
notice would be of considerable advantage 
to many private Members of the House, 
and would enable them to form a decision 
whether they would give a Bill a 
Second Reading or not. It might be 
that they would be perfectly ready to 
ive it a Second Reading, if they knew 
that it was to remain in Committee 
of the Whole House, and that it was 
uot probable it would go any further. 
But if they knew that it was to go to 
Grand Committee they might possibly 
refuse a Bill a Second Reading. There- 
fore, he thought notice was to the ad- 
vantage of private Members. He 
suggested that there should be further 
consideration of the matter in order 
that it might be made clear. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY said the 
matter seemed to him to be full of 
(lifficulty, but he believed the correct 
view to be that the reference of 
Bills to Standing Committees would 
really be in the same position as the 
reference of Bills, under the present 
procedure, to a Committee of the Whole 
House. Reference of Bills to Standing 
Committees would not require to be 
moved. If they wanted to do anything 
with them afterwards they would have to 
make a Motion to the effect ‘* That 
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Motion being made to refer a Bill to a 


the order for the said Committee be | 


discharged,” ete., and that the Bi'l be | 
‘read a second time it stood committed 


referred to a Select Committee, ora hybrid 
Committee, or whatever they thought 
proper. He doubted whether the pro- 


Select Committee, because it merely said, 
“unless the House. . . otherwise order.” 
He regretted that the Prime Minister 
should have introduced the idea that such 
a Motion might be made on a subsequent 
day. He could quite conceive that 
there might be negotiations, and that the 
Government did not want to shut the 
door on them; but they would not be 
able to discharge the original reference 
without practically a full-dress debate, 
although everybody might wish to have 
such a change made. ar | 


Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.) said 
he did not gather that the Prime 
Minister’s answers really met the point 
raised by his hon. friend behind him. 
His point was that when a Bill had been 
read a second time, it was competent 
for anv Member to move that the Bill, 
instead of being kept in Committee of 
the Whole House, should be referred to 
some other Committee. There was 
nothing in the rule providing that the 
Member in charge of a Bill should 
have a prior right to move to which Com- 
mittee it should be sent. It was an 
absurd position that some other Member 
might move that a private Member’s 
Bill should be referred to a Standing 
Committee upstairs. That question was 
to be decided without discussion, and the 
private Member who was in charge of the 
Bill would have no opportunity of making 
the Motion that it should be sent to a 
Select Committee. Surely that point 
ought to be met. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER pointed out 
that no Motion was required for referring 
a Bill to a Standing Committee. 

fARL PERCY said he had made a 
mistake in that respect, but he would put 
it in this way. Supposing an hon. 
Member moved that it should not be 
sent to a Standing Committee but 
be kept in Committee of the Whole House ? 


*Str HENRY FOWLER said he would 
deal with the present practice first. Under 
the present practice, when a Bi!! had been 


to a Committee of the Whole House for 
a day that was named by the hon. Member 


posed Standing Order permitted of a/in charge, unless the House, on Motion 
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made, resolved that the Bill be committed 
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to some other kind of Committee. ‘“‘ Other- | 


wise order” covered any kind of Com- 
mittee. 
of a Bill to a Select Committee, which 
after all, was a very rare proceeding, and 
generally was the subject of agreement. 


If the hon. Member in charge of the Bill, | 
or any other Member, desired the Bill to | 
be sent to a Select Committee, ora Joint | 


Committee, then the hon. Member made 
the Motion after the Second Reading. 
That Motion could be made without 
notice. 


Eart PERCY said the mere fact that. 
precluded the | 


there was no debate 
Member in charge of the Bill from stating 
whether he wished it to be sent to a 
Select Committee. 


{COMMONS} 


It was open to move the reference | 
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so recently as last session the Pro- 
vision of Meals Bill was referred to a 
Select Committee and after being 
amended, was now law, and, as he thought, 
a most salutary law. 


Mr. EVANS formally moved to amend 
the Amendment by inserting the words 
“Such Motion must be made immediately 
after the Bill is read a second time.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment—- 

“ After the word ‘notice, to insert the 
words * must be made immediately after the 
Bill is read a second time.’ ”—(Mr. Samuel 
Evans.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER said that after | 


all they were dealing with an imaginary 
state of things, because Members of the 
House, long before a Second Reading 
debate concluded, knew whether a Bill 
was going to remain in the House. The 
five o'clock Bills on Friday afternoons 
generally went to Standing Committees ; 
their promoters were eager to send them 
there. The real difficulty was with 
regard to Government Bills. It was the 
intention of the Government that all 


important controversial Bills should be | 
discussed in the House, and notin Grand | 


Committee. The Amendment before them 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 


shire, Newport) said — the Prime 
Minister’s Amendment practically ac- 
cepted the insertion of the words 


suggested by the hon. Member for Mid. 
Glamorgan; but they had not had any 
answer to the question, in the event of the 
Bill under the new rules being sent to a 
Committee and there being a desire that 
'it should not go to a Grand Committee 
| but to a Select Committee, by what process 
they could undo the action the House had 
taken and relegate the Bill to a Select 
| Committee. 


| 


was to decide whether there was to be a | 


debate 


upon 


it was not necessary to repeat it. He 
thought it was the better course that 


there should be no Amendment and no | 


debate, because the House would be fully 
aware of the nature of the Bill and quite 
competent to decide whether it should 
go upstairs or remain in the House. To 
give opportunity for debate would be to 


perpetuate the evil which they wanted | 


to avoid, viz., the danger of delaving 

the progress of business by having 

practically another Second Reading 
— = 

debate. ae 

*Sir §FRANCIS POWELL ‘hoped 

the’* House would be careful not to 


do anything which would prejudice 
referring Bills to a Select Committee. 


He would remind hon. Members that 


Sir Henry Fowler. 


the question, but the) 
Government had stated their view, and | 





Sir F. BANBURY was anxious to 
know what would happen in case 
two hon. Members desired to make a 
Motion, one that a particular measure 
should go to a Select Committee and the 
other that it shonld be retained for a 
Committee of the Whole House. How 
was it to be decided which Member 
would be called upon first? If the 
hon. Member who wished the Bill sent 
to a Select Committee carried his Motion, 
| the second hon. Member who desired a 
| Committee of the Whole House would, by 
/ a mere accident, be cut out altogether. If 
/the Amendment of his hon. friend was 
inserted it would then be impossible for 
anv hon. Member to move that the order 
| be discharged and the Bill committed to 
another Committee, because they would 
be face to face with this new Standing 
| Order, which declared that no Motion_of 
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that kind might be made except immedi- | 


ately after the Second Reading. The 
Prime Minister had not answered the 
point raised by the hon. Member for 
Sevenoaks. In his opinion the point 
was In fact unanswerable. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
did not think the hon. Baronet 
would be so bewildered under the 
new rule as he expected. When a Bill 
was read a_ second time it would 
go, unless otherwise directed, to a 
Standing Committee. His right hon. 


friend had read the rules of procedure 
and shown how they dealt with the case of 
an hon. Member who wished a Bill to go 
toa Select Committee. The hon. Baronet 
had asked what would happen‘when the 
particular partisan fora Committee of the 
Whole House and the partisan for a Select 
Committee rose together. All he needed 
to say was that if the person in charge 
moved that the Bill should be sent to a 
Select Committee instead of to a Standing 
Committee the House would decide the 
matter by a division, and if it decided 
against a Select Committee the Member 
in charge of the Bill would move his 
Motion and the House would vote upon 
it. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY | said he 


still very much objected to the proposal | 
im- | 


that the Motion must be made 
mediately after the discussion on the 
Second Reading. He considered that 
it was a fetter upon the liberty of hon. 


Members, and he did not see why the | 


House should not be free to entertain 
upon a subsequent day a Motion of 
which it should receive full notice. 
They might find that the Standing 


Committees were blocked with business, 
and in such an event it might be in the 
interests of the progress of business that 
a particular measure should be kept 
downstairs. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY said the 
Prime Minister had stated that it was 
quite easv for the second hon. Member 
to move that a Bill should go to a 
Committee of the Whole House. He 
wished to remind the right hon. Gentle- 
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man that they had already decided 
that the Motion must be made 
without Amendment or debate. Now 
it was stated that they could vote upon 
the two issues. He thought the diffi- 
culty which had been put forward by 
the hon. Baronet was a real one. They 
ought to remember that the provisions 
read out by the Chancellor of the Duchy 
of Lancaster were those given in the 
book which regulated their procedure, 
but they did not form part of the Stand- 
ing Orders of the House. As they were 
told last year in connection with the 
change in the divisions, Standing Orders 
took precedence of mere usage, and 
when they had amongst their rules 
a Standing Order like that now proposed 
they would be ruled entirely by it. 
The additional words would preclude 
any interchange of opinion on the part 
of the House. 


Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) said 
if the proposed words were inserted at 
the place suggested they would only 
regulate Paragraph (1) of the new rule, 
leaving Paragraph (2) still an open 
question. Would it not save a great 
deal of time if the same provision were 
applied to both paragraphs? He sug- 
gested that the words should be put in 
after Paragraph (2) as a sub-paragraph. 
If his suggestion were accepted the 
Amendment could be withdrawn, and 
they would have a little more time to 
consider what form of words should be 





inserted. 


Mr. EVANS sail the course suggested 

by the hon. Member was _ neither 
/necessary nor convenient. Words could 
be introduced after Paragraph (2) to 
make quite clear the procedure to be 
| followed. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR suggested that 
Paragraph (2) might be slightly ex- 
panded by the insertion of the following 
words: “Provided always that the 
House may on Motion made by the 
Member in charge of the Bill commit the 
| Bill either to a Select Committee, or a 
| Standing Committee,” and so forth. He 
thought that would get over the whole 
i difficulty. 
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Question put. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth. John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,.Joseph A.(Finsbury. E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barnard, E. B. 

Barry. Redmond J. (Tyrone.N. ) 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn. W.(T’w’r Hamlets.8.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Rt. Hon. 
Black, Arthur W. 
Boland, John 
Boulton, A. (. F. 
Bowerman, (. W. 
Brace, seg 
on Pas 
Branch, James 
Brigg, John 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Buckmaster, Stanley ©. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, Rt. Hon. — 
Burnyeat, W. J. 


Augustine 


Business of the 





Buxton, RtjHn. Syne *y Charles | 


Byles. William Pollard 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton.Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon.,R. R. 
Clarke. C.: Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 


‘obbold, Felix Thornley 
‘ollins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
‘ollins.Sir Wm.J.(S.Pancras,W 
‘ooper, G. J. 
‘orbett.CH(Sussex,E. Grinst’d 
‘ornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

‘ory. Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 


~ 


‘oats.Sir T.Glen(Renfrew. W.) | 
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The House divided :—Aves, 


\ 


AYES, 


Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W. H.(St. Pancras, N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duckworth. James 

Duncan, C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunne, Major E.Martin( Walsall) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 


Gladstone,Rt.Hn.Herbert John | 


Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 

Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
| Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,Cecil B.(Wore’r) 
Harvey,W.E.( Derbyshire, N.E. 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert ,Colonel Ivor(Mon..8. ) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Highaml, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Holland Sir William Henry 
Hope. W. Bateman (Somerset, N 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoftrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Idris, T. H. W. 


Illingworth, Percy’H. 


House (Procedure). 
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284 ; Noes. 
95. ) 


Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, Sir James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal. W 
Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E, 
Leese,Sir Joseph F( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. (. 

Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 


| Lyell, Charles Henry 


Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.( Falkirk B’ghs 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah (Down, 8.) 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.} 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks,G. Croydon( Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 
Mason, A. E. W. 
Massie, J. 
Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alpor 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E.S 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carniart hen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 
Nicholson,Charles N( Doncast’! 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.’ 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Grady, J. 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James( Roscommon, 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 


(Cov entry) 
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Parti 
Paul. 
Pault 
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Peare 
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Price 
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Partington, Oswald 

Paul. Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W. H.M.(Suffolk, Eve) 
Philipps. Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh.Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea. Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. } 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


Business of the 


Acland- Hood, RtHn.SirAlex. F, 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.Sir H 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Barrie, H. T.(Londonderry, N.) 
Beach,Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R.(Marylebone, E. ) 


Collings, Rt. Hn.J.( Birmingham’ 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 


Words, as amended, inserted. 
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Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H.( Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. ) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 





Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 


NOES. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robert( Lanark,Govan 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F. W.F.( Bury 8S. Edm’ds 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Liddell, Henry 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Dublin, S . 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, Henry 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walton,Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbavtonshire 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley,John Henry( Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas? 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Williamson, A. 

Wilson,J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8S.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Parker,Sir Gilbert(Gravesend) 
Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel 
Xemnant, James Farquharson 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, F. E.(Liverpool, Walton 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham. Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nores—Sir 
Frederick Banbury and Mr. 
Stanley Wilson. 





CoLtoneL KENYON-SLANEY moved 
an Amendment providing that a Bill 
introduced by a private Member and 
obtaining a Second Reading after the 
expiration of opposed business should 
not be subsequently adopted by the 
Government and taken at any time set 
apart for Government business. He said 
that the Amendment was frankly designed 
to prevent the Government adopting any 


Bill brought forward by a private Member. 
Some hon. Members on the Opposition 
side of the House thought they had 
reason to complain of the Government 
having done that last session. His 
object was to make it clear that where a 
private Member’s Bill had benefited by 
the Standing Order, and had obtained 
a Second Reading, that Bill was not to 
be taken up by the Government at any 
time set apart for Government business. 


'That was only fair play, for there was 
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considerable danger of private Members 


in that way giving Governments more | 


power than they already possessed. 
There might be no objection to allowing 
a private Member’s Bill to be read 


second time, but the Government ought | 
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| entirely outside the province of the rules 
of procedure. Nobody desired to curtail 
the ‘ht of private Members to say to what 
Committees the Bills which they intro- 
duced and for which they had obtained 
a Second Reading should go. 


House (Procedure). 


not to be allowed to swoop down and take | 


up a Bill, which might be of Party 


advantage, as their own. He hoped 
the Government would accept the | 


Amendment in the spirit in which it was 
moved. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON seconded 
the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


* Afcer the words last inserted, to insert the | 
words ‘but no Bill introduced by a private | 
Member and obtaining a Second Reading after 
the expiration of the time of opposed business 
shall be taken at any 
for Government business,’ ”— 
Slaney. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Srr HENRY FOWLER said that he 
could not accept the Amendment. The 
Government would, by it, be deprived | 
of all power of starring Bills or of giving 
facilities to pass Bills which practically | 


the whole House desired to pass. The | 
Musical Copvright Bill, for instance, 


could not have been got through under 
this Amendment. 


Srr F. BANBURY reminded the right 


hon. Gentleman that the Second Reading | 
of the Musical Copyright Bill had been | 
way and the) 


obtained in the ordinary 
measure sent to Committee upstairs. 
The Amendment of his right hon. and 
gallant friend would not affect any Bill 
which had been properly discussed. 
He maintained thatif a private Member’s 
Bill had not been fully discussed on Second | 
Reading it should not 
Committee upstairs and 
starred by the Government. That gave 
the Government a double advantage, | 
and it must be remembered that the | 
rules of procedure were all designed to 
give facilities to the Government of the | 
day. He begged to support the Amend- 
ment. 


time set apart | 
(Colonel Kenyon- | 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that 
although the object of the Amendment 
might be to some extent outside the 
rules of procedure, it must also be 
| admitted that a considerable change had 
| been made by the Amendment of the 
Prime Minister which proposed to extend 
facilities for the passage of Bills afte; 
| the Second Reading had been taken. 
| Of course, there were great difficulties in 
| the way of the proposal of his right 
jhon. and gallant friend; but there 
might be another way of meeting them. 
What his right hon. and gallant friend 


/wanted to deal with was not the 
|case of a non-contentious Bill which 
|got a Second Reading with the 


general consent of the House, and he would 


|alter his Amendment to meet such 
| a_ case. It was felt on both sides 
|of the House, and certainly by hon. 


Gentleman who sat beside and behind 
| him, that there were two different courses 
of procedure—a Government procedure 
| and a private Members’ procedure. They 
| had always felt that if they were going to 
| facilitate the passage of a private Mem- 
| ber’s Bill there ought to be some intima- 
tion that the Government intended to 
|adopt it. It was quite obvious that a 
Bill like the Land Tenure Bill could not 
have been passed into law unless the 
Government had taken it up. In his 
opinion the Government ought not to 
| take up private Members’ Bills at a late 
| period of the session, and he thought it 
| would be fairer to minorities if some 
| protection were given to them, as would 
be done if the Amendment were adopted. 


be sent to a} 
afterwards 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said it was quite impossible for a Gov 
ernment to say in the earlier stages 
of a Bill whether they would adopt 
it or not. A Bill might be turned 
inside out during the Committee 

stage, and until that process had been 
gone through, no Government could 


Seaniedien whether the Bill should in their 
Mr. EVANS said that the Amendment | judgment be passed into law or not; 
of the right hon. and gallant Member was | nor did he see why the mere fact of a Bill 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 
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going through its Second Reading without 
discussion or objection should be regarded 
as a bar sinister to its continuance ; 
rather it seemed to him to be a recom- 
mendation. Of course a Bill might slip 
through accidentally when no one was 
looking, but that would be known long 
before the question could arise of its being 
tiken up by the Government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would forgive him for 
saving that the Amendment proposed by 
his right hon. friend would not have been 
brought forward if it had not been for 
the unfortunate deviation of the Govern- 


ment from the general practice last 
session. That aroused the jealousy 


which had prompted the Amendment. 
The right hon. Gentleman truly said that 
it was difficult to demarcate the conditions 
aud to lay down a general line in regard 
to the stage at which it was possible for 
the Government to decide whether or 
not they should take up a Bill. It would 
he unfortunate if a Government were 
precluded from taking up Bills towards 
the end of the session, and if the 
(covernment had adhered to the ordi- 
nary and natural practice which had 


. . | 
prevailed in the House the Amendment 
He agreed 


would not have been moved. 
that it was impossible to tell on 
Second Reading whether a Bill ought or 
ought not to be adopted by the Govern- 
ment, because in Committee it might 
assume another form. That argument 
had force, but so had the opposing 
urgument, in regard to the practice 
which had grown up. Mr. Speaker’s 
predecessors in the Chair had made it 
a common. though not an invariable 
practice, to give the closure at five 
o'clock on a Friday afternoon to a 
private Bill which they would never have 
given after a brief discussion to a Bill 
introduced by the Government. He was 


quite certain that neither Mr. Speaker | 
| ment therefore would not be pressed. 


Peel, nor Mr. Speaker Gully would ever 
have given the closure in the case of many 
private Bills, had it been the habit of the 
Government at a later stage to take 
up those Bills; they would have been 
guided in giving or withholding the 
closure by the character of the Bills and 
the policy which the Government were 
likely to adopt with regard to them. Un- 
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less the Government announced on the 
Second Reading what their policy would 
be with regard to a measure, it was 
quite impossible for the occupant of the 
Chair to know what course he ought to 
take. Was he to treat it as embodying 
a Resolution of the House in a concrete 
form, or was he to treat it as the 
first great stage of a controversial 
measure ? His right hon. friend took 
the view that the Government should 
be precluded from taking up = any 
private Bill, and that was expressed 
in his Amendment. [Cries of ‘ No.’’] 
What he wanted was to have some 
method by which they would be able 
to draw a line between those Bills which 
were to be taken up and those which were 
not to be taken up. There were hon. 
Gentlemen who would cut down the 
limits of debate in Committee. But if 
they were going to curtail debate on 
Second Reading as well, by means of the 
closure, the control which the House 
had over legislation would be reduced 
to impossible narrowness. The Govern- 
ment could hardly complain of an attempt 
to deal with an evil which last session 
reached formidable $ proportions. 8 4 


Lorp R. CECIL thought the form of 
the Amendment would not secure the end 
they desired. He held quite as strongly 
as his right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition that for the Government to: 
adopt private Members’ Bills which had 
been passed at an afternoon sitting late in 
the session was a great abuse of Parlia- 
mentary procedure, especially in the way 
in which it was done last session. 
But this Amendment would not make 
a repetition of last  session’s pro- 
ceedings impossible. It would, however, 
prevent the passing of useful measures 
such as the Musical Copyright Bill and 
the Solicitors Bill which were starred by 
the Government. He hoped the Amend- 


CoLoneL KENYON-SLANEY said that 
if the Amendment had been received in the 
sympathetic spirit in which he had hoped 
it would be, and if there had been any 
encouragement of the view which he 
sought to bring forward, he would not 
have divided the House. But having re- 
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gard to the reception which had been | 
accorded to his proposal he would divide 

the House as a protest against the action | 
of the Government last session. | 2% 


AYES. 
Dimean, Robert(Lanark,Govan 


Acland-Hood,RtHnSir Alex.F. 
Fell. Arthur 


Anstruther-Gray. Major 


Arkwright, John Stanhope Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. | 
Balfour. Rt Hn.A.J.(CityLond) | Fletcher, J. S. 
Banbury.Sir Frederick George Forster, Henry William | 


Gardner, Ernest (Berks. East) 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Gordon.Sir W.Evans-(T’rHam. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent. Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Boyle, Sir Edward Hills, J. W. 

Bridgeman, W. Clive Houston, Robert Paterson 
oma Samuel Henry Hunt. Rowland 
Kennaway.Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 


Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Barrie. H. T. (Londonderry, N.) 
Beach. Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 


Carlile, E. Hildred 
Cave. he at Lane-Fox,. G. R. 
Cavendish. Rt. Hon.VictorC.W. Liddell. Henry 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Long. Rt. HnWalter(Dublin, S.) 


Sir France's William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Peterstield) | 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 


Lowe. 





Collings. Rt. Hn.J.(Birmingh’m 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


NOES. 


Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. Annan 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Buxton. Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerinan, Sir H. 
Causton. Rt.Hn RichardKnight | 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
aio John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, ( ‘Goad: urd 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen( Renfrew, W. ) 
N.) | Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett,CH.(Sussex, E. Grinst’d 
Benn. W (T’wrHamlets.S.Geo. | Cornwall, Sir Edwin A, 
Bennett, E. N. | Cory, Clifford John 

Berridge, T. H. D. | Cowan, W. H. 

Bertram, Julius | Cox, Harold 

Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) Cremer, William Randal 
Billson, Alfred | Crombie, John William 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine } Cullinan, J. 

Black, Arthur W. | Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Boland, John | Davies,W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Boulton, A. C. F. Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras.N. 
= rman, C. W. Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Brace, William } Duckworth, James 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham. William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew. George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Perey 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Henry 
Astbury. John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
3aker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour. Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barnard, E. B. 
Barry,Redmond J.(Tyrone, 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 





Pramsdon, T. A. | Duncan, C.( Barrow-in- Furness) 
Pranch, James 

Brigg. John 

Procklehurst, W. B. 


Colonel Kenyon-Sluney. 


Dunne. Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
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_ Glover, 


2 


Question put. 


277. (Division List No. 96.) 


The House divided :—Aves, 66; Noes, 
Perey, Ear] 
Rawlinson,John FrederickPeel 


Remnant, James Ly uharson 
Rutherford, W. W. (Live rpool) 
Salter, Arthur C ae ll 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith,Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,F. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Wilson, A Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs - 
Colonel Kenyor-Slaney and 
Captain Harvey. 


Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W 


| Evans, Samuel T. 


Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Ferens, T. R. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Fiennes, Hon Eustace 


| Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


| Fuller, John Michael F. 


Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 

Hall, Frederick 


, Halpin, J. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 

Hardie,J Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 

Harvey, W.E.( Derbyshire, N.E. 

Harwood, George 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 


E. (Liverpool, Walton} 








il. ok. .5. 8 ee ee eee 


Lea 
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Leh 
Ley 
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Lew 
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Lye! 
Lyn 
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Mac] 
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Mac} 
M‘Ca 
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Hemmerde, Edward George _| 
Henderson, Arthur(Durham) | 
Henderson,J.M.(Aberdeen, W.) | 
Henry, Charles S. a) | 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor(Mon., 
Herbert,T. Arnold pombe) | 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope,W Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Idris, T. H. W. 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif ( Apple by) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster | 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea,Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E. ) 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever,A Levy( Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. 
Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Lynch, H. B. 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah(Down,S. 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 


David 


Mr. RAWLINSON moved an Amend- 
ment to include among the Bills to which | 
the Standing Order should not apply 
Bills imposing rates or charges on rates, 
as well as Bills for imposing taxes. 
thought the Government would have no 
difficulty in accepting the Amendment, as | 
it followed the principle they had already | 
If he remembered rightly, Mr. | 
Speaker last year with regard to some | 


adopted. 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| O’Grady, J. 
| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Runciman, Walter 
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Marks,G- Croydon{Launceston) [ 
Marnhan, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

| Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 
Nicholson,Charles N( Doncaster 
Nolan, Joseph 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) | 
Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E.) | 
Radford, G. H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th | 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 








Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


' Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) ! 


| clause 


| tion 


taxation 
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Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B.S s. (Mile End) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore,C. (Radcliffe) 
Talyor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Taomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, Henry 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward,John (Stoke upon Trent 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, Llewelyn(Carm’th’n) 
Williamson, A. 

Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


| admittedly existed in this House with 
regard to taxation 
| regard to any Bill which contained a 
imposing 
He right, rates also came within the excep- 
made by 
whole basis of the exception introduced 
in the Government proposal was the 
principle that anything that imposed 
should not be 


also existed with 


rates. If he was 


the Government. The 


dealt with by 





Amendments that came down from the | a Committee upstairs but should have 
House of Lords ruled that the power ‘which | the benefit of a discussion in Committee 
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of the whole House. 
the principle was the same with regard to 
any clause in a Bill that imposed rates. 
He begged to move. 


” Viscount HELMSLEY seconded the 
Amendment. Although the Govern- 
ment might reply that it was not the 
function of the House to impose rates, 
vet the House did impose them indirectly 
either by giving increased power to 
municipalities to increase a rate for the 
purposes of the municipality, or by im- 
posing on the municipalities all over the 
country a burden, as would have been 
the case had the Education Bill of last 
year passed, which necessitated further 
rates being raised. He therefore sub- 
mitted that such Bills 
dealt with by Committees upstairs. 


Amendment proposed— 

* In line 5, after the word * taxes, 
the words ‘or rates or charges on rates.’ 
(Mr. Rawlinson.) 


> to insert 


Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir HENRY FOWLER said the hon. 
Gentleman did not say exactly what 
rates he referred to, but left it to 
his hon. friend to dot the “i’s” and 
cross the “t’s” of the proposal. The 
House did not impose rates at all ex- 
cept by sanctioning private Bills, which 
went upstairs and were discussed and 
decided by a Committee, not of seventy 
or eighty members, but of four. It would 
be a novel thing to compare taxes im- 
posed by the House and rates imposed 
by local authorities for local purposes. 


Mr. RAWLINSON said he referred to 
such rates as those which would have 
been imposed by the Education Bill— 
rates imposed for a particular purpose. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER said the 
Amendment of the hon. Member raised 
the question of privilege in respect to 
the rights of the House in matters of 
taxation. Those rights were waived 
in regard to rates, but not with regard 
to taxes. The point was mixed up 


with the whole question of local and 
Imperial taxation, with which he hoped 


Mr. Ravlinson. 


He submitted that | 
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this House would have to deal. But 
every power for’ levying local rates for 
local purposes would be governed by 
the Amendment and he could not 
accept it. 


Tlouse ( Procedure), 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he found 
it difficult to understand the Answer 
just given. The right hon. Gentleman 
had said that every power of local rating 
would be governed by this Amendment. 
He knew perfectly well that that was 
not so. There was all the difference in 
the world between a rate imposed by a 
locality within its own area for its own 
needs and a rate imposed by all localities 


| in the country, at the instance of the 


should not be | 











| Government, for a particular purpose. 


Admittedly rates were not constitution- 
ally in the same category as taxes, but 
practically they were. It made very 
little difference to those who had to 
pay them. The Irish Local Govern- 
ment Board, and the English and 
Scottish Local Government Boards dealt 


| with local taxation, and there was not 


an Act which dealt with sanitary arrange- 
ments, education, local government and 
other matters, during the last forty 
years, which had not laid an additional 
burden on local resources. And what 
his hon. friend suggested was that if 
Parliament sought to impose upon the 
whole of the ratepayers of the country a 
charge which they were compelled to 
pay, at all events that decision ought 
to be arrived at on the floor of the House 
of Commons and not in G:and Committee. 
When the right hon. Gentleman said 
that Parliament did not impose these 
rates, because it gave the local authorities 
power to impose them, he was bound to 
say that while the argument was sound 
enough from the point of view of sound 
constitutional doctrine, a more absurd 
and unpractical argument he could not 
conceive. They gave to local authorities 
power to impose certain rates within 
their areas, and if that was not imposing 
rates, he did not know what was. When 
people resisted a rate, it was because 
they preferred to go to prison rather 
than pay it; but did not that point 
to the fact that the charg: was a com- 
pulsory one; if it was not, he did 
not know the meaning of a compulsory 
charge. He thought the Amendment 
was well founded. 
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Lorp R. CECIL said the right hon. 
Gentleman had given two answers to 
the Amendment. The first was merely 
technical, that the House did not impose 
rates. Technically that might be accur- 
ate, and, therefore, he would suggest to 
his hon. friend that he should make 
his Amendment read, “or raising rates 
or charges on rates. Beyond that he 
had not caught any answer from the 
right hon. Gentleman, except that there 
was a constitutional distinction between 
taxes and rates. He could not think 
that a sufficient answer to the Amend- 
ment. Let him point out to the House 
the position in which they really were. 
The Government clearly thought that 
some Bills ought to be considered in 
the House and not upstairs, and there- 
fore they had inserted the exception, 
leaving out of the effect of the Stand- 


Business of the 


ing Order Bills for imposing taxes 
and the like. If that was right, it 


must mean that anything which would 
increase the burden on the people ought 
to be a matter for the consideration of 
the House alone. That was an intelligible 
principle, but it was a principle which 
applied equally to rates and to taxes. 
There seemed to be an impression on the 
other side that rates and taxes were very 
different things. Any proposal which 
would have the effect of increasing the 
rates prima facie attracted the support 
of the benches opposite. He could 
never understand why, in the least. 
On the other hand, any proposal which 
was thought, even lightly, to burden 
the taxpayers was rejected by the 
stringent economists opposite. He could 
not understand the reason at all why in 
our legislation this distinction had been 
made between rates and taxes, which, 
as a matter of economics, were precisely 
the same thing. Every one of the evils 
which followed from an undue excess of 
taxation followed equally from an undue 
increase of rates. They had heard the 
other day from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that one of the causes of 
the lowness of money—if lowness 
was the proper word to use—was the 
expenditure on the late war which had 
been charged upon the taxes by the late 
Government. Whether that was right 
or wrong he did not know, but if it were 
right. it was equally true that the 
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expenditure of municipalities for the 
last ten years was a contributory 
cause of the great burdens which had 
been put on the financial resources of 
the country. Therefore, if it was right, 
and he certainly thought it was right, 
that Bills imposing taxes should be 
excluded from this rule, it was equally 
right, indeed in some ways more essen- 
tial, that Bills imposing charges on rates 
should also be excluded. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
JoHN Watton, Leeds, 8S.) said the 
Amendment had the double fault of being 
wrong in form and wrong in substance. 
He rather gathered from the noble Lord 
that he himself thought it could not be 
sustained in the form in which it was 


moved. It confused what, from a 
Parliamentary point of view, were 
two distinct classes of measures, 


namely, financial measures which origin- 
ated in Committee of Ways and Means, 
and imposed charges by the Imperial 
authority, and measures which dealt 
with local assessments and the imposing 
of local burdens which were due to the 
action of local bodies. But the Amend- 
ment was also wrong in_ substance. 
The very Bills which were most 
complicated, which involved the exercise 
of the greatest amount of technical 
knowledge, would be excluded from 
Grand Committees. The Public Health 
Act of 1875, for instance, which bristled 
with technicalities, could not possibly 
have been dealt with in the House 
within the limits of a session. 


An HON. MEMBER: It was. 


Str JOHN WALTON said he would 
not say it was impossible, because all 
things were possible ; but under certain 
conditions, and with obstacles in the way, 
it would be impossible to discuss such a 
measure in the House. Bills providing 
for housing, giving local authorities 
fresh powers for dealing with sewers, 
—all entailing large outlay of money 
end the raising of rates — were the 
very Bills the tedious details of which 
ought to be thoroughly thrashed out by a 
Committee upstairs, but the proposed 
Amendment would exclude them from 
the rule. 


802 
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Mr. STUART WORTLEY was under- | Government might say that circumstances 
stood to contend that the Bills in question | had altered, and they intended to apply 
involved a diminution of public resources, | the rule as far as the actual words of the 
whether in the form of Imperial taxes | section permitted. It was for that reason 
or public loans, and hence the Govern- | that his friends were naturally desirous 
ment Departments concerned had to| of seeing the explicit exceptions made 
consult the Treasury, whose consent ,as numerous and clear as they could be. 
was necessary. The same reason applied} This Amendment, however, would want 
to Bills imposing local charges, which}some modification. Rating Bills fell 
meant a diminution of public resources, | into two classes, Bills which permitted 
and the House ought to be very localities to impose rates for their own 
jealous of parting with the control/ particular advantage, and Bills which 
of any measure involving a question of | imposed a duty on a locality, such as the 
the diminution of the public resources. _| duty of educating its children, and gave 
the right of raising rates to carry out that 

Mr. EVANS said it was assumed that | duty. Would anybody deny that the 
the result of the rule would be that al] | second class of Bills was not analogous 
Bills of this kind must go upstairs. But/|to taxing Bills? Was there not also 
such measures as the Education Bill of | strong reason for exempting from the 
last year and that of 1902 were highly | Standing Order anything which the House 
controversial, and, according to the| of Lords was precluded from dealing with 
principle laid down by the Prime|in detail? Were they not bound to see 
Minister, would not be sent to a Com-| that Bills which could not be revised 
mittee upstairs. Under the Amendment, | elsewhere should come before the House 
if carried, it would be absolutely necessary | in the most effective fashion? A_ Bill 
to send every rating Bill, however small, | might impose rating whilst the rest of 
into Committee of the Whole House.| the measure might deal with matters 
An Amendment had already been pro-| of detail which could very properly be 
posed to the effect that all Bills dealing | discussed in Grand Committee. Surely 
with finance should be excluded. It/ it was only right that they should be 
was quite true that all the money both | able to deal with that part of a measure 
for taxation and for local purposes came | which imposed rating, and which could 
out, of the ratepayers’ pocket, and it was| not be amended in another place, by 
equally true that a great many people| providing, under the second paragraph, 
were very much interested in the diminu-| that the rating clauses of the Bill 
tion of the rates. He remembered on one| should remain to be dealt with by 
occasion going to the Ladies’ Gallery, | Committee of the Whole House. Whilst 
and a lady asked him what they were | agreeing that his hon. friend’s Amend- 
talking about in the House. He told} ment needed some modification, he re- 
her, and she replied, “That is not) gretted that the Government had shown 
interesting ; why do not they talk about | no desire to help them, and had in fact 
the rates?” If the Amendment were| met them with a blank non possumus. 
carried it would be absolutely necessary 
that any Bill touching the rating question} Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
in any form should be discussed in| said the discussion had taken two separate 
Committee of the Whole House. lines. In the first place there was the 
| general question of the nature of the Bills 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. | which ought to be referred to the Com- 
and learned Gentleman would now see | mittee upstairs ; and, secondly, there was 
that he had raised one of the most the particular question whether the sub- 
difficult points they had to deal with. | jects pointed to in this Amendment were 
He had told them that the Govern-| to be made an exception to the general 
ment did not mean to send con-| rule. On the larger question he had ex- 


troversial measures to Grand Committee, 
but they had not got that embodied 
in the Standing Order. He had no doubt 


the Prime Minister would carry out his 
declared intention, but a subsequent | 





plained so often what the position and in- 
tention of the Government was that it 
seemed almost absurd to keep on repeating 
it. Hon. Members could not get it out of 





their heads that the Grand Committee 
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was to be brought into play only in the 
case of absolutely innocent and what 
were called uncontroversial Bills. If 
they were only to send to Standing Com- 
mittees uncontroversial Bills, it would 
not be worth while their introducing these 
Resolutions, because every Bill was or 
might become controversial. What they 
had said was that the great controversial 
Party measures of the session promoted 
by the Government should be exempted. 
This was the first of a series of Amend- 
ments which had been put down to except 
Bills of one kind or another. There were 
seldom cases in which two Members had 
suggested the same Amendment. There 
seemed to be a sort of co-operation to 
spread the advantages of treatment in the 
House of Commons over as large an area 
as possible. They were to exempt every- 
thing that had to do with rating, with 
Parliamentary reform or the franchise, 
with the powers of the Crown or either 
House of Parliament, the Army or Re- 
serve Forces, or the Navy ; they were to 
exempt Bills which aroused strong politi- 
cal controversy or excited acute religious 
susceptibilities, Bills which dealt with the 
Constitution of any of the Colonies, and 
with the redistribution of seats at Parlia- 
mentary elections. There was no reason 
why they should stop there. Why should 
an hon. Member not get up and move 
that no Bill should be referred to a Com- 
mittee upstairs that had to do with a 
deceased wife’s sister, or with the pre- 
servation of game, and in that way 
so exhaust the whole area of legisla- 
tion that nothing would be left to go to 
the Committee upstairs? The Govern- 
ment could not accept any of these things 
which vitiated the whole conception that 
underlay their proposed scheme of 
procedure. As to the present Amend- 
ment, every one would understand 
the difference between an Imperial tax 
imposed by an Imperial law and the effect 
of powers given to local authorities to 
discharge certain public functions which 
would involve the imposition of a rate. 
There was hardly a Bill introduced 
dealing with a domestic subject in 
which the well-trained nose could 
not without much difficulty sniff a 
rate. The Amendment was no doubt 
very ingenious and _plausible, but it would 
so natrow the field of legislation that could 
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be dealt with by a Standing Committee 
that it would make the rules practically 
inoperative. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I ask 
a non-controversial Question? Could 
the Government favourably consider 
some method by which on the Report 
Stage this House could deal with rating 
questions ? At present it is out of order 
for the House to deal with rating ques- 
tions on Report. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Bill could be recommitted for that 


purpose. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Partially up- 


stairs, and partially here. 


Mr. WILLAM RUTHERFORD (Liver- 
pool, West Derby) said that no words 
had been proposed by the Government 
to show what Bills should or should not 
go to the Grand Committees. On the 
contrary, the Prime Minister had just told 
the House that the Government would 
not accept any of the Amendments on the 
Paper. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Any of those Amendments which except 
from the operation of the Standing Order 
certain kinds of Bills. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
he quite understood. He suggested 
that Bills which involved taxation, 
whether by taxes imposed directly 
by Parliament or by local rates, should be 
dealt with by Committee of the Whole 
House. It was just exactly that class of 
legislation which gave to local authorities 
the power to lay fresh imposts on the 
people which a large number of people 
in the country thought should be 
restricted. The rates had grown to 
such a point in some districts that prac- 
tically speaking they were at the breaking 
point. For hundreds of years it had been 
the exclusive privilege of the House of 
Commons in Committee to deal in detail 
with questions which involved imposts 
on the people. It was now proposed for 
the first time by this Standing Order to 
take away from the House as a whole a 
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right which was one of the privileges of the 
Constitution, namely, that every Act of 
Parliament which involved a charge on 
the people should be debated in de- 
tail by the people’s representatives. 
They ought to pay more attention to the 
historical and immemorial rights of the 
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Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


House sitting in Committee. 


support the Amendment. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen,A. Ac land (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) | 
Baker,Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone, N 
Beauchamp, E. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn,Sir J. Williams (Dev’np’t 


Benn,W (T’w’r Hamlets, S.Geo | 


Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) | 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 
Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 
Bowerman, C. W. 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 

Brigg, John 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Bryce, J. Annan 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 


Byles, William Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J. (S. Pancras, W 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 


Mr. William Rutherford. 


He would 
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AYES. . 


Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) | 
Dickinson, W.H. (St.Pancras,N | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duckworth, James 


Duncan,C.(Barrow-in-Furness) | 


Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 


| Esslemont, George Birnie 


Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 

Ferens, T. R. 

| Ferguson, R. C. Munro 

| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Fuller, John Michael F. 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 


' Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 


| Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Right Hon. Lewis 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harvey, W.E. (Derbyshire, N.E 


| Haworth, Arthur A. 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles | 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Plead George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M. (Aberdeen, W. 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon.,S. 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Holland, Sir William Henry 


Hooper, A. G. 








The House divided :—Ayes, 253 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. {7.) 


Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset,N 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Tilingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. S. 

| Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jowett, F. W. 

Kekewich, Sir George 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea,Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras,E. 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accr’gton) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah (Down, S. 
Mac Veigh,Charles (Donegal, E. 
M’Callum, John M. 

M’Crae, George 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A.* 
Mantield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks,G. Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Myer, Horatio 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholson,Charles N. (Done’r) 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Grady, J. 

O’ ixelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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0’ Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs., Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) | 
Pickersgill, Elward Hare 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price,C. E.(Edinburgh,Central) ; 
Priestley, W. E. B. ( Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’ mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


Business of the 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Balfour,Rt.Hn. A.J. (City Lond | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N. | 
Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks | 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Bull, Sir William James 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cave, George | 
Cavendish,Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone,E.) | 
Coates, E.Feetham (Lewisham) | 
Collings,Rt.Hn. J. (Birm’gham | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Cross, Alexander 


Question put accordingly, 
words be there inserted,” 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.Sir Alex.F 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J. (City Lond 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N.) 
Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 


| Shackleton, David James 


| Dalrymple, Viscount 


| Gardner, Ernest (Berks., East) 


| Helmsley, Viscount 
| Hervey, F.W.F. (Bury S.Ed’ds) | 





Butcher, Samuel Henry 
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Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A. H(Ashton-under-Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Sherwell, Arthur James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Taeodore C. (Radcliff ) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Ure, Alexander 





NOES. 
e 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Gov’n 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 





Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’d 


| Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B | 


Heaton, John Henniker | 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) | 
Liddell, Henry | 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) |! 


The House 


* That those | 
258. 


AYES. 


Carlile, E. Hildred 
Cave, George 
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Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward,John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waring, Walter 

Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, John Henry (Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M'Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Nield, Herbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlingt’n 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rawlinson,John Frederick Peel 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thomson, W. Mitchell- (Lanark 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


divided :—Ayes, 59; Noes, 


(Division List No. 98.) 


| Fell, Arthur 
| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


Cavendish, Rt.Hon. Victor C.W. | Fletcher, J. 8. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Forster, Henry William 


Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone,E.) | Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 


Coates,E.Feetham (Lewisham) 


Collings, Rt.Hn.J. (Birmingh’m | 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Cross, Alexander 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Rokert (Lanark,G’v’n) 


Hardy,Laurence (Kent, Ashf’rd 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Heaton, John Henniker 


| Hervey,F.W.F. (Bury 8.Ed’ds 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn. Sir John H. 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
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Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Liddell, Henry 

Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Nield, Herbert 

Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Business of the 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asquith,Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 


Barry,Redmond J. (Tyrone,N.) | 


Beauchamp, E. 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 
Belloc,Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn,Sir J. Williams (D’v’np’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 


Bethell, T. R (Essex, Maldon) | 


Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W. 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 

Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Bryce, J. Annan 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cam pbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, William 

Clynes, J. R. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. PancrasW 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig,Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
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Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Smith,Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 


NOES, 
Cremer, William Randal 


Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 


| Cullinan, J. 
| Davies, W.Howell (Bristol, S.) | 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras, N | 


| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Dobson, Thomas W. 


Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 


| Elibank, Master of 


| Erskine, David C. 


Essex, R. W. 


| Esslemont, George Birnie 


Evans, Samuel T. 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Ferens, T. R. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro 


| Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 


| Gooch, George Peabody 


Grant, Corrie 


| Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 


Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


| Gulland, John W. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Gwynn, Stephen Lucius 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


| Hall, Frederick 
| Halpin, J. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 


House (Procedure). 
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Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs— 
Viscount Helmsley and Mr. 
Rawlinson. 


Jardine, Sir J. 
Jenkins, J. 


| Johnson, John (Gateshead) 


Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jowett, F. W. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 


| King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 


Kitson, Rt. Hon. Sir James 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 


| Lamont, Norman 
| Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 


Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 


| Leese,Sir Joseph F. (Accringt’n 


Lehmann, R. C. 


' Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 


Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T’. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
Mac Veigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 


' M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) | 


Harvey, W.E. (Derbyshire,N.E. 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 


| Hedges, A. Paget 
| Hemmerde, Edward George 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M. (Aberdeen, W.) 


| Henry, Charles 8S. 
| Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon.,S.) | 


Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 


| Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Morley, Rt. Hon. John 


, Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 


Myer, Horatio 


| Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
| Nicholson,Charles N. (Donc’r) 


Nolan, Joseph 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) | 


| Higham, John Sharp 


Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset,N 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 


| Hudson, Walter 


Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. S. 





O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Grady, J. 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hate 
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Firie, Duncan V. 
Price,C. E. (Edinburgh,Central) 


Seaverns, J. H. 


Radford, G. H. | Sheehy, David 
Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ | 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th | Stewart, Halley 
Richards,T.F. (Wolverh’mpton | 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) | Torrance, Sir A. 
Simuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | Ure, Alexander 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) | Verney, F. W. 
Seott,A.H.(Ashton under Lynn | Vivian, Henry 
Saar’, J. E. Wadsworth, J. 


Summerbell, T. 


Main Question again proposed. 
g prop 


And, it being after a quarter-past 
Eight of the Clock, Further Proceeding 
was postponed without Question put, 
pursuant to Standing Order No. 4. 


INCIDENCE OF TAXATION. 

Mr. BENNETT (Oxtordshire, Wood- 
stock) rose to call attention to the in- 
cidence of taxation in connection with 
the question of social reform, and 
to move, “That, in the opinion of 
this House, having regard to the 
wealth of the United Kingdom and the 
nature of its distribution, it is necessary 
to readjust the burden of taxation in 
order to make provision for social 
reforms which are urgently needed.” 
He said the terms of the Resolution 
covered so considerable an area that, so 
far as he was concerned, he would con- 
fine his attention that evening to the 
incidence of Imperial taxation, without 
making any attempt to deal with the 
vexed questions of local rates and taxes 
—a subject which must of necessity be 
revised throughout its length and breadth 
by the present Government before it 
went out of office. The Liberal Party 
had been returned to power in order to 
save the country from the menace of 
protection and to carry out a genuine 
programme of social reforms. Some of 
those reforms would not involve the 
outlay of public money. Some methods 
of dealing with the teniperance problem, 
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for example, or, again, laws which en- 
deavoured to cope with the admitted 
evils of the sweated industries—legislation 
of that type would make practically no 
demand on the pockets of the British tax- 
payer. On the other hand, it was easy to 
draw up a list of social reforms which 
must inevitably come and just as 
inevitably bring with them _ fresh 
demands upon the public purse. He 
would naturally that evening have 
accorded a foremost place in his remarks 
to the almost universial demand in this 
country for the establishment of some 
system of old-age pensions, but he was 
precluded from touching on that topic 
because of the existence of several Bills 
which blocked the way. That method of 
blocking discussion by private Bills which 
could never under any conceivable 
circumstances become law was rapidly 
developing into a fine art, and he 
ventured to think a very undesirable 
one. Another social reform, however, 
which would necessitate additional ex- 
penditure from the National Exchequer 
was the provision of some complete 
system of secondary and _ technical 
education. That reform, he was con- 
vinced, must come sooner or later, 
unless indeed we were prepared as 
a nation to lag behind in the inter- 
national race for efficiency. One of 
the most painful experiences of any 
modern English traveller was the 
discovery that in the other coun- 
tries of the civilised world the aged 
poor were better treated than they 
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were in wealthy England, and that the 


children of the poorer classes enjoyed in | 


other countries far greater equality of 
opportunity, far more 
securing the higher types of education 
than they did in Great Britain. He 


felt very strongly on that point, for he | 


had spent a good many years of his life 
as fellow and tutor of an Oxford co'lege, 
and no thoughtful resident in one of the 
older Universities could fail to realise the 
immense difficulties which stood in the 
way of any able young man who wished 
to secure the benefits of a University edu- 
cation. Occasionally a boy struggled up 
from the board school, but how rarely, 
and in almost every case the educational 
ladder was placed against the walls of the 
University, not by the State, but by the 
private generosity of some wealthy bene- 
factor who had noticed the boy’s abilities 
and paid for his University career. 
The social reformer then started with 
the postulate that much more money was 
required, and that that could only he 
furnished by a thorough re-adjustment 
of taxation. The researches of Sir 
Robert Giffen, Mr. Charles Booth, Mr. 
Rowntree, and others had proved con- 
clusively that one-half of the national 
income was enjoyed by one-ninth of the 
population--that at one end of the 
social scale were 8,000,000 of workers 
earning less than £1 a week, and at the 
other end a tiny fraction, about one- 
thirtieth of the whole number—some 
of them workers, others drones, nti 
consumere fruges, possessing in wealth, or 
at any rate comfort, one-third of the 
entire wealth of the country. With 


these facts before them they found 
that the actual incidence of  taxa- 
tion, direct and indirect, was almost 


incredibly unfair. An average working 
class income from £50 to £80 per annum 
was taxed at the rate of 7 per cent. ; an 
income of £200 at only 43 per cent. ; of 
£500 at 7 per cent., while larger incomes 
of £5,000 and over incurred a_ very 
slight increase in taxation over the work: 
ing man’s, for they were taxed at only 
83 per cent. No Liberal Government 
worthy of the name could, he thought, 
allow that manifest unfairness to continue. 
The weaker shoulders must be relieved as 
far as possible of the heavy imposts at 
present laid upon them, and the stronger 
shoulders must prepare themselves for the 
imposition of some additional burdens. 
He would leave the discussion of land 
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John Stuart Mill urged the Government 
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values, a graduated income-tax, and a 
revision of the death duties to subse- 
quent speakers, merely remarking in 
passing that it was now sixty years since 
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of his day to secure the immediate valua- 
tion of site values in Great Britain, in 
order that all subsequent increments in 
those values might be available for pur- 
poses of taxation. By the failure of 
successive Governments, Liberal and 
Conservative, to carry out such a valua- 
tion immense revenues had been lost for 
ever to the State, for no scheme of taxing 
land values could be retrospective. As 
to a graduated income-tax, the average 
elector might well say that if Pusssia, 
Sweden, Austria, and Denmark had been 
able to establish a complete graduation of 
that tax such a scheme ought not to be 
beyond the resources of British statesman- 
ship. With respect to the death duties, 
it was interesting to remember the 
fierce cries of “ confiscation ” which were 


raised against their introduction in 
1894. But he did not think that there 


was a single Member of the House who 
would now get up on a public plat- 
form and denounce the death duties 
as “ confiscation.” In fact what was 
called “confiscation” in one decade be- 
came in the next decade a recognised 
basis for the imposition of fresh taxation 
ofa similar type. And, all said and done, 
the entire duty levied on the colossal sum 
hequeathed from the dead to the living in 
this country did not amount to more 
than about 6 per cent. of the whole. 
There existed also another source of 
national income, practically untapped at 
present, in connection with the gigantic 
monopoly of the liquor trade, valued at 
£250,000,000 sterling. He had recently 
received’ a number of letters from inn- 


keepers — which from the amazing 
similarity in their diction must, he 


thought, be redactions of some common 
document furnished by the brewers—and 


in those letters the liquor trade was 


described as a harassed industry. He 
was quite ready to admit that the inn- 
keeper was himself in many cases a 
harassed individual. The fierce competi- 
tion of the trade, the tyranny of the tied- 
house system, and the overbearing treat- 
ment often meted out to the publican by 
the brewery firms — these things fre- 
quently rendered it a difficult task for the 
innkeeper to make a decent living. But 
to talk of the great brewing and distilling 
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firms, who were allowed by the State to 
enjoy that monopoly, as “harassed” was 
surely a misuse of language. 


upon to pay a comparatively heavy 
licensing fee in relation to its rate- 
able value, the biggest gin palace in 


London was not required to contri-. 
The licensing | 
Carlton, | 
Metropole was | 


£60. 
like the 


bute more than 
fee of vast hotels 

the Ritz, and the 
actually a miserable sum of £20 per 
annum. <A wealthy distilling firm lke 
Messrs. Dewar were mulcted in the sum 
of ten guineas for their licence, and the 
great firm of Messrs. Bass paid the 
amazing sum of twenty shillings per 
annum for their licence to brew. Surely 
such licence taxation was taxation pour 
rive. He did not think that any man 
who was not to some extent blinded by 
prejudice or self-interest would main- 
tain that such taxes were adequate. If 
that position was maintained, then all he 
could say was that other countries had 
been wiser in their generation. The 
licensing fees of New York State alone 
amounted to more than double the entire 
fees exacted from the whole of Great 
Britain. In Norway and Sweden— 
the most sober countries in Europe —the 
profits of a wisely regulated liquor trade 
did not find their way wholly into the 
pockets of the brewers, but went largely 
into the coffers of the State, and were 
expended on reasonable and beneficent 
objects—amongst others, the formation 
of a fund for old-age pensions. He was 
aware that some of his extreme temperance 
friends held up their hands in horror at 
the idea of such “ complicity’? with what 
they described as an “accursed traffic.” 
But after all, he would rather drink 
himself into an old-age pension than 
drink a brewer into a peerage. He 
had not alluded to possible demands 
which might from time to time be made 
upon the Exchequer in order to relieve 
distress cansed by unemployment. But 
he ventured to think that a readjustment 
of taxation would provide a powerful 
stimulus to the home trade, and 
so to employment. 
regarded the taxation of imports as 
the panacea for all social evils con- 
stantly urged their hearers to fix their 
eyes on the export trade of the country 
—that they held to be the chief and 
best criterion of a nation’s commercial 
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(prosperity. But had those gentlemen 
| realised the economic fact that of all the 
| workers in this country probably not more 
than 15 per cent. were engaged in pro- 
ducing commodities for the foreign 
market? The remaining 85 per cent. 
were occupied with the infinitely more 
important industries of the home market. 
Sir Robert Gritfin had, he believed, said 
on one occasion that the loss of our 
entire foreign trade would indeed be a 
calamity but a measurable calamity. The 
readjustment of taxation ,involving as it 
| would a remission of taxation to the 
poorer classes of the community, would 
add enormously to the spending power 
of the poor and enable them to pur- 
chase useful and necessary commodities. 
For example, the hon. Member for 
West Wolverhampton had __ recently 
uttered a feeling appeal in that House 
on behalf of the unemployed bootmakers 
at Leicester, some thousand in num- 
her. Now if the working families 
of England could, by a lessening of their 
taxation, purchase two or three extra 
pairs of boots per annum, there would, he 
thought, be less unemployment in the 
boot factories at Leicester. In con- 
clusion he ventured to suggest that in 
this question of the readjustment of 
taxation lay one of the greatest opportu- 
nities ever presented to Liberalism. They 
had for the moment failed to carry out 
their educational policy and to abolish 
the plural voter—thanks to obstruction in 
another place. What might be the nature 
and outcome of their struggle with the 
powers of political darkness in that other 
place he did not know. But this he 
knew—that the people of England would 
say that in the matter of financial reform, 
at any rate, the Liberal Party had a free 
hand and that results were expected in 
accordance with that freedom. He was 
convinced that the talk of ‘not enough 
money” would not be accepted as an 
excuse for ever. Not enough money 
for old-age pensions — not enough 
money for a sound and democratic 
measure like the payment of Members 
—a reform which would need only one- 
ninth of the cost of a single ‘“ Dread- 
nought.” The hollowness of the cry had 
been demonstrated by the economic facts 
of the South African war ; for even the 
terrific drain upon our national resources 
caused by that war—at least £300,000,000 
—had apparently produced no permanent 
effect upon the finances of our wealthy 
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country. He was conscious, of course, 
of having treated the subject of 
the discussion very inadequately. He 
laid no claim to any expert knowledge 
of finance but had merely tried to 
voice the general sort of attitude 
felt towards the question of taxa- 
tion by the average British elector of 
the more thoughtful type. He had, at 
any rate, started a good many fiscal hares 
that evening and he now left the pursuit 
of them to hon. Members in various parts 
of the House who possessed far more 
detailed knowledge of financial questions 
than any he could claim for himself. He 
begged to move. 


*Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.) said the House was grateful to his 
hon. friend for moving this Motion, 
and for the unanswerable and convincing 
way in which he had placed the question 
before the House. He was sure also 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would be grate- 
ful for the opportunity to shadow forth 
the nature of the Budget proposals which 
they were all so eagerly anticipating. 
When he surveyed the Budgets of the 
last quarter of a century he was struck 
by the fact of how much they had been 
concerned with a little more on tea, a 
little less on sugar or a slight increase of 
the income-tax. With the exception of 
the measure of Lord Goschen dealing with 
the consclidation of debt and that of 
Sir William Harcourt which readjusted 
the Death Duties, all the Budgets of the 
last twenty years had been concerned 
with some trifling readjustments of a 
recognised gamut of duties. Such Bud- 
gets were of far more value to Mincing 
Lane than they were to the nation at 
large. It was high time that something 
more than mere rule-o’-thumb reigned at 
the Treasury in this matter. In time of 
peace we tinkered these taxes a little this 
way ora little that way, and in time of 
war we borrowed as much as the market 
would stand and divided the rest between 
direct and indirect taxation. When that 
had been the rule with Chancellors of the 
Exchequer for the last twenty years one 
did not wonder that a paper like the 
Spectator recently expressed surprise that 
no Chancellor with all the means at his 
command for such a purpose had as yet 
found it worth while to 
inquiry into the national income. We 
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| had no properly equipped Census Bureau 
to act as the eye and ear of a Govern- 
ment determined to base its taxation 
not on surmise but on fact. No one 
need be surpised therefore that a mem- 
ber of the present Government a few 
years ago should have risen in his place 
and said it was impossible to find out the 
number of income-tax payers in the 
country. They were, however, able 
to arrive at the fact that the income- 
tax payers now were about 1,000,000 in 
number and that they took about half 
the national income. They were also 
able to ascertain that one-thirtieth of the 
whole population took one-third of the 
national income. Those were facts, now 
that they were ascertained with approxi- 
mate exactitude, that must guide Chan- 
cellors of the Exchequer in the future, and 
especially Liberal Chancellors of the 
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| Exchequer, in framing their Budgets, 


They were also able to find out through 
the Death Duties with sufficient precision 
the distribution of property in which 
was involved the distribution of income. 


One-ninth of the people owned practi- 
‘cally all the property in the country, 


and one-seventieth of the population 
owned half the entire land, capital, and 
accumulated wealth of the United King- 
dom. He disclaimed, however, the view 
that it was the office of taxation to 
redress inequalities of wealth by means of 
taxation. Social reform did not mean 
robbing the rich in order to increase the 
The national 
income, if evenly distributed, would only 
furnish the people with a very small 
and inadequate income, Social reform 
worthy the name must look to the 
raising of the masses of the people 
by the production of a much larger 
material output. He desired to empha- 
sise the point that whether our national 
expenditure was large or small, whether 
it was £50,000,C00 or £500,000,000, the 
amount of revenue required ought to be 
raised with due regard to the distribution 
of the national wealth. Even if it 
were possible largely to reduce our 
present expenditure it would s ill be 
necessary to adjust out taxation im 
such a manner as to have proper regard 
to the distribution of the wealth of the 
United Kingdom. Taxation, in the 
first place, should have regard -to 
wealth, and, m 
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the second place, it should not be 
imposed in such a manner or to such 
an extent as to restrict the employment 
of new capital by private individuals. 
If anyone imbued with Collectivist 
ideas assumes that with a State organised 
as our State was we could levy taxa- 
tion to a very high degree, or that it 
could be imposed in a reckless manner, 
they made a very great mistake, because 
such a course would reduce the existing 
prosperity of the country by reducing 
private capital without, under present 


conditions, increasing public capital. He_ 
laid down the maxim that whatever | 


taxation might be it should not exceed 
the amount which, while it might decrease 
expenditure on luxuries, 


new capital applied to industry. 
tion at present was roughly divided 
into direct and indirect taxation. We 
had a certain amount of direct taxation 
in the form of income-tax and stamp 
duties and so forth. 


by the levying of indirect taxes, 
as he should show, very unjustly. 


Those taxes took the form of raising a 
revenue income from such articles as 
tea, sugar, liquors, and tobacco, and 
partly in the form of licence duties. 
Owing to want of knowledge of the 
income of the country, it had been very 
difficult for Chancellors of the Exchequer 
to decide how the incidence of these 
taxes bore on the various sections of the 
community. All these taxes, whatever 
their name might be, were in essence 
income-tax. The sugar tax and the tea 
tax were income-taxes. He did not care 
in what form they levied the taxes to 
which he referred, they were income-taxes, 
but their precise incidence, from their 
very nature, was in a very large degree 
uncertain, but in so far as they were able 
to ascertain the incidence, they found 
that it was exceedingly unjust. He 
had taken the trouble to boil down 


each of the different taxes into an income- | 


tax. He had even taken the Post Office 
profits and treated them as a_ tax, 
although he thought they might be 


justly held not to be a tax at all. He 


found as a result that total taxation, 


reduced to the form of an income-tax, | 


Was even more unfair in its incidence 


than had been shown by his hon. friend 
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would not | 
decrease expenditure in the direction of | 
Taxa- | 


That was balanced | 
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| the mover of the Resolution. First as to 
| that part of the population whose income 
lay between £3 a week and £700 a year. 
| There were the middle-class income-tax- 
payers who were granted abatements 
-under the present income-tax system. 
They numbered 4,000,000, with wives and 
children. In that class there were 800,000 
income-taxpayers—roughly 4,000,000 of 
people — and he found that they paid 
total taxes to the amount of Is. 64d. in 
| the £. That included all their indirect 
| taxes as well as income-tax, all Post 
Office profits, and everything that could 
properly be put totheir account. He took 
the class of taxpayers which lay above 
£700 a year and under £5,000 a year. 
They only numbered 235,000, or with 
wives and children rather more than 
1,000,000 of people. He found that they 
| paid 1s. 94d. in the £, or 3d. more than 
the class below them. Then he took 
the class at the very top of the scale, the 
most fortunate people, with £5,000 a year 
and upwards. They only numbered 
15,000 people, or with their wives and 
‘children 75,000. They paid a_ total 
income-tax of Is. 7d. in the £, or 23d. 
less than the people with between £700 a 
year and £5,000 a year. Again, he took 
the great mass of the people whom 
the income-tax collector never troubled— 
numbering nearly 39,000,000, taking the 
population roughly at 44,000,000. He 
found that the income-tax which they 
paid amounted to Is. 3d. in the &, 
or only 4d. less than was paid 
by the people with over £5,000 a year. 
That was an average for the 39,000,000. 
But what of the men who earned about 
25s. or 35s. a week? What of the men 
'who, like the road sweepers in his con- 
stituency, were paid only 21s. to 23s. a 
week by a generous Moderate borough 
council ? What was their income-tax ? It 
was higher than that which was paid by 
the limited class with over £5,000 a 
year. Yet in arriving at the rich man’s 
total taxation he had included not 
only the Post Office profits but also 
the Death Duties, and he had every 
reason to state that that was not 
taxation which ought to be included 
in this estimate of the incidence of taxa- 
tion. The Death Duties, it had been 
argued with very great force, were 


not paid by the dead or by the 


| 
| 
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| 
} 





1739 Incidence { COMMONS} of Taxation. 1740 
living. Sir Robert Giffen had very truly | opportunity to the child.. The people 
said that- were becoming increasingly conscious 

** Duties upon tle succession to property at of their condition and the — of 
death are sums reserved by the State out of | it, and as the late Sir William 


property which dying people leave behind them 
and which are therefore not taxes upon the 
dying, because they are not levied until they 
have ceased to own the property, and not taxes 
upon the inheritors because they only inherit 
by the will and permission of the State itself.” 


The figures which he had given there- 
fore so far from exaggerating the case 
left it under-stated. It was true that the 
taxes which he had been dealing with 
were commonly called Imperial taxes, 
but, if they made inquiry into local 
taxation it would be found that the 
case would be strengthened. If they 
considered the ordinary rates levied 
by local authorities, they would find 
that the incidence of taxation bore 
more and more unjustly as they descended 
the scale, and that our taxation 
was levied without any regard to the 
means of those who had to bear it. In 
view of the incidence of these taxes 
it would be seen how cruelly they 
bore upon the poor; it would be 
seen how indirect taxes were increased 
to pay their share of the expenses of the 
late war and had never been removed. 
These indirect taxes, like the eects of 
famine, pressed most hardly on the poor. 
What to arich man was 1d. in the pound 
on sug?r, or 6d. in the pound on some other 
article? It mattered very little to him, 
but to the poor man’s budget it meant 
everything. He would impress upon 
the minds of those who talked so freely 
about widening the basis of taxation 
that it would simply mean robbing the 
poor, and putting on their shoulders an 
unjust burden of taxation. His way 
was now clear to consider the Resolution 
as a whole. Our present national ex- 
penditure was about £124,000,000—a 
sum not alarming in itself. On what was 
it spent? We spent £90,000,000 on 
armaments and the expenses of past 
wars, and only £34,000,000 remained for 
peace purposes. We spent on the 
Navy, £31,000,000, and on the Army 
about £30,000,000, and a similar sum for 
past wars, making about £90,000,000 
in all. But the nation was becoming 


aware that it had that fierce thing we call 
a conscience ; it at last was aware of the 
woes of the aged poor, of the unlovely 
homes of its people ; 


Mr. Chiozza Mooney. 
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Harcourt said, we were all Socialists 
nowadays. Even the noble Lord the 
Member for South Kensington con- 
demned the Government because they 
had not sufficient regard for social reform, 
Things must indeed be in a bad way 


when they found such an _ appeal 
coming from South Kensington. The 


national expenditure meant one-four- 
teenth of our income, and a high authority 
had set it down that when the national 
expenditure did not exceed one tithe of 
the national income, that really could not 
be said to be too large. With that 
opinion he very heartily agreed. There 
was general agreement that more money 
was needed for social reforms and all 
Parties had joined in a desire to grant old- 
age pensions, which were included in the 
general scheme of social reform. For 
his part he termed old-age pensions not a 
social reform but a _ shame-offering. 
Whatever the proper term, they were all 
agreed that it was high time that old- 
age pensions were granted. ‘Speech after 
speech had been delivered full of sym- 
pathy for the aged poor. The facts had 
been pointed out again and again with 
wearisome reiteration, but it all ended 
in one cry, “ Where is the money to come 
from?” The aged poor men and women 
of sixty-five years of age and over num- 
bered about 2,000,000, and, therefore, 
an old-age pension of 5s. a week would 
cost about £26,000,000 a year. If the 
pensions were made claimable by persons 
sixty-five years of age and over the 
cost of pensions at sixty-five might be 
reduced to £21,000,000. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I would 
remind the hon. Member that there is a 
Bill dealing with this subject before the 
House, and therefore it is not in order 
to discuss the details of the question 
now. 


*Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY said he would, 
of course, bow to that ruling, but he 
wished to enter his protest against the 
existence of a system which precluded 
him from alluding to such an important 
subject on such an occasion as this. As 
he could not discuss old age pensions he 
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would discuss the possibility of granting 
some other benefit, it mattered not what, 
to the aged. If the age was raised to 
seventy and the pensions were made claim- 
able, the cost might be only £13,000,000. 
It was possible to obtain that sum by a 
readjustment of the income-tax. The 
upper 5,000,000 of the population paid 
in income-tax only 3 per cent. of their 
income. If their payment was increased 
to 5 per cent. it would raise £45,000,000 
per annum, and 6 per cent. would raise 
£54,000,000 per annum. He claimed 
that it was not only possible to carry out 
a scheme of old-age benefit costing 
from £13,000,000 to £20,000,000 a year, 


but it was also possible, at the same 


time, to relieve the middle and lower 
middle classes of a share of the burden 
of taxation which now fell upon them. 
He did not think it was necessary for 
him to consider the bitter cry of those 
who had incomes from £1,000 to £3,000 
a year, and he would like, by way of 
illustration, to show what was the amount 
of taxation borne by a man with an 
income of £1,000 a year at the present 
time. He would have to pay £50 a 
year in income-tax, about £33 a year 
in local rates, £3 15s. house duty, and 
his share of indirect taxation would 
probably be about £7 a year, making 
a total taxation for all purposes of 
£93 15s. a year, or less than one-tenth 
of his total income. If he pursued 
his calculation into the case of the 
man with £2,000 a year the taxation 
could be shown to be even less onerous. 
With regard to what had been said 
about the hardship of taxation upon 
men with incomes of £1,000 a year and 
upwards, he would remind the House 
that upwards of 43,000,000 out of a 
population of 44,000,000 had incomes 
below £1,000 a vear. The £1,000 san 
was thus far up the social scale and 
mounted upon the shoulders of nearly 
the whole of the population, and to argue 
that a man with an income of £1,000 a 
vear vught to be taxed at a lower rate 
was simply disregarding the elementary 
facts relating to the distribution of 
incomes in this country. If in re- 
arranging the taxation of the country 
they had too much regard for the persons 
who were in such fortunate positions 
they would necessarily be compelled to 
have too little regard for the middle 
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and the lower middle classes and the 
working classes. He had framed a 
scale beginning at one penny in the 
pound and rising to 2s. in the pound 
which would have regard to the 
necessities of the middle class, and 
especially the lower middle class, and 
yet would secure a larger revenue than we 
now enjoyed. He found that an income 
tax was possible which infringed none of 
the maxims of taxation to which he had 
alluded, which had regard to the means 
of all classes of the community, which did 
not, even in the case of the millionaire, 
exceed a tax of 2s. in the pound, and 
which would raise a revenue sufficient 
to carry out a scheme of old-age benefit 
costing £13,000,000 per annum. Under 
that scheme—which compared favourably 
with our existing roughly graduated plan 
of taxution—a payment of 16d. in the 
pound was only reached on incomes of 
£2,500, and yet there would be a revenue 
sufficient to grant any beneficent reform 
which occurred to them. It might be 
said that the scheme would produce so 
much evasion of the tax as would render 
nugatory all their efforts to get a larger 
revenue. He would like to point out in 
reply to that argument that during 
the war in South Africa the income-tax 
was raised to Is. 3d. inthe pound. Be- 
fore the war the income-tax was 8d. in the 
pound and during the war it was raised 
to Is. 3d., or nearly doubled. But that 
great increase in the tax did not lead 
to any evasion; the figures of the revenue 
authorities showed that. In the year 
1900, when the income-tax was 8d. in the 
pound, it yielded £2,300,000 per penny. 
In the following year, whenit was raised 
to ls. in the £, in spite of the increase in 
abatements the yield was nearly 
£2,500,000 per penny. It was after- 
wards raised to Is. 2d., and the yield 
was still £2,500,000, and when it reached 
Is. 3d. the yield was £2,535,000 per 
penny. In view of the time at his 
disposal he was compelled to pass over 
the many other revisions of taxation 
which might furnish additional sources of 
income. He would only refer to the fact 
that it had been clearly shown that the 
licence duties might easily be readjusted 
to produce an extra £8,000,000 per 
annum, while the death duties particu- 
larly deserved their attention. The 
Liberal Party were pledged to show 
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trade to carry on a programme of social 
reforms. They had been returned not 
only to keep flying the free-trade flag, 
but also to show that it was possible, 
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that it was possible on a basis of free | Parliament which would be futile in 
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their operation. They might pass 
measures dealing with the housing of the 


working classes, the unemployed, the 


on a basis of free trade, to carry out a: 


and generous policy of social 
They would not be true to 


wide 
reform. 


the trust which had been reposed in | 
them if they did not pursue the policy | 


to which he had alluded. It had 
been pointed out that in Germany 
where they had protection, there was 


a system of old-age pensions, but in | 
of the poor was very much the same in 


free-trade England, old-age pensions 
had not been secured. That was a 
point which had lately been taken up 
by hon. and right hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite, and they were representing in 
the constituencies that quite a small 


duty on the manufactured articles im- | 


ported into this country would produce 
a revenue large enough to provide a 
pension scheme. That was to his mind 
a dangerous propaganda, and it was 


especially dangerous when they con- | 


sidered the great mass of misery and 
misfortune which existed in the ranks 
of the common people. He had in his 


: Government in a rich State. 


!its national resources. 


condition of children in the schools, and 
other matters relating to the social well- 
being of the people; but the desired reforms 
could not be properly carried out until they 
had a readjustment of taxation to provide 
the means to give those reforms effect. 
It was insufficient for hon. Gentlemen 
opposite to reply that the country 
should adopt the system of tariff reform 
which they advocated. The condition 


Germany, and even in America with all 
They must make 
up their minds that they could afford 
to carry out the reforms which they 
had set their hands to, and that the 
Government must no longer be a poor 
Viewed in 
that way the Budget ceased to be a mere 


‘matter of finance; it ceased to be a 


hand only last week a document showing | 


the terrible conditions under which the 
youth in one of our great industrial 
centres were growing up. Our cities 
contained 80 per cent. of the people of 
the country. The document to which 


‘and labours of great 


he referred dealt with the conditions in | 


Bradford. 


He found that only 10,000 | 


out of nearly 50,000 children were sent | 


to school decently clean, and that only 


about the same number could be said | having regard to the wealth of the United 


to be properly nurtured by their parents. 
Those were facts which ought to 
give them pause. 
other great cities, whether in England, 
or Ireland or Scotland, they found that a 


If they turned to | 


collection of cold facts and colder figures. 
It became charged with matter of life 
and death; with the masses who were 
rotting in our unlovely towns and the 
thousands of little children who looked 
up and were not fed. It was not 
figures alone they were dealing with ; 
they were concerned with the lives 
multitudes of 
people whose future prosperity depended 
on the action which might be taken there 
to remedy the evils from which they 
suffered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in the opinion of this House, 


| Kingdom and the nature of its distribu- 


similar condition of things prevailed. The | 


poor were growing up under conditions 
which were not creditable to the citizens 
of the British Empire. In his own 
constituency he saw day by day the 
terrible poverty which existed. What, 
it might be asked, had that to do 
with the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer? He said that it had every 


thing to do with the Chancellor of the | 


Exchequer. So long as the Treasury was 


tion, it is necessary to readjust the burden 
of taxation in order to make provision 
for social reforms which are urgently 
needed.” —(Mr. Bennett.) 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asaquitu, Fife, E.): 


|My hon. friends have shown, in admirable 
| and instructive speeches, that from their 


point of view this is an opportune 
moment for introducing this discussion. 


The speech of the hon. Member for the 
Woodstock Division was a_ thoughtful 


‘outlines of the case. 


and admirable presentation of the main 
As to the seconder 


poor in a rich State, so long would they | of the Motion, during the fiscal contro- 
continue to pass in that House Acts of | versy no one contributed more to a sound 


Mr. Chiozza Money. 
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and healthy state of publie opinion, and 
to-night he has shown that he is capable 
of preparing and developing and expound- 
ing a Budget to the House of Commons. 
1 congratulate them both heartily on 
the contribution they have 
our stock of knowledge. T regret, hoy 
ever, that [am not myself in a posi- 
tion to follow their example. I must re- 
serve whatever I have to say on_ this 
subject for another three weeks. The 
House will believe, however, that in saying 
that I am not treating the Motion with 
any disrespect. For obvious reasons it 
is impossible for me to go into matters to- 
night which [am very much afraid I shall 
not be able to shrink from two or three 
weeks hence. The Government accept 
the Motion, and ask the House to assent 
to it, both in letter and in spirit. Speaking 
for myself,I believe the business of Liberal 
finance at this time, after we have made 
adequate provision for the services of the 
country, and its security and good ad- 
ministration, Consists negatively in the 
maintenance of our system of free trade, 
and affirmatively in doing everything 
that lies in our power to maintain and 
improve the national credit, and to pro- 
vide funds for social reform. 
we shall succeed in carrying out a policy 


Incidence 


based on those lines time alone can show, 
but I shall ask in advance, as [shall have 
to ask again before very long, that, if we 
proceed by cautious steps, our efforts may 
be watched with patience as well as with 
sympathy. The House may be assured 
that no one is more determined than we 
are, so far as our opportunities offer, to 
bring about, | hope in the lifetime of this 
Parliament, some, at any rate, of the most 
important of the great social reforms 
which have been alluded to. 


*Mr. HILLS (Durham) said he desired 
in the first place to direct the attention 
of the House to the speech of the hon. 
Member for North Paddington. The hon. 
Member had told them that the present 
system of taxation fell too heavily on the 
poorer Classes, and then he produced his 
own budeet. He understood that the 
scheme of the hon. Member was to keep all 
taxes, except the income-tax, at the same 
level, and in order to get the money he 
wanted he would place a surtax on large 
incomes, and thereby get a revenue of 
between £13,000,000) and = £14,000,000. 

VOL, CLXXI. [FourtH SERIES. | 


{26 Marcu 1907} 


made to | 


Whether 


1746 


He would not at present discuss whether 
that could be done or not. He had 
always been a believer in a graduated in- 
come-tax. He thought there would be 
less dislocation of industry, and less 
difficulty in connection with a fairly 
graduated income-tax than with any other 
single tax. But surely the conclusion 
arrived at by the hon. Member opposite 
left untouched the question of the burden 
of taxation on the poor. Our present 
system of taxation was extremely hard 
and unfair on the poorer classes of the 
population. We had slowly shifted all 
our taxes to articles which we did not 
produce, and for ease of collection the 
imposts were placed on articles from 
which a large amount could be raised. 
Hence it had come about that the vast 
burden of indirect taxation was now 
borne by the very poorest classes. 
Kverybody drank tea or coffee, and most 
people took sugar with it, and a great 
many people smoked tobacco. All these 
articles were necessities, or quasi necessi- 
ties of life, and they were necessities of 
the very poorest householders. When 
they came to deal with the question of 
taxation they must look at it as a whole. 
It was no good for the hon. Gentleman to 
say that an extra sum could be got from 
a graduated income-tax. We had to re- 
adjust the whole scheme of our taxation, 
and finda way of raising the same amount 
of, or more, 


of Taxation. 


money by some means 
which would not hit our neople so hard. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
spoken about free trade and protection. 
He quite agreed that the real struggle 
between the two policies would come on 
the revenue question. That would be 
the field) of battle, for the Party op- 
posite had got to show that they could 
finance their social programme on a 
free trade basis. The hon. Member 
for North Paddington was perfectly 
fairabout that. He hid stated clearly 
that if the Party opposite did not do 
that, it would be they who were to 
blame, and not the advocates of tariff 
reform. We raised £34,000,000 in import 
duties, and yet we called ourselves a 
free trade and non-tariff country, because 
in imposing those duties we looked to 
the revenue return of the tax only, and 
hot to the protective character of the 
tax. We confined ourselves to a duty 
on a few articles, because the duty was 


3 P 
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easy of collection. But why should we 
not extend the list 2? The only argument 
that he could see against the extension 
of the list of dutiable articles was the 
argument of convenience. The first ob- 
jection to a revenue tax was that if a 
small tax on an article which we pro- 
duced was imposed, the cost of that 
article would be raised all round. But 
all economists from Mill downwards 
agreed that in the case of small duties, 
importers would pay the tax rather 
than lose the market. The question of 
the incidence of taxation was no doubt 
a very thorny one. But he would point 
out that it could not be said for certain 
that import duties must raise prices. 
Internal competition would keep them 
down. Atany rate, even if the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer wished to keep in his 
mind the revenue side of the question 
only, and to avoid all protective 
tendency, there was no reason why the 
present list of dutiable articles should not 
be extended so as to include articles 
that we were able to produce in this 
country. By that means he did not 
think the cost would be increased, nor 
did he think the tax would be strictly 
protective. He believed that by that 
means a large revenue could be raised. 
It was said that if this tax was imposed 
on imported things which were produced 
in this country, it would benefit the 
home producer, and lead to the forma- 
tion of trusts. But such an argument 
could not be sustained, for trusts existed 
in free trade countries like ours. The 
newspapers of this country were a few 
months ago ringing with denunciations 
of:a trust, and the free Press, no: 
free trade, killed it. Kven admitting 
a tendency to the aggregation of industries 
which we called trusts undera hich tariff, 
there would not be that tendency with a 
low duty upon a more extended list of 
articles than now bore duty. There 
might be a large extension, and the 
taxes would fall very lightly on the 
people. In protectionist countries, in 
America, for instance, luxuries, not the 
common articles daily used by the poor, 
bore the brunt of this form of contribu- 
tion to the revenue. A comparison of 


the price lists in New York and London 

would show that many things were as 

cheap or cheaper in New York. 

not the cost of living, but the price of 
Mr. Hill, 


It was 
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luxuries that was raised. [MINISTERIAL 
and Lapour cries of “ No!” 


of Taxation. 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY said there was 
evidence to show that the cost of living 
in the United States had risen 50 per cent. 
since 1897. 


*Mr. HILLS said that he was aware of 
that, but even now articles used by the 
poor were as cheap as in England. 
[MimnstTEeRIAL and Lapour cries of ‘No, 
no!”] Imported articles, such as clothes 
and carpets, were a great deal dearer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
also include a few luxuries in his list. He 
might raise a considerable revenue on silk 
manufactures and stil] not raise the price 
sufficiently to cause the transfer of the silk 
trade to this country, which, of course, 
would be against the free-trade creed. 
He hoped that a more effective Budget 
would be produced than we had 
recently been accustomed to. There had 
been enough of niggling with the tea and 
tobacco duty. Our Chancellors of the 
Exchequer must go further afield. 


Mr. HEMMERDE (Denbighshire, FE.) 
agreed that in a graduated income tax 
and an increase in the license duties they 
might find a convenient source of revenue 
to carry out reforms. He had 
intervened because of the omission by 
previous speakers of one possible source 
of revenue for which he quoted the 
authority of the right hon. Gentleman 
the member for West Birmingham him- 
self. He referred to the land. It would 
not be wise on the part of the present 
Government to adhere to the present basis 
of taxation, and to pledge the national 
credit up to the hilt for social reforms, only 
to leave the Tariff Reform Party to argue 
that they could not find further taxes ex- 
cept by recourse to protection. Why 
should a tax not be put upon land values ? 
That would then only resume a part of the 
wealth which the growth of the com- 
munity and the labour of the people had 
created. This would be more defensible 
economically than putting taxes on the 
food or necessities of the people. The 
hon. Member for Durham had sugvested a 
number of revenue taxes, but he became 


social 


confused more than once as to which were 
protective taxes and which were revenue 
taxes. There were very few actual 
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revenue taxes wich could be pat ona, and 
the hon. Member did not suggest any new 
In dealing with the Jand question 
they would always find the same objec- 
tions as those which were raised when 
dealing with the licensing question. When 
it was proposed to tax licences more 
highly and to deal more drastically with 
the drink trade, they were told that 
the person they would be attacking 
was the small publican; but they knew 
they were attacking the great brewer 
and not the small 


ones. 


freeholder at all. 
When they came forward with proposals 
for the taxation of land values they would 
no doubt be again reminded of the small 
friendly societies with their property and 
trust funds invested in land, and then 
they would remember the case of the 
licensed victuallers and the brewers. In 
dealing with the question of the taxation 
of land values they had the great advan- 
tage of being supported by the great 
economists of the country and by the 
experience of other countries and some of 
the Colonies ; while the great protectionist 
leader pointed twenty years ago to what 
could be done by it. Not only would it 
provide revenue, but it would have im- 
portant collateral effects. It would have 
an important effect on the housing pro- 
blem in making land cheaper. If they 
taxed land upon its real value it must 
have the effect of clearing out the 
rookeries and slum dwellings in all 
our great towns, and of making land 
cheaper for housing schemes. If they 
were right upon the question of taxing 
land values, and if the theory was a sound 
one, then it would provide them with the 
best ofalltaxes. A tax of 1d. in the pound 
on the capital value of land would pro- 
duce a revenue of £15,000,000 a vear. 
He personally hankered after the abolition 
of the present tax on sugar and tea. 
When they were told, almost ad nauseam, 
that there were 12,000,000 people in 
the country on the verge of starvation, 
the best way to relieve them was to take 
off the taxes which pressed most hardly 
upon them; and that could be done if the 
taxation of land values were adopted. 
It would also have an indirect effect. 
The man who supported tariff reform or 
protection when he faced the country at 
an election declared that he was against 
lood taxes and only wanted to take them 
olf one article and put them on another. 
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If the taxes were taken off all articles of 
food, not only would the poor be relieved, 
but those gentlemen would be prevented 
from making that double-shufle. He 
hoped that the Government would be 
able, by developing the great resources 
of revenue, such as the drink monopoly 
and the great land monopoly, to spare 
these smaller sources of revenue. He 
hoped they would be able to take all 
these indirect taxes off the people. In- 
direct taxation could never be graduated. 
It always struck the poor out of all pro- 
portion to the rich. People sometimes 
stidthe poor did not feel it, but he had 
never heard a person defending a pick- 
pocket argue that he should be acquitted 
on the ground that the person who was 
robbed did not know it at the time. He 
believed indirect taxes were bad taxes, 
and that there were many much better 
sources of revenue. It was because he 
believed that and wanted to see land 
really dealt with and the proposed charges 
on land made what they really ought to be 
that he had intervened in the debate. 


Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barkston Ash) said the scheme of the 
hon. Member for North Paddington was 
as simple as possible. All they had 
to do was to raise a considerable amount 
from income tax and institute a system of 
graduation on incomes over a certain 
amount. The scheme of the mover of the 
Motion was not nearly so well defined ; and 
then came the most amazing speech of 
the hon. Member who had just sat down, 
who had confined himself entirely to the 
taxation of land. The hon. Gentleman 
seemed to think that by the simple means 
of taxing land they would solve all the 
social problems which faced them at the 
present time. What was it that the 
land was suffering from? Surely it 
was that it was overburdened by 
taxation, whether local or Imperial, and 
the question with those who represented 
rural districts was how to remove that 
great burden rather than how they were 
to impose fresh taxation upon the land. 
The man who lived in an urban district 
gota direct benefit from the gas and water 
and other things for which he was taxed ; 
but what about the man who had an 

outlying farm, who paid a sanitary rate 
for works which were three miles off, and 
| who also paid a police rate and a highway 
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rate for roads which he himself did not 
need ? That was the form of taxation 
which did most harm in rural dis- 
tricts. It was not by increasing but by 
reducing the burdens on the land that 
they would give the greater benefit to the 
country. The distribution of wealth had 
completely changed. The incidence of 
taxation in rural districts was grossly un- 
fair and was levied on the class least able 
to bear it. The rich man in the rural 
districts was not the man who paid the 
vreatest share of the rates, but the man 
who paid least ; the imported commercial 
man who had built a house on a small 
plot of land and the wealthy tradesman in 
the village, though they might not be 
very wealthy, did not pay anything like 
the rates the farmer of the land paid. 
A farmer was paying income-tax on 
£566 a year with a rateable value of 
£1,050, and he paid £157, as compared 
with a tradesman in the same neighbour- 
hood who had £600 a vear, and paid only 
£1310s. All these things made it perfectly 
clear that the incidence of taxation m rural 
districts was grossly unfair. What he was 
perfectly certain of was that if must injure 
the cause of social reform in rural dis- 
tricts, and that the condition of the 
labourer and workman in those districts 
was bound to be worse because of this 
unfair incidence, 
of the rates which pressed unfairly on 
the rural districts; and he thought it 
would be freely admitted that if the 
rural districts could be taxed more 
fairly there would be greater chance of 
employment and of better wages. The 
social condition of the labourers might 
then be expected to improve. It was 
often suggested that it would be better to 
take the burden off the occupier and put 
it on the owner, but that only brought 
them back to the question of the land 
paying the rate in one form or another. 
They could not get away from the fact 
that as between the owner of land and 
the owner of personalty the amount 
of rates paid by the former was 
unfair and unjust. When Members dis- 
cussed the better housing of the working 
classes and the provision of small holdings, 
he hoped that they would realise that 
this rating question was one which 
underlay the possibility of making those 


reforms a success. Many Members, 


in all parts of the House, 
Mr. Lane-Fox. 


earnestly 


Tt was the incidence | , 
| production. 
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desired — to some better — form 
of rural housing and some |successful 
form of small holdings. But how were 


see 


| they going to get men to improve their 


holdings, or invest their money in small 
holdings, if, the moment they did one 


| or the other, a heavy rate was put upon 
them out of all proportion to the value 


| 
| of their property ¢ 








He hoped that the 
House would him for having 
brought the subject before them at 
leneth, but he believed that a great many 
who dived in urban districts, and who 
had not considered this problem, were 
not aware of the great grievance 
of which they had to complain in rural 
districts—a_ grievance which was. well 
deserying the consideration of the House. 


excuse 


*Vr. WEDGEWOOD (Neweastle-under- 
Lyme) said that would-be reformers 
should in no way cavil at each others’ 
methods if their ends were the same, and 
he rose, not Inany degree in hostility to any 
other hon. Members who had addressed 
the House, but as the mouthpiece of that 
vroup of Members who believed that no 
scheme, however excellent. could cause 


}a lasting improvement in the courtry’s 


prosperity until the incidence of taxation 
had been removed from improvements 
and personal effort, and was imposed 
instead in such a manner as to stimulate 
Ile referred to the scheme, 
widely advocated throughout the world 
and already successfully practised — in 
many countries, of taxing the unimproved 
value of land. In their opinion, none of 
the other proposed reforms could attain 
to their full effect until that had been 


i done; for this reason, that a large part 





of any improvement, whether in the 
condition of the worker, or in the con- 
dition of trade, went, and must necessarily 
go, to enhance land values. At present, 
by far the heaviest tax on industry were 
the local rates, both urban and rural. — It 
was these local rates that did most to 
check improvements. In their view, no 
reform could be so beneficial as one which 
removed from improvements the hamper- 
ing effect of that charge. Would the 
House tolerate a very short parable which 
exactly illustrated his point? There 
was a Sultan in Egypt and he taxed the 
people. For each fig-tree he — took 
payment of ten dinars, So it came to 
pass that the people cut down their 
fig-trees. Then another Sultan arose, 
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and he took the tax off fig-trees, and 
taxed instead the soil from which all | 
good things must come. And behold, the 
people planted fig-trees with diligence, 
and the Jand flourished exceedingly.” 
That parable put in a nutshell the main 
case for the taxation of land values. 
At present every improvement, every ftig- 
tree, was taxed, and therefore few 
improvements were made ; manufactories 
got out of date, slums fell into worse 
disrepair, houses stood empty, and agri 
cultural land) was starved of capital. 
ul because the tax was on improve 
ments. Tf a man put up a new ware 
house in his factory he was taxed more ; 
if a railway company put up a goods shed 
to accommodate tratlic, it was taxed more ; 
if a Jandlord drained a marsh, worth 
nothing, and made it worth £5 an acre, 
he was taxod more, In the borough of 
Hanley they put a tax of 50 percent. on 
improvements. No wonder they did not 
get capital for improvements in Hanley, 
and that it was invested instead in the 
Pennsylvania Railroad or in’ Japanese 
bonds. ‘There was a unfortunate 
impression abroad——-quite an erroneous 
one—that their scheme was intended to 
penalise the landlords. Nothing of the 
They wanted merely to stop the 
system which penalised the man who 
used his land or his talents well and 
taxed him for the benefit of the man who 
used them badly. ‘They did not want. to 
tap new sources of revenue, They 
wanted substitution, and not new taxa- 
tion. Their scheme was backed and 
exactly defined in the Report of the 
Select Committee on the Taxation of 
Land Values (Scotland) Bill: signed by 
the Solicitor-General for Scotland, and 
drafted by him in wording so admirable 
that he made no apology to the House 
for quoting the conclusion he arrived at 


most 


sort. 


“©A valuation of land values should he set 
on foot throughout Scotland in both burghs 
and counties. . .. All loeal taxation should 
be transferred from the present valuations of 
the valuations of land value, thus substituting 
local taxation of land value for all the present 
local taxation of landed property.” 


And again— 


“ We consider the benefits of the proposed 
system lie, not so much in ‘tapping a new 
source of revenue,’ as in the economic benefits 
Which would result from a fundamental reform 
ol the system of taxation. . . . The positive 
sule is the taxation of landed property on 
the basis of its market value... . The 
negative side is the untaxing of buildings and 
improvements.” 
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To show the effects of this change on 
the urban landlord, he gave one instance, 
A firm, whose name he had the honour 
to bear, but in which he unfortunately 
had no financial interest, had a freehold 
potworks in the Borough of Hanley. It 
was recently revalued for assessment 
purposes, and they found the value of the 
land was £300 and the buildings £600 a 
vear. ‘That was one-third land and two- 
thirds buildings. Now, those best quali- 
tied told him the valuation of the whole of 
Hanley was about one-third land = and 
two-thirds buildings and improvements. 
Rates were at present 10s. in the £ 
on land and buildings in Hanley. — If 
were based on land alone, and 
the same revenue had to be raised, 
the assessment would rise to 30s. in the 
£ on the unimproved land value. — It 
sounded enormous. They would — be 
paying 30s. in the £ on their land. 
Yet they would only be paying exactly 
the same amount that they paid at 
present, for they would be assessed on 
their land value alone, one-third of their 
full present assessment, And they would 
he better off, for they could improve their 
property without being taxed for doing so. 
Manufacturers would be better off, 
because «they would be able to im- 
prove their business. The people of 
Hanley would be better off, because 
they would get more: and everybody 
who valued good ware would be able 
to get the best cheaper than at present. 
ivervbody, therefore, would benefit by 
the change. The average urban landlord 
would therefore benefit by the change ; 
hut what was true of the average urban 
landlord was also true of the average 
rural landlord. And what was true of 
local rates was also true of Imperial 
taxation. Suppose the rural landlord 
developed his land by small holdings, 
suppose he invested his money in build- 
ing, fencing, draining and manuring. 
When, by intensive cultivation, and 
great expenditure of thought, labour 
and capital, he had doubled the return 
from his land, his rates were raised by 
the present system, and he was actually 
punished for his improvements. The 
land next door, of the same unimproved 
value, owned it might be by an absentee 
and starved of capital, actually paid less 
and less in proportion to its owner's 
inactivity, in proportion to his incapacity. 


4 


But, if the Report of the Scotch Com- 


rates 


‘mittee were adopted, and rates were 
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based not on the rent received for land | which had given the value. | isse t.| He 


and buildings, but on the unimproved | 
value of the land, that suicidal policy 
would be reversed. ‘The tax, instead of | 
being adeterrent, would be an encourage- 
ment tothe proper employment of brains 
and eapital. Then his friends wished to | 
take a further step. In order to obviate 
the injustice which so often arose through 
limitations of boundary, as for instance, 
in the London boroughs—an injustice 
which frequently laid a heavy burden on 
a poor district, and a comparatively light 
one ona rich distriet—they proposed to 
take part of the Jocal rate on land values, | 
and make it a uniform Imperial tax. 
The revenue which was thus obtained, 
irrespective of these faney boundaries 
which municipalities set up, could be 
used to free local authorities from the | 
poor rate and education rate—rates 
which pressed with undue severity 
on poor districts and on rural 
That would spread the burden over 
the whole country in accordance with | 
their ability to pay, and therefore 
it would largely relieve rural areas from 
the crushing rates which oppressed the 
agricultural industry. Incidentally it | 
would do away with the necessity | 
for those complicated, extravagant, 
and at the same time often wasted 
subsidies known as grants-in-aid. This 
change in the incidence of taxation had 
therefore two objects—(1) the freeing of 
improvements from taxation and_ the | 
equalisation of burden between rich and | 
poor districts; (2) the securing for the 
community the full benefit of all future | 
unearned increment of Jand—of all | 
future accidental improvement in land 
values. The rate and tax on unim- 
proved land values would _ practically | 
absorb into the national and local ex- 
chequers the whole of the unimproved | 
land value, and that without in any way | 
increasing the burden which the good | 
landlord had to bear, but rather diminish- | 
ingit. Therefore, if the value of land went 
up anywhere through outside causes and | 
not through the owners’ efforts, the in- 
creased value would increase the assess- 
ment and would increase the revenue to | 
be got from that assessment: so that the 
whole of the unearned increment would 
to the private 


areas, 


hot vo as at 


| 
present | 


individual, but would become the earned 


increment of; the community or State 


Mr. Ii “edgwood, 


‘their days in their own homes 
of the workhouse, the demand for cottages 


| 20 back to the 


Was assuming that the improvement was 
not due to the owner, but solely to some 
outside cause for which the owner was 
not responsible. The London County 
Council had lately found out to thei 
cost that a large part of the benefits 
they had conferred upon Londoners 

parks, tramways. free ferries, and street 
improvements—had gone to increase rents, 
Unfortunately for them this increase in 
the value of Jand had only oceurred in 
patches, where the improvements were 
made. so that the majority of London 
landlords could not be accused of ingrati- 
tude for their action in the late elections. 
What Parliament had to do was to see 
that all their reforms did not 
end in the same If small 
holdings re-peopled the countryside, 
up would go the land. 
If aged pensioners were able to end 
instead 


social 


Way. 


price of 


would be greater all over the country, 
and consequently cottage rents would 
rise. If they dissuaded the people from 
wasting their money in drink, trade would 
improve, and the value of land would rise 
in consequence. Public money, however 
expended, whether in helping landlords 
to build finance 
small holders, or to plant forests, or to 
dig canals, or to reclaim foreshores, raised 


cood cottages or to 


| the unimproved value of land throughout 


the whole neighbourhood. If Parliament 
would only preface these reforms by 
the tixation and rating reform which 
he and his friends advocated, the 
whole of the increased value would 
community and 
help to pay for the improvements. 
If they did not do that, more than half 


ithe advantage that they expected to 


see from these great reforms would drift 
into private and undeserving pockets. 
He asked the House to support the re- 
form which was recommended by the 
Solicitor-General for Scotland in his 
Report of the Scottish Committee last 


| session when he said that 


“All local taxation should be transferred 
from the present valuations to the valuations 
of Jand value, thus substituting the local 
taxation of land value for all the present 
local taxation of landed property.” 

If they did that they would free theim 
provements from taxation, Cause al 
enormous boom in the industries of the 
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country, equalise the burden between rich | 


and poor districts, and secure for the 
community the full benefit of all the 
reforms they carried out. 

*Mr. BRIDGEMAN 


(Shropshire, 


{26 Marcu 1907} 
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tax on the unimproved value of land 


‘they would tax unimproved land out of 


Oswestry) said that after listening to | 


the speeches of various hon. Members 
one was driven to the conclusion 
that the present system of taxation 
was thoroughly unsatisfactory. It 
a pity that the Chancellor of 
Exchequer had not heard all the argu- 
ments. The hon. Member for East Den- 


man the Member for West Birmingham 
in support of the statement that a tax 
of a penny in the pound on land values 
would produce £15,000,000 a year of 
revenue. 


Mr. HEMMERDE: 
value of land values. 


On the capital 


*Vir. BRIDGEMAN said he would have | 


| worthless, or practically worthless, and 


very much liked to hear the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer’s opinion on that particu- 
lar point. Of course it wasa matter which 
was very hard to decide. It rested en- 
tirely on the method in which the land 
values were going to be computed and 
Although there was a great 
deal to be said in favour of additional 
taxation of land in large towns, he thought 
it was difficult to draw the line, and to 
form a basis of taxation except in respect 
of the return it gave to the owner. He 
would like toask the hon. Member for New- 
castle-under-Lyme how he proposed to 
raise sufficient revenue for all local and 
imperial purposes, if he was going to put 
a tax only on the unimproved value of 
land. 


assessed. 


Mr. WEDG@WOOD : I do not think we 
should get anything like the whole ol 
our taxation in that wav. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN said that was the 
admission which he hoped to get from th 
hon. Gentleman. He was entitled to ask 
where the rest of the money was to come 


from. He understood that the hon. 
Gentleman approached the question 
from a practical point of view. He 


vathered from the remarks of the hon. 
Member that by putting this very heavy | 


| 


was | 


~ value of the land—say a field—will not 


/rate was at present based. 


° . . lord 
ohshire he ted the right hon. Gentle- | é ; ; 
bighshire had quote caer. capital sunk in the field, but the local 


|authority will become automatically the 


existence altogether. He did not know 
whether other hon. Gentlemen assented 
to that proposition. In other words the 
hon. Gentleman said that the local 
authority would become the owner of the 
unimproved land by default on the part 
of the owner. 


Mr. WEDGWOOD: The unimproved 


be the full value of the field, and the land- 
will remain the landlord of the 


owner of the unimproved value. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN said that was a 
very good theory, and he would like very 
much to be able to support it from the 
practical point of view. It meant that 
land on which nothing had been spent for 
improvement, which had been considered 


not worth spending money on to improve, 
would be taxed out of existence, and 
would become the property of the State 
or of the local authority. The result 
would be that the State and the local 
authority would be left in the possession 
of all the worst land in the country, a 
vreat deal of which could not be turned 


to anv use. Then there was another 
point to which he wished to refer, 
viz., the incidence of the poor rate. 


If there was any charge which should 
be paid by the wealth of the country 
it was the poor rate. It was the duty 
of the rich to pay for the poor, but 
that was not the principle on which the pc or 
There might 
be two men living in similarly-sized houses 
in the same place, one with an income of 
£300 a vear, and the other with an income 
of £3,000 a vear, and vet they paid eXx- 
actly the same poor rate. That was 
an absolutely rotten system, which bore 
hardly on rural districts which paid 
far than their proper share of 
the poor rate. He maintained that the 
present levied, was a 
Inost Unjust tax, especially in the rural 


More 


poor rate, as at 


i districts, and he believed that if it were 
| placed on a proper basis they would do a 


great deal for the promotion of small 
holdings, and of agriculture generally, 
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*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
said he was sorry that the hon. Member 
for Durham had spoken somewhat con- 
temptuosly of taking off Id. from the 
duty on tea. For kis part he only 
despised a Id. when he had 2d. in 
sight. He hoped that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would be able 
to take 2d. off the tea duty. The tea 
industry was peculiarly deserving of the 
sympathy of that House. Tea was 
grown by British capital, in British 
possessions, and by British-Indian labour. 
Such labour in no way competed with 
white labour ; only natives could work in 
the Indian sun, and the more worked on 
these estates the more work there was 
for white labour by way of supervision. 
He wished it was understood that where 


whiteand coloured Jabour met, the function | 


of white labour was the supervision of 
coloured labour, and there really was no 
competition between the two classes. 
They should do all they could to equalise 
taxation, but he deprecated the habit 
of dividing the people of the country 
into rich and poor, and suggesting 
that there was a necessary antagonism 
between classes, or thit some classes 
were “ propertied” and others were not. 
What was the limit of property, which 
made a man one of the “ propertied 
classes”? The hon. Member for Denbigh- 
shire had spoken of making an attack 
on the drink monopoly. He himself sup- 
ported to the utmo-t the temperance 
policy, but it was from a love of temper- 
ance, and not from a desire to attack 
the brewers, who, at this moment, were not 
absolutely rolling in ill-gotten wealth. 
An attack on brewers or on railway com- 
panies might be a very good cry for 
an outside political platform, but, in 
the result, it did the Liberal Party 
no good, but rather harm, for most people 
had something to lose, and no one knew 
whose turn might come next, if “attacks ” 
became lawful politics. ‘The hon. Member 
for Newcastle-under-Lyme had treated the 
House to a very interesting tale of an 
Egyptian Pasha, whose fig tree by careful 
compression he had, to use his own phrase, 
put intoa nutshell. [fhe might venture 
to indulge in anecdotal mood he might say 
that he remembered a case of a beggar 
who cried aloud to a Persian ruler, * Give 
me a brother’s fortune.” As everybody 
knew, beggars in the Kast were very 
importunate, and could not be treated with 


{COMMONS} 


indifference, though the courtiers try 
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to drive them away. The King said, 
“Come to me to-morrow.” The beggar 
went the next day to the palace of the 
king, who gave him a ld.; but the 
beggar said, “I wanted a _ brother’s 
portion,” whereupon the King replied, 
“Tf I gave all my brothers a Id., 
I should not have a 4d. left for 
myself.” This tale was much to the 
point when the rich and poor were 
treated, as if they were sharply defined 
different classes, as indeed they were in 
the great Protectionist Empires of Europe, 
and in the East, but as fortunately they 
were not in this island. He did not 
think the poor were in this country 
so sharply divided from the rich as 


they were in other countries. He 
thought there was great sympathy 
between the different classes in this 


country, and it was absolutely im- 
possible to sav where the line of demarea- 
tion between rich and poor 
Though unhappily there were more who 
were undoubtedly poor—than he could 
wish. As to the taxation of the country, 
let them be fair to everybody who 
owned anything, while they should be 
slow to put the onus of taxation on 
their poorer brethren wherever it could 
be avoided. He would take the case 
of the experimental — politician — to 
illustrate his point. The experimental 
politician said that everything should 
be divided equally. He remembered 
an account of a conversation — upon 
that point. One man said to the other, 
“Tf vou had two would not 
you give me one?” and the answer 
was “* Yes, certainly.” The next question 
was, “If you had two cows would 
you give me one?” and = again the 
answer was “ Yes.” Then the question 
was asked, “If you had two pigs would 
you. give me one 2” and the answer 
this time was, * That is not fair, because 
vou know that T have two pigs.” Let 
every one who was not abjectly poor 
remember he had something to lose, and 
that there were always idle wastrels 
prepared to divide what he had as well as 
the greater fortunes of the rich. The 
small belongings of the small owners in 
the aggregate, were more than the pos- 


begea n. 


horses 


sessions of the rich, and would in their 


turn be plundered, if once the policy of 
division all round were adopted. He 
did want the House to do all they could 
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not | Mr. 


to equalise taxation, but let 


them get into the habit of dividing the | 


people of this country into rich and 


poor, and making out that there were two | 


classes between whom there was a 
necessary antagonism. His hon. friend 
the Member for Newcastle-under-Lyme 


had dealt with the question of rates, | 
which he had very truly said were very | 


and he had _ proceeded to 
that the best way of dealing 
with high rates was to pass them 
on to somebody else. For himself 
he believed that was the best way of 
dealing with high rates, so long as one 
could do it and from one’s 
point of view, but 


heavy, 
show 


own | 
under that system | 


the time came when there was nobody to | 


whom to pass them on. Moreover a time 
would come when they would have to 
consider whether the rates were spent 
in a manner of which they could fully 
approve. 


Then the hon. Member spoke | 


of the unimproved value of the land, and | 


he would 


exact ly 


like to have that phrase | 
defined, because it was difficult | 


without exact definition to know what , 


the hon. Member 
Did he mean the prairie value ? 
But what exactly did he mean ? 
hon. 
the House, but they had all been in some 


really did propose. 


Hardly. 


Several | 


respects either too experimental or too | 


sentimental to suit practical politics, and 


the net result in his own case was that | 
he was glad that the national finances | 
were in the hands of the experts, and he | 


believed that while that continued to be 
the case, there was a far 


better chance | 


of funds being available, not only for the | 


necessary services of the country, 
for much needed social reforms. 


Mr. BENNETT rose in his place, and | 


claimed to move, “* That the Question 
be now put”; but Mr. SPEAKER with- 
held his assent, and declined then to put | 
that Question. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) | 
argued that protection was the only | 
financial system under which it would | 
be possible to make provision for soc oan 
reform, and said that according to the | 
last statistivs the poor people of this | 
country paid more in taxation than the | 
poor people of Germany or America. | 

VOL. CLXXI. [Fourtu Series | 


bat | adjust the burden of taxation in order 


(tentlemen had offered Budgets to | 
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Carnegie had told them recently 
that a sovereign would buy more food 
and clothes for the people of America 
than it would for the people of this 
country. Under asystem of free imports 
Germany and America had fewer poor 
people than we had here, fewer un- 
skilled persons who were unable to 
gain a livelihood, and fewer people who 
were untidy in the streets or in their 
houses. The reason was that the 
necessaries of the poor were so heavily 
taxed in this country. The people of 
this country had to pay the whole of 
the taxes. Nearly all the luxuries of 
the poor were taxed, whilst with the 
exception of alcohol and tobacco the 
luxuries of the rich were allowed to come 
into this country free. 


Mr. BENNETT rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put”; but Mr. Speaker with- 
held his assent, and declined then to put 
that Question. 


Mr. HUNT argued further that 
everything that the poor consumed 
was taxed, while the rich to a large extent 
escaped. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, «‘ That, in the opinion of this 
House, having regard to the wealth of 
the United Kingdom, and the nature of 
its distribution, it is necessary to re- 


| to make provision for social reforms 


which are urgently needed.” 


ESTABLISHED CHURCH (SCOTLAND) 
(ELECTION OF MINISTERS). 

Copy ordered, “of the regulations 
framed and enacted by the General 
| Assembly of the Church of Scotland to be 
observed in the election and appointment 
of Ministers under the powers con- 
ferred upon them by the Patronage 
Abolition Act, and Returns for each 
parish in Scotland of the last occasion 
since 1897 on which a vacancy has been 


3Q 
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filled up under any such regulations of the | 


General Assembly, stating as follows :— 


(1) The population, male 
female, at the last preceding census 
of each such parish. 

(2) The number of male voters 
and female voters respectively quali- 
fied as communicants. 

(3) The number of male voters 
and female voters respectively quali- 
fied as adherents. 

(4) The total number of voters on 
the roll.’—(MWr. McCallum.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (PROCEDURE). 

Post poned Proceeding on Question | 
| 20th March |— 

(1) When a Bill has been read a second 
time it shall stand committed to one of 
the Standing Committees, unless the | 
House, on Motion to be decided without 
Amendment or debate, otherwise order, 
and such a Motion shall not require notice, 
must be made immediately after the Bill | 
is read a second time, may be made by | 
any Member, and may, though opposed, | 
be decided after the expiration of the time 
But this order shall 


for opposed husiness. 
shall not apply to- 
(a) Bills for imposing taxes or 
Consolidated Fund or Appropriation 
Bills; or 
(6) Bills for confirming Provisional 
Orders. 

(2) The House may, on Motion made by 
the Member in charge of a Bill, commit | 
the Bill to a Standing Committee in 
respect of some of its provisions, and to | 
a Committee of the Whole House in 
respect of other provisions. If such a} 
Motion is opposed the Speaker, after 
permitting, if he thinks fit, a brief ex- 
planatory statement from the Member | 
Who makes, and from the Member who 
opposes the Motion, shall, without further 
debate put the Question thereon - (Sir | 
Hi. Camphe dl-Banneriman)—resumed., 


Question again proposed, 
And, it being after Eleven of the clock, 


and objection being taken to further 
proceeding, the debate stood adjourned, | 


{COMMONS} 


and | 


| WHITELEY, 


of the House. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday, 
| 8th April. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire and report as to 
the cost and method of reporting and 
publishing the debates and proceedings 
in Parliament. 


Committee accordingly nominated of, 
Mr. Charles Allen, Mr. Barran, Mr. Hicks 
Beach, Mr. Bowerman, Mr. Harold Cox, 
Mr. Lehmann, Mr. William Redmond, 
Mr. Toulmin, and Mr. Walrond. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 


records. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.— 
(Mr. Whiteley.) 7 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro rHe TREASURY (Mr. Greorce 
Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) 
announced that intended to 
the suspension of the eleven o’clock rule 


he move 


| the next day in order to ensure the passing 
‘of the Motion for the adjournment. for 


the Kaster holidays. 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 


| shire, Wellington) said he noticed that 


the hon. Gentleman had put down the 


| rules of procedure for Monday week; he 
| did not think he could intend to take 
| them on that day, because there was a 


distinct understanding that they should 
not be taken till the following Thursday. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELERY - said 
there was certainly an understanding 
that that business should not be taken 
till Thursday. At allevents, there was a 
tentative understanding. 

Adjourned at eight minutes 
after Eleven o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | PETITIONS. 
Wednesday, 27th Murch, 1907. -—— 
cee COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


The House met at a yuarter before , Petitions in favour ; from Allanshane ; 
Three of the Clock. | Audley ; Black Park ; Broomhouse ; 
| Brown Edge; Bunkers Hill; Burley ; 

—— Bucknall ; Cheadle ; Coegnant ; Crynant ; 

| Cynon ; Eccleston ; Ellismuir ; Draycott ; 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Fenton ; Foxfield ; Golden Hill; Govan ; 

| Grange ; Halmer’s End, Hanley (Nos. 1 
|2, and 3); Holmwood (No. 1); Kids- 
PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING | grove (Nos. 6 and 18) ; Leycett ; Long- 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY IN-| ton (Nos. 1 jand 2); Maesteg (two) ; 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH), Milton ae! garters : —- : 

oo . ;Seven Sisters; Skelmersdale; Sneyd ; 

hea Feed ete an ren ue | Swinhill ; Talke ; Watermills ; and Whit: 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the es ee <a 
¢ 
I 


ase of the following Bill, originating in | EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
he Lords, and referred on the First | ~ F (SCOTLAND) — 


Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | 

not previously inquired into, and which Petition from Kircaldy, against ; to lie 
are applicable thereto, have been complied | upon the Table. 

with, viz. :—Bbirmingham Corporation Bill 


[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


t 


| LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL OPTION 

| (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

| Petitions in favour ; from Bowmore ; 
| Glasgow ; and Oakenshaw; to lie upon 


| : 
Brockenhurst Gas Bill ; Plymouth and | the Table. 


North Devon Direct Railway (Abandon- | _ 
ment) Bill. As amended, considered ;, WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL, 


to be read the third time. Petition from Surrey and other places, 


: , _ | against ; to lie upon the Table. 
Burnley Corporation Bill; Byrne's | 
Divorce Bill [Lords]. Read a second. Serer 


time, and committed. a : p om 
| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
| 
BYRNE'S DIVORCE BILL [LORDS]. —— 
Ordered, That a Message be sent to EAST INDIA (CO-OPERATIVE CREDIT 
the Lords to request that their Lordships SOCIETIES). 
will be pleased to communicate to this ‘ 
° * . ys i yh Mar 
House Copies of the Minutes of Evidence | — eo 25th March} tobe 
and Proceedings, together with Docu. PMM'*°- [No. 97. 
ments deposited, in the case of Byrne’s 
Divorce Bill [Lords], and that the Clerk 
do carry the said Message. 


ARMY (MILITIA UNITS). 


Copy presented, of Return showing 

| the Establishment of each Unit of Militia 

Ordered, That it be an instruction | jn the United Kingdom, and the numbers 
to the Select Committee on Divorce Bills, | present, absent, and wanting to complete, 
that they do hear counsel and examine | at the training of 1906 [by Command]; 
witnesses for Byrne’s Divorce Bill [Lords], | to lie upon the Table. 
and also that they do hear counsel and 
examine witnesses against the Bill, if the ae ee 
parties concerned see fit to be heard by Se eer 
counsel and produce witnesses.—(Mr.! Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents 
Attorney-General.) and Casualities as reported to the Board 
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of Trade by the several Railway Com- 
panies in the United Kingdom during the 
three months ended 31st December, 1906, 
together with Reports of the Inspecting 
Officers of the Railway Department to the 
Board of Trade upon certain Accidents 
which were inquired into [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Returns, 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 
Copy presented, of Accounts of the 
Metropolitan Gas Companies for the year 
1906 [by Act]; to lie upon the ‘lable, 
and to be printed. [No. 98.] 


EXPLOSIONS (ARDEER, AYRSHIRE). 


Copy presented, of Report to the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment on the circumstances attending an 
explosion of nitro-glycerine, which 
occurred at the factory of Nobel's Ex- 
plosives Company, Limited, at Ardeer, 
near Stevenson, Ayrshire, on the dth 
February, 1907 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT-HOURS DAY FOR 
MINERS). 

Copy presented, of First Report (with 
Evidence) of a Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, to inquire into 
the probable economic effect of a limit of 
Eight Hours to the Working Day of 
Coal Miners [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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| COURT OF SESSION (SCOTLAND) ACT, 
1868. 


Reports, de. 


Copy presented, of Act of Sederunt to 
regulate Procedure in the Court of 
Session [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 


COLONIES (GENERAL). 

Copy presented, of Circular Despatch, 
dated 15th February, 1907, relative to 
the part taken by ex-Governors of 
Colonies in the organisation or direction 
of companies formed to operate in Terri- 
tories which they were recently adminis- 
tering [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1859. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 16th March, 1907, removing the 
office of Assistant to the Director of the 
Royal Botanic Gardens at Kew from the 
operation of Section 4 of the Super- 
annuation Act, 1859 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 

Consular Report, Annual Series, No. 3752 

[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


DEER FORESTS (SCOTLAND). 
Return ordered, “of particulars of all 
Deer Forests and Lands exclusively 
devoted to sport in counties other than 
crofting counties in Scotland, in the 
following form :— 





Name of Deer Forest 


County. or other Subject. 


—(Mr. Molteno.) 


COMPULSORY NATIVE LABOUR 
(COLONIES). 

Address for, “ Return showing (a) the 
names of the various Colonies or British 
Possessions in which Compulsory Native 
Labour is employed, and upon what work, 
distinguishing the class of Native, namely, 
nationality or tribe; (b) whether the 
Natives so employed are liable to be em- 
ployed outside the districts in which they 
usually reside; (c) the number of such 
Natives respectively ; (d) the conditions 
under which Natives so employed are 


Proprietor. | Acreage. 


Rental as in Valuation 
Roll. 


| 
| 





housed or live, whether in fenced or 
enclosed areas or otherwise, also stating 
whether any restrictions are placed upon 
their individual liberty at times other 
than when they are engaged on their 
ordinary daily labour ; (e) what, if any, 
regulations exist and are in practice for the 
punishment of such Natives respectively 
for desertion or misconduct, stating the 
nature of the offence and punishment, and 





if such regulations and practice have had 
the sanction of the Government or govern- 
| ing authority of the Colony or Possessions ; 
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(f) at what date and under what legal 
enactment, if any, the system was intro- 
duced.” —( Mr. Molteno.) 


(Juestions. 


INSPECTORS OF MINES. 

Address for “Return of the names 
and previous occupations or professions 
of the Inspectors and Assistant Inspec- 
tors who are now serving ; the dates of 
their appointment ; and the number of 
candidates who sat at the examinations 
when each was successful, in so far as the 
appointments have been filled by com- 
petitive examination.”—(Mr. Swmmer- 
bell.) 


ARMY (COMMISSIONS). 
Address for “ Return as to the num- 
ber of Commissions granted during each 
of the years 1885 to 1906 inclusive (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 153, of Session 1903).”—(Mr. Pirie.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


His Majesty's Ship “ Renown.” 

Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the work of reconverting the 
“Renown” into a battleship has now 
been completed ; what is the total cost of 
the alterations rendered necessary by the 
special service for which the ship was 


selected ; and in what year’s Estimates, | 


and in what Vote was the cost referred 
to included. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
No work has been done to “ Renown,” 
but she can be completed for active 
fighting service at short notice. The net 
cost of the alterations was £12,298, 
mainly brought to account under Vote 8 
in 1905-6. 


Ships’ Libraries. 

Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
what new books, periodicals, and news- 
papers, were ordered for officers’ and 
ships’ libraries in 1906. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
I am forwarding to my hon. friend a list 
of 226 hooks ordered for officers’ and 
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ships’ libraries during the past year, as it 
would be impossible to give all the titles 
within the limits of an ordinary reply. 


Irish Land Purchase Delays. 

Mr. NIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that both landlords 
and tenants in Ireland have suffered loss 
by reason of the delay which is taking 
place in dealing with properties under 
The Land Purchase Act, 1903, landlords 
by reason of their having to pay in full 
all interest and charges on mortgages, 
while they receive no interest on the 
bonus, and tenants by reason of their 
having to pay interest until the com- 
| pletion of the sale ; and whether he will, 
at an early date, make such alterations 
in the administrative machinery as to 
| cause these applications to be dealt with 


pee we 
| with greater expedition. 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The total 
advances applied for amount to 
| £47,193,803. Of this amount the sum 
‘of £16,320,422 has already been ad- 
| yineed, and the Commissioners have 
| themselves entered into agreements for 
| purchase up to the sum of £635,373. 
| There is at present a sum of £261,031 
| available for further advances, and it is 
| expected that this amount will be ad- 
| vanced by the end of this month. As I 
| have already stated, further issues of 
stock will be made from time to time 
as necessity arises. The sum of 
£28,500,000 represents the advances 
applied for and not yet made in cases of 
direct sale by landlord to tenant. The 
losses referred to in the Question by 
landlords in having to pay interest on 
charges pending completion of sale, and 
by tenants in having to pay interest 
instead of instalments, are unavoidable 
unless £30,000,000 of stock were immedi- 
ately floated and the Estates Commis- 
sioners’ staff enormously increased, both 
of which conditions are impracticable. 
It is to be remembered that landlords 
and tenants when entering into agree- 
ments were aware that money would not 
be available for some years to come. 
The question of the amount of money to 
be provided for land purchase in the 
coming financial year is now engaging 
serious attention. The Goverment have 
every desire that land purchase should 
be accelerated as much as possible. 


3R2 








ivvi (Questions, 
Scottish Railway Accident 
Mayor ANSTRUTHERGRAY (St. 


Andrews Burghs): To ask the Secretary | 
for Scotland whether, in view of the fact | 
that some 25,000 signatures have been 
attached to a petition in favour of the | 
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| work can be begun, and these are being 


pushed forward as rapidly as possible. 


Irish Potato Crop Failure. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): To ask the 


| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


recommendation to mercy of the prisoner | }reland whether he can now give full par 
c > Ic al 


Gourlay, he will give the matter his most | 
prompt and careful consideration. 


(4 7] smered hy 
certainly do so, 


Mr. 


Nincluir.) ] 


Land Purchase Trustee. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if the public 
trustee, appointed under the Land Pur- 
chase Act of 1903, can act as trustee in 
other than of under that 


cases sales 


Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The public 
trustee is appointed solely for the pur- 
poses of the Land Purchase Acts, and | 
am advised that he cannot, as such, act 
as trustee of moneys other than the pro- 
ceeds of sales under those Acts. 


Courtown Harbour. 

Sik THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if the Department of 
Agriculture in Ireland have reported 
with regard to the case of Courtown 
Harbour; and, if so, can he state the 
nature of their Report. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 have re- 
ceived a Report on Courtown Harbour 
from the Department of Agriculture, and 
will send a copy of it to the hon. Baronet. 


Arklow Harbour. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if the Board of Works 
and the Department of Agriculture in 
Ireland have yet arrived at an agree- 
ment with regard to the improvement of 
Arklow Harbour, in accordance with the 
arrangement come to last winter; and 
when will the work be begun. 

The Irish 


(Answered ly Mr. Birrell.) 


Government have provisionally arranged 
with the Department of Agriculture for 
the carrying out ot the scheme agreed © 
upon at the recent conference at Arklow. 
Certain steps have to be taken before the 


| ticulars of the plan adopted by the Irish 
Government for dealing with urgent 


hall | distress in districts affected by the potato 
shall | 


blight last autumn, for the supply of sound 
potato seed in cases where, owing to the 
failure of last vear’s crop and to poverty, 
the people are unable to procure a supply 
of sound seed. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Vhe Govern 
ment are adhering as closely as possible to 
the course of procedure for the relief of 
(listress which was indicated by my prede- 
cessor in his reply to the hon. Members 
(Question of December 5th.7 [aim glad to 
be able to state that Mr. Bryce’s 
favourable forecast as to the con- 
ditions and prospects of the small land- 
holders has been justified. The numbers 
in receipt of poor relief throughout the 
winter have been low, and at present are 
even lower than they were‘ this time last 
year. Any abnormal distress that exists 
is confined to very limited areas in cer- 
tain exceptionally poor districts in the 
West, where the failure of the potato 
crop was most serious, and where the 
rates are high and much poverty at the 
best of times is always present. In these 
localities the Local Government Board 
are applying the balance of the distress 
funds in their hands for the purpose 
of affording employment to the very 
poorest people through local committees, 
on which the district and county coun- 
cillors and the clergy are represented. 
These committees are selecting the 
workers and inquiring into the needs 
of the applicants, and, where necessary 
are affording employment on works of 
utility. W here they consider it expedient 
to do so, they are making arrangements 
for the importation of fresh seed on which 
the workers may spend their earnings. 
The guardians of the poor are, however, 
by law responsible for the relief of 
distress, and, so far as these special 
arrangements do not adequately provide 
for all classes of destitute poor, the 
guardians must exercise their powers 
under the ordinary laws, supplemented, i if 





t See (4) Debates, clxvi., 941-4 
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necessary, by the provisions of Section 13 
of the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 
1898. The Agricultural Board in the 
Department of Agriculture had voted a 
sum of £10,000 for the purpose of 
enabling advances to be made to the 
people for the purchase of seed through 
the medium of agricultural banks. In 
addition to these measures the scheme 
of the Department outlined in Professor 
Campbell's evidence before the Royal 
Commission on Congestion, a copy of 
which has been handed to the hon. 
Member, has been put partially into 
execution. It will be more fully carried 
into effect as funds become available. 


(Questions. 


Distribution of Seed Potatoes in 
Ireland. 

Mr. DILLON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
drawn to the plan of distributing potato 
seed through co-operative banks adopted 
by the Agricultural Department ; whether 
the Irish Government approve of this 
scheme ; and whether he can state the 
full details of the scheme. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The De- 
partment of Agriculture, with the con- 


currence of the Agricultural Board, have | 


made arrangements for utilising agricul- 
tural credit societies in the western 
districts for the purpose of facilitating 
the introduction of new seed for the 
potato and other crops. Under this 
scheme the Department assist existing 
societies by the loan of additional capital 
in cases in which the existing capital is 
insufficient, and they also promote the 
organisation of new societies where such 
would seem to be needed. The Depart- 
ment use the services of the organisers 
of the Irish Agricultural Organisation 
Society for the working of this scheme. 
I am forwarding to the hon. Member 
a copy of a circular issued by the Organi- 
sation Society, with the approval of the 
Department. 


Irish Co-operative Banks. 

Mr. DILLON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can give a Return 
showing the number of co-operative banks 
in each Parliamentary division in Ire- 
land, the situation of each bank, the 
amount of capital in each bank and how 
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of each bank, the expenses of management, 
the total amount of loans issued during 


last year, and the amount now out- 
standing. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The De- 
partment of Agriculture are not in 
possession of the information asked for, 
but it can for the most part be obtained 
through the Irish Agricultural Organisa- 
tion Society. The society would, how- 
ever, require some time to tabulate the 
necessary particulars. Under The 
Friendly Societies Act, 1875, societies 
such as the banks referred to are required 
to send to the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies, before Ist June in each year, 
an audited statement of their receipts 
and expenditure in respect of the year 
ended the last day of the previous 

December. The Department understand 
| that a Return for the year 1906 in regard 
_ to all these banks could not be completed 

until after Ist June next. There would 
be some difficulty in preparing the Return 
by Parliamentary divisions, and the 
| Department would, therefore, propose 
| that it should be prepared by counties, 
which would probably meet the object 
which the hon. Member has in view. 





Gortnahoe Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the estate of Henry Oliver Langley, at 
Longfordpass, Gortnahoe, county ‘Tipper- 
jary, has been sold to the Estates Com- 
missioners ; and, if so, what steps, if any, 
have been taken to reinstate Michael 
Morriss and Edward Kealy, two evicted 
tenants on this estate. 





(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) This estate 
has not been sold to the Estates Commis- 
sioners, but they are in communication 
with the owner with a view topurchasing it. 
M. Morris has applied for reinstatement, 
and the Commissioners have his applica- 
tion under consideration. No application 
has been received from KE. Kealy. 








it has been supplied, the present condition 


Scott and Cleaver Estate, Roscommon. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether arrange- 
ments have been made by the Estates 
Commissioners to purchase the Scott and 
Cleaver estate, in the county Roscommon ; 
how long is it since the offer was made ; 





1775 
whether the estate has yet been inspected, 
and, if so, what was the result. 


Questions, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that proceed- 
ings for the direct sale of this estate by 
the owners to the tenants were instituted 
before them in June, 1905. The estate 
has not yet been inspected, but will be 
inspected as soon as its turn is reached. 


Irish School Building Grants. 
Mr. DILLON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
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near Westport, county Mayo, has given 
over to his brother 250 acres of a grazing 
farm called Mount Pleasant, also near 
Westport, and which he has been grazing 
as an eleven months tenant; is he aware 
that there are several small landholders 
in the vicinity who have been expecting 
an enlargement of their holdings by the 
distribution of this farm, consisting alto- 
gether of 600 acres, amongst them ; had 
| Mr. Patrick Joyce any authority to hand 
(over any portion of this farm to his 
| brother; and will he see that it is 
| divided amongst the uneconomic land- 
| holders in the neighbourhood. 


Questions. 





Ireland how much of the £35,000 voted | 

last year for school building grants has! (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Estates 
been actually issued ; and, if it has not} Commissioners are not aware that Mr. 
been all issued, how the fact can be) Patrick Joyce has parted with any 
accounted for that the amount voted by | portion of his lands at Mount Pleasant 
the House of Commons was not issued | to his brother. Mr. Patrick Joyce was 
when the need for it was admittedly not an eleven months tenant, but held 


extreme. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Of the 
amount voted for school building grants 
for the current vear the sum of £12,700 
has been issued. The reason why the 
full amount of the Vote has not been 
issued is that the plans and the scale of 
grants were under discussion. 


Mr. DILLON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether each individual applica- 
tion for a grant for building or repairing 
an Irish schoolhouse comes before the 
Treasury in London, and whether the 
Treasury adjudicate on each application ; 
and, if so, whether it is proposed to 
continue this system. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) It is not 
the practice to submit each individual 
application to the Treasury, but during 
the recent suspension of grants it was 
necessary to submit some urgent cases 
individually for approval. The continu- 
ance of this exceptional procedure is not 
contemplated. 


Mount Pleasant Grazing Farm, Westport. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Mr. Patrick Joyce, of Hazelbrook, 


|the lands under lease from Lord Clan- 
; morris. He has surrendered 143 acres 
of his land for division among the tenants 
of uneconomic holdings. 


Loughrea Irish Interpreter. 

Mr. GWYNN (Galway): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if his attention has been called 
to the fact that the post of Irish inter- 
preter for the Loughrea division of 
county Galway has been vacant since 
October last, owing to the fact that the 
salary of £10 offered is insufficient even 
to defray the necessary expenses of 
attendance at the quarter sessions in four 
towns, and that, under the Local Govern- 
ment Act, no allowance for expenses can 
be made by the sheriff or county council ; 
and if he will take steps to remove this 
difficulty, which hampers the administra- 
tion of justice for native Irish speakers 
of the district. 





(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) My atten- 
tion has been called to this matter. 
Under the existing law the annual 
amount which the county council may 
provide for the payment of an interpreter 
at quarter sessions is limited to £30. 
In the case of county Galway this amount 
is divisible into three sums of £10, pay- 
able in respect of different divisions 
of the county, and I am informed that 








some difficulty exists in obtaining an 











177 


inte 
cou 
due 
of € 
the 
ma’ 
eve 
am 


ask 
Lie 
sta’ 


est: 
the 


Me 
vot 
in 1 


pre 
giv 
the 


Chi 
of 

cos 
yee 
Lie 
Ire 
of 
Loc 
anc 
in 
wit 
in| 


po} 


ref 
tio! 
wh 
ex] 
ser 


Tri: 


ask 


Lie 





ar 
ng 
re 
Ts 
ng 
he 


.d 


id 


a — a | ee ae 











1777 Questions. {27 Marcu 1907} Questions. 1778 


interpreter at this rate in one part of the | instructions have been given to all petty 
county. I cannot undertake to intro- | sessions clerks in Ireland that courts are 
duce special legislation with the object | to be held on Christmas Days and Good 
of enabling the county council to increase | Fridays when the day fixed for petty 
the payments to interpreters, but the | sessions falls on these holidays ; whether 
matter will receive consideration in the | it is proposed to hold a petty sessions 
event of legislation being introduced to ‘eourt in Derrygonnelly, county Fer- 
amend the Local Government Acts. managh, on Friday next; whether 
arrangements have been made for the 
. ; | attendance of justices on that day so as 
Irish Department of Agriculture. | to avoid inconvenience to the public who 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): To have been invited to attend ; and if he 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- will give instructions that these holidays 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can| are to be observed in petty sessions 
state the total amount voted to the| courts as in all other courts in the 
Department of Agriculture since its | Kingdom. 
establishment, and the rate per head of 
the present population of Ireland. (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I am in- 
formed that no instructions have been 
, sent to petty sessions clerks generall 
PP nage: by Mr. Birrell.) The hon. | 4, to she holainn of petty nica oat 
Member will find the amounts annually ARGS ie c liste 
voted to the Department of Agriculture on Christmas Day and Good Friday. In 
in the Estimates for the years nee the — ee 
Department was created. The estimated | T°8'St™4r Fe ee ee 
present ulation of Ireland will be| P°tty Sessions << Se 

pong At: ~ : Papper has been informed that it is not illegal 
oo  Merat = % Question o wi | to hold a petty sessions court on Good 
the hon. Member has given notice. | Friday, and that, if no magistrate should 
| attend, the court should be adjourned 
| according to statute. 








Cost of Irish Departments. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH: To ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant Magheragallon Pier. 
of Ireland whether he can state the total} Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): To 
cost in the last or preceding financial | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
year of the Departments of the Lord-| Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Con- 
Lieutenant and the Chief Secretary for| gested Districts Board has received a 
Ireland ; also the total cost under each | petition from the fishermen of the district 
of the following heads : Judiciary, Police, | asking for the improvement of the pier 
Local Government Board, Education ;| at Magheragallon, county Donegal ; and 
and the rate per head of the population | whether, in view of the importance of 
in each of the five Departments, together | this place as a fishing centre, the Board 
with the total cost of Civil Government | will take steps to improve the harbour. 
in Ireland, with the rate per head of the 


— (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Con- 
gested Districts Board have not received 
(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I beg to| the petition referred to. 
refer the hon. Member to the Appropria- 
tion Accounts for the year 1905-6, from . es 
which he will be shlo to ascertain the Jamaica School Buildings. 
expenditure from voted moneys on the Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
services mentioned. ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he has now received 
information as to the condition of school 
Irish Petty Session Courts—Good Friday buildings and teachers’ dwellings in 
aattinge- Jamaica, as affected by the recent earth- 
Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): To | quake; what steps the Government have 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-| taken to enable the schools to be re- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that | opened ; and whether notices have been 
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served upon teachers that their pay was 
to be stopped in cases where it had not 
been practicable to reopen the schools, 
and in other cases for school inspections 
to go on though the conditions relating 
to the schools owing to the earthquake 
made that unwise and in some cases 
impracticable. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The 
Secretary of State has not yet received 
the information for which he has asked 
the Governor of Jamaica, as promised in 
the reply made by the Under-Secretary 
of State to the hon. Member of the 6th 
instant. 


Valuation Office Dublin Clerks. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if the 
Treasury have considered the memorials 
forwarded to them on behalf of certain 
clerks in the Valuation Office, Dublin, 
and in the office of the Registrar of 
Titles, Dublin. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) The 
Commissioner of Valuation, Ireland, was 
informed in December and January last 
that the Treasury was not prepared 
to accede to the petitions of the various 
clerks in his department. I have 
received no further memorial from these 
officers. As regards the clerks in the 
office of the Registrar of Deeds I would 
refer the hon. Baronet to the written 
reply which I gave on this subject on the 
20th instant. + 


Irish Historical Manuscripts. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury what 
collections of Irish hi-torical manuscripts 
are now in course of publication by the 
Record and Historical Manuscripts Com- 
missions, and when is it expected that 
they will be published, respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) I am 
informed that the only Irish manuscripts 
now engaging the staff of the Historical 
Manuscripts Commission are those of the 
Marquess of Ormonde, of which the 
fourth volume was published last year 





+ See (4) Debates, clxx., 778-9. 
t See (4) Debates, elxxi., 830-1 
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Questions 


and the fifth is now at press and will be 
published in the course of the current 
year. The Record Commission has for 
long ceased to exist, but the Public 
Record Office continue to issue calenders 
of State Papers relating to Ireland. 


Irish Contributions to Imperial Revenue. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
can state what amount towards the 
Imperial taxation was drawn from Ire- 
land in the year the Financial Relations 
Commission was sitting ; what was the 
population of Ireland at that period ; 
what amount Ireland contributed last 
year towards Imperial taxation; and 
what was the estimated population of 
Ireland last year. 


(Answered by Mr. Runciman.) In the 
year 1895-6 the tax revenue contributed 
by Ireland was calculated at £7,075,000, 
The estimated population of Ireland on 
the 30th Jrne, 1895, was 4,560,000. In 
1905-6 Ireland’s contribution to tax 
revenue was calculated at £8,254,000, 
the estimated population on the 30th 
June, 1905, being 4,392,000. I may 
perhaps add that the cost of the Irish 
services defrayed out of Imperial funds 
was in 1895-6 £5,939,000, and in 1905-6 
£7,635,500. 


Naval Prizes. 


Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, why 
the prizes to petty officers, seamen, and 
boys have been reduced from £8,88U in 
1906-7 to £8,300 in 1907-8; and 
whether he can state why the table 
giving the distribution of this grant for 
proficiency in different weapons has been 
omitted from the new Navy Estimates, 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The amount provided for prizes for 
good shooting in the 1907—8 Estimates, 
although showing a reduction of £580 
on the estimate as compared with the 
prior year, is in fact based on the 
anticipation of more money being ex- 
pended for these prizes during the next 
financial year, the payments actually 
made in recent years having fallen short 
of the provision by considerably more 
than that sum. The table referred to 
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1781. Questions. 


has been omitted on the ground that its , 
inclusion in the printed Estimates had | 


not been found to serve any useful | 
purpose, 


Simon’s Bay Dockyard. 
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Power to remove Naval Officers. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: To ask the Secre- 
| tary to the Admiralty, how many signa- 


| tures are required to make an order of 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To | 


ask the Secretary to the Admiralty why 
the estimated cost of the Simon's Bay 
dockyard extension has been reduced by 
upwards of £300,000. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 


it was considered that the sum reserved | 
in the command of the Mediterranean 


for contingencies and unforeseen difii- 
culties in construction might be reduced. 
Some deductions have also been made in 
the buildings originally proposed. 


*‘ Britannia” Royal Naval College. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty what was the 
original estimate of the cost of seamen’s 
barracks in connection with the 
“ Britannia” Royal Naval College; and 
why it has been decided to omit them 
from the scheme of 1905. 


Edmund Robertson.) 
The original estimate of cost of the 
barracks was £15,000. The work has 
been deferred pending further considera- 
tion, it being less urgent than certain 
other works. 


(Answered by Mr. 


Ireland's Contribution to Upkeep of the 
Navy. 


Mr. J. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
can state the total amount contributed 
by Ireland in the last financial year to 
the upkeep of the Navy, and the total 
value of the Navy contracts placed in 
Ireland by the Admiralty Office during 
the same period. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The first part of the Question is a matter 
for my right hon. friend the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer.. As regards the 
second part, the preparation of any 
statement would involve great clerical 
labour, and the result would be neces- 
sarily incomplete and to some extent 
misleading. 


' Fleet could 


the Admiralty executive in reference to 


| the removal of an officer from the com- 


mand of his fleet, ship, or barracks, or 
whether this power can be exercised by 
the First Lord of the Admiralty without 
the concurrence of the Sea Lords forming 
the Board of Admiralty ; and whether 
he can state in what respects the practice 
is a variation, and under what patent or 
Order in Council, from that pursued in 


In view of the present state of this work April, 1795, when the decision of Lord 


Spencer to supersede Admiral Lord Hood 


not be carried into effect 
until he obtained the signatures of two 
of the Sea Lords. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The Board of Admiralty are not prepared 
to discuss their present methods of 
administration of Admiralty business and 
the methods practised by their prede- 
cessors in 1795. The hon. Member may 
rest assured that provisions contained in 
the letters patent under which the Lords 
Commissioners exercise their authority 
are duly observed. 


Naval Casualties. 

CarpTAin HERVEY (Bury St. 
Edmunds): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he has any official informa- 
tion showing that the number of collisions 
and groundings of His Majesty’s ships 
in the years 1905-6 were the result of 
the employment of officers being so 
restricted in consequence of the redistri- 
bution of the fleet ; and if he will state 
the number of collisions and groundings 
in 1905-6, and in previous years. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The redistribution of the fleet has not 
restricted the employment of officers. 
The number of His Majesty’s ships 
exercised at sea in the years 1905, ex- 
cluding manceuvres, and 1906, including 


' manoeuvres, Was greater than in prev ious 


years. The number of Oa has 
steadily decreased since 1882, as shown 
by the ‘attached table. A bare statement 
of the number of collisions would be 
misleading, as some were not due to any 
want of care on the part of the officers 


‘in charge of His Majesty’s ships. 
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Coals to Russian ships at Portsmouth. 

Mr. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that the dockyard 
authorities at Portsmouth are supplying 
coals to the Russian ships there, although 
such coals can be obtained from private 
firms in the locality at current prices ; and 
whether there are any, and, if so, what, 
instructions given to the Royal Dockyards 
in reference to the supply of coals under 
the circumstances before detailed. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The coals were supplied from the 
Admiralty stock as a matter of inter- 
national courtesy at the request of the 
Russian Embassy and under instructions 
from the Admiraity. The instructions in 
force at the Royal Dockyards are to the 
elfect that supplies similar to that now in 
question are not to be made except on 
prior Admiralty authority. 


Illegal Trawling in the Moray Firth. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask 
the Secretary for Scotland if he has now 
inquired into the Report that rewards 
have b-en offered, with the knowledge of 
the Scottish Office, to Moray Firth line 
fishermen for information which may lead 
to conviction of any trawlers within the 
prohibited waters of the North Sea, now 
enclosed by a by-law within Moray Firth ; 
and will he say whether masters of 
trawlers have been convicted on mere 
suspicion of the evidence given by pre- 
judiced men, whilst trawlers are now 
afraid to enter the Moray Firth for 
shelter in stress of weather, in accordance 
with the custom in the territorial waters 
of other maritime nat’ons adjoining the 
North Sea. 


(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) I have 
nothing to add to the Answer given to 
my hon. friend on the 19th instant. 


Grocers Spirit Sales. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
To ask the Secretary of State tor the 
Home Department what was the amount 
of spirits sold during the year ending 
3lst March, 1906, by grocers holding 
spirit licences in England and Wales, 
Scotland, and Ireland respectively. 


+ See (4) Debates, elxxi, 673. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I find on inquiry of the Board of Inland 
Revenue that this information does not 
exist. The amount of spirits sold by 
grocers holding spirit licences is not 
distinguished in the Board’s Annual 
Reports, which only give the total 
amounts of spirits consumed. 


Questions. 


Baronets. 

Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether the Depart- 
mental Committee appointed to inquire 
into matters affecting the degree of 
baronet have presented their Report ; and, 
if so, whether the Report will be laid before 
Parliament. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
Yes, Sir; this Committee have presented 
their Report, and it will shortly be laid 
before Parliament. 


Tinplates for Canada. 

Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he can state what were the 
imports of tin-plates into Canada from the 
United States during the years 1903-6, 
inclusive. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
total quantities of tinplates and sheets 
imported into Canada from the United 
States, during the four years ended 20th 
June, 1906, were as follows :— 


Year ended 


30:h June. Tons. 
1903 - - - 1,456 
1904 - - - 3,760 
1905 - . ‘. 8,641 
1906 - - - 11,372 


Tests for Colour Blindness. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): To ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he has any official 
information showing that the tests for 
colour blindness, adopted by the Board of 
Trade, are efficient. 


(Auswered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) I can 
only say that the colour tests for the mer- 
cantile marine were adopted on the advice 
of a Committee of the Royal Society of 
the highest eminence, and that the Board 
of Trade have no reason to doubt their 
efficiency 
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Abbeyfeale Railway Accommodation. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if he can say whether he has 
received a copy of a resolution adopted at 
a meeting of the Town Tenants’ Associa 
tion of Abbeyfeale, protesting against the 
destruction of the trade and general 
interests of the town by the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
through the insufficiency of loading and 
unloading accommodation at the railway 
premises there and the want of a proper 
staff of men; and if he can say what 
action he intends to take in the matter. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
Board of Trade have received a copy of 
the resolution in question and are com- 
municating with the railway company in 
the matter. 


Board of Agriculture Finance. 

Mr. J. MACVEAGH : Toask the hon. 
Member for South Somerset, as repre- 
senting the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, whether he can state the 
total amount voted by Parliament to the 
Beard from 1900 inclusive, and the rate 
per head of the population of Great 
Britain. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) The 
aggregate amount voted by Parliament 
for the service of the Board for the seven 
years from 1900-1901 to 1906-7, in- 
clusive, was £766,403, a sum which is 
equivalent to 4:9d. per head of the popu- 
lation as enumerated at the Census of 
1901. But, as I stated in reply to my 
hon. friend the Member for the Droitwich 
Division on the 18th instant, there are 
other charges both on the Exchequer and 
the Local Taxation Account which should 
be taken into consideration in estimating 
the total expenditure incurred by the 
Board for the benefit of the agricultural 
and fishery industries. 


Sewage Disposal. 

Sir F. BANBURY: To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to introduce a Bill dealing with the 
recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission on Sewage Disposal. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
matter is under consideration, but I 


{COMMONS} 


‘cannot make any announcement with 


1788 


Questions. 


regard to it at the present moment. 


House of Commons Postal Staff. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he has 
received any recommendation as to the 
payment for prolonged and extra duties 
of the postal and telegraph staff in the 
Houses of Parliament ; and if he is pre- 
pared to make any arrangement to 
recompense these officials for their duties 
on the occasion of all-night sittings or 
extra hours. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
attendance of the statf employed at the 
House of Commons post office is neces- 
sarily somewhat irregular, but on the 
average the regular staff is probably not 
called upon to work more than forty-eight 
hours a week. Special privileges are 
accorded to them in the shape of partial 
exemption from duty on Saturdays and 
an extended annual leave, on the under- 
standing that no special payment will 
usually be made on the occasion of 
specially long sittings. I may mention 
that I sanctioned a special addition to 
the annual leave of the post office staff in 
consideration of last year’s autumn 
session. 


Post Office and Employers’ Insurance. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the Post- 
master-General for how long a_ period 
Lord Farrar’s Departmental Committee 
will continue to take evidence on em- 
ployers’ insurance through the Post Office 
Savings Banks in respect of workmens 
compensation. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
Committee are taking evidence, and I am 
unable to say when they will report. 


Newspaper Misrepresentations. 

Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, Bridgeton) : 
To ask Mr. Attorney-General if his 
attention has been directed to a statement 
to the effect that a new tax amounting to 
£3,000,000 will be placed upon house- 
holders under the new _ employers’ 
liability provisions of the Workmen's 
Compensation Act ; that such statement 
purported to be made upon the authority 
of a gentleman who has since stated that 
the sum he named was £150,000, and 
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not £3,000,000 ; and whether he proposes 
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to initiate legislation by which a news- | 


paper can be punished for persisting in a 
mis-statement which misrepresents and 


disparages the legislation of Parliament. | 


(Answered by Sir Lawson Walton.) The 
newspaper referred to has published an 
explanation. 
in my opinion, for an amendment of 
the law. 


Kent Education Committee. 
Mr. JENKINS (Chatham): To ask 


the President of the Board of Education | 


whether he is aware that the Kent 
Education Committee are trying to en- 
force that only those should be accepted 
as pupil teachers who have had experience 
in secondary schools; that at the only 
school of this type in Chatham and 
Gillingham the fees are so high as to 
practically exclude the children of the 
artisan and labouring classes ; and that 
the local education committee at Gilling- 
ham has passed a resolution expressing 
its disapproval of these charges; and 


The case is not one calling, | 
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contribution towards the Army in the 
last financial year; and the total value of 
the Army contracts placed in Ireland by 
the War Office during the same period. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretury Haldane.) 
The materials at my immediate disposal 
do not enable me to give the hon. 
Member the information he requires. 
The compilation of the statistics in regard 
to the contracts would involve great time 
and labour. 


War Office Surveyors. 
Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 


| whether his attention has been called to 
the disparity existing between the salaries 


whether he proposes to take any, and, | 
' consideration. 


if any, what, action in the matter. 


(Anwered by Mr. McKenna.) As the 
Question only appeared this morning 
upon the Paper there has not been time 
for me to investigate the circumstances. 
But I will cause inquiry to be made and 
will see whether any improper hindrances 


of the surveyors and assistant surveyors 
of the staff for engineer services and 
those of professional civil servants hold- 
ing similar appointments in other depart- 
ments of the public service ; and whether 
he intends to do anything to improve the 
position of the staff for engineer services. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 


The matters alluded to are still under 


Volunteer Officers’ Liabilities. 
Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 


_E.R., Holderness): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he can indicate the 


are put in the way of the children | 
referred to who are desirous and fit to | 


enter the teaching profession. 


Militia Officers’ Full Dress. 
CotoneEL SANDYS _ (Lancashire, 
Bootle) : To ask the Secretary of State 


for War whether, if incorporated in the | 
proposed Territorial Army, the privilege | 


now accorded specially to the Militia of 
wearing gold lace on their uniform will 
be retained by them ; and, if so, whether 
this privilege is also to be given to the 
other units of the new force. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 


There is no intention of interfering with | 
the full-dress uniform now worn by | 


officers of the auxiliary forces. 


Irish Contribution to Army Cost. 
Mr. J. 


extent and nature of liabilities incurred 
by officers of Volunteer corps in respect 
of their regiments other than those 
connected with the cost of drill halls 
and ranges. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The liabilities in question consist of debts 
incurred in the general administration of 
the corps, including clothing, ete. From 
Returns rendered up to 31st March, 1906, 
the net debtor balance of the Volunteer 
Force taken as a whole amounted to 
£278,000, and there were private funds 
in hand amounting to £73,000. The 
Capitation Grant paid on Ist April, 1906, 
amounted to £596,000. 


Poreign Trawlers off the South Coast. 
Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) : 


‘To ask the Prime Minister whether, in 


view of the distress among the fishermen 


of Plymcuth and the neighbouring coast, 


MACVEAGH: To ask the. 


Secretary of State for War whether he | 


can state the total amount of Ireland’s 


he is able to state before the Easter 
Recess whether any determination has 
been come to as to the appointment of a 
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Committee of investigation into the action ; ably more than one-third of the guns 


of foreign trawlers, suggested a fortnight 
since by the Secretary to the Admiralty. 


(Answered by Sir H. Caumpbell-Bannei- 
man.) The whole question of the marine 
police is under the consideration of the 
Government. 
efficient vessel, fitted with search lights, 
has been sent to the Devon and Cornwall 
fishery ground, whilst one of the regular 
vessels told off for that dutv is under 
repair, and she will be retained there for 
the present. 


Women on Local Bodies. 
Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the Prime Minister whether he can 


say when he proposes to introduce the | 


Bill which would enable women to be 
elected to serve on local bodies. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man.) I cannot yet fix a date for the in- 
troduction of this Bill. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Naval Coal Storage Expenditure. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) : To 


ask the Secretary to the Admiralty for | 


what reason and on what items the 
estimated expenditure, under the statute 
of 1905, on coaling facilities and fuel 
storage has been reduced by £260,000. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Lambert, Devonshire, South 
Molton): The reductions are due to 
a careful revision of the items in the light 


of present naval requirements. The hon. | 
Gentleman will understand it was impos- | 


sible in 1905 to forecast with entire 
accuracy the needs of 1907. 


Admiralty Work at the Royal Arsenal. 
Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if the 


one-third proportion of work done for the | 
War Office being done in the Govern- | 


ment workshops also applies to the 
Admiralty ; and, if so, will he say what 


proportion and amount of Admiralty work | 
is being placed in the Royal Arsenal for | 


the ensuing year. 


Mr. LAMBERT: My hon. friend 


will be glad to know that consider- 


The “Argus,” a very | 


required for the year will be allotted to 
the Royal Arsenal. 


Rosyth. 

Masor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): I beg to ask che 
Secretary to the Admiralty how many 
/men are now employed at Rosyth ; and 
what is the aggregate of their weekly 
| Wages. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I assume the hon. 
Member refers only to workmen. 
There are nine employed directly by the 
Admiralty, the aggregate wages being 
| £11 10s. This does not include engi- 
neering staff and men employed by a 
contractor in sinking an experimental 
cylinder. 


Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty on 
what date the preliminary works at 
Rosyth, for which the estimated cost as 
revised was £165,000, were completed. 


Mr. LAMBERT: The preliminary 
works are not yet complete. 


Bentley Motor Train Fatality. 

Mr. MARNHAM (Surrey, Chertsey) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| War whether his attention has been called 
to a serious, and afterwards fatal, accident 
‘to the driver of a London and South 
| Western Railway motor train near 
Bentley station on the 28th February, 
when the injured man was taken by 
train to Bordon camp, with a view to his 
receiving the assistance of the military 
doctor there ; whether he is aware that 
the latter refused to attend to the man; 
whether there are any restrictions in the 
Army Regulations which prevent military 
| doctors from attending to civilian casual- 
ties such as the one referred to; and, 
if so, will he take steps to have such 
restrictions forthwith removed. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HaLpANe, Haddington): I 
have made inquiries into this matter. 
It appears that the military medical 
officer concerned was not asked to attend 
to the man. There are no restrictions 
placed on military medical officers 
| against rendering immediate assistance in 
‘civil cases, nor to the admission into 
military hospitals of cases requiring 
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surgical attendance, the result of serious 
accidents in the immediate vicinity. 


Purchased Discharges for the Army. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, how many recruits purchased their 
discharge at a cost of £10 during each of 
the last five years. 


Mr. HALDANE: The figures for 
recruits claiming their discharge under 
Section 81, Army Act, are as follows :— 
Twelve months to 3lst December, 1902, 
9337; nine months to 30th September, 
1903, 590 ; twelve months to 30th Sep- 
tember, 1904, 766; twelve months to 
30th September, 1905, 830; twelve 
months to 30th September, 1906, 868. 


Royal Arsenal Workers. 

Sir W. EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether, in 
reference to the Comptroller General’s 
recent Report on the Ordnance Factories, 
he is aware that discontent exists in the 
Royal Arsenal in regard to _ price- 
fixing for piece-work ; whether married 
mechanics are taking, or have taken, as 
little as 14s. per week of forty-eight 
hours; and whether in some cases rate- 
fixers have doubled the prices originally 
put upon the job. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is not thought 


that any general discontent exists in 


regard to price-fixing for piece work in | 
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exigencies in the shops had compelled the 
adoption of more laborious methods in 
certain instances. 


Mr. BARNES (Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he is aware that there are many 
men in the Royal Arsenal who, although 
(attending the Arsenal each day, are 
frequently kept hours without work 
being given them; whether he is aware 
that, even when work is given, the 
weekly earnings are on the average 
much below time wages; and whether 
he can guarantee that men who are kept 
on the books shall have at least guaran- 
teed to them their wages at day rates. 


Mr. HALDANE: Many men sus- 
pended on account of slackness of work 
attend at the Arsenal each day to ascer- 
tain if work can be found for them. If 
preferred the men can be discharged, but 
while suspended they cannot be paid at 
day rates nor can any guarantee of work 
be given, though every endeavour will 
' be made to find work for such men as 
are kept on the books. 


Mr. CROOKS: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that to-night a great 
| number of men will be turned out of 
the Arsenal until Monday week without 


| pay ? 


| [No Answer was returned. ] 


| 
| 
} 





Lord Esher and the War Office, 








the Ordance Factories. There have no} Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
doubt been individual cases where men | I beg to ask the Secretary ‘ State for 
have complained that the prices tixed | War whether Lord Esher is constantly 
have been too narrow to allow of their | or frequently in attendance at the War 
securing their usual earnings, and where | Office ; and, if so, what functions he 
this is proved to be the case, correction, | there performs. 
which may have been very material in | 
some cases, has been made in favour of| \pr. HALDANE: I am at a loss to 
the workman. It_is, however, now the | anderstand what the hon. Member means 
practice not to reduce a rate when once | by the series of Questions he is address- 
fixed, and if it proves to be on the high | ing about Lord Esher. If he has a 
side the workman gets the benefit. But | grievance against him it would be better 
when in certain cases, apart from sick-| that he should state it openly, when it 
ness or short time, the rate has been| may be possible for me to investigate 
found too low it has been altered with | Lord Esher’s movements and doings to 
retrospective effect. In some cases rates | his satisfaction. 2 
have been as much as doubled. This was 
not, however, due to mistakes in fixing} Mr, BOWLES: Arising out of that 
the original rates, but because certain | Answer, may I say that [ have ack thes 
slightest personal feeling against Lord 
Esher, and that my Question was not in- 
| spired by any feeling of the kind? I 


tDischarges b , purchase suspended during 
— African War from October 1899 to May 
2. 
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ask whether Lord Esher is constantly or 
frequently in attendance at the War 
Office; and, if so, what functions Lord 
Esher performs there; can the right 
hon. Gentleman answer that Question ? 


(uestions. 


[No further reply was given. | 


Cost of Soldiers’ Uniforms. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War what 
is the estimated cost of supplying 
300,000 men of the territorial foree with 
one suit of clothes (service dress) for each 
man enrolled, together with boots, head 
dress, overcoat, ete. 


Mr. HALDANE: The cost of service 
dress for infantry, including great coat, 
boots, helmet, cap and badge, and putties, 
amounts to an average annual sum of 
10s. 5d. per man, or about £156,000 a 
year for 300,000 men. ‘The additional 
cost of equipment is about Is. per man. 


Sim W. EVANS GORDON : Can the 
right hon. Gentleman state the total cost ! 


Mr. HALDANE: I should like notice 
of that. 


Irish Recruits. 

Mr. STARKEY (Nottinghamshire, 
Newark): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether it is intended 
that recruits for the special contingent 
shall be enlisted in Ireland concurrently 
with the enlistment of recruits for the Irish 
Militia ; and, if not, whether any special 
provision will be made for strengthening 
the reserve of regiments having their 
depots in Ireland. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is the intention 
that all recruits in Ireland, other than 
those for the Regular Army, shall be 
enlisted under the provisions of Part ITI. 
of the Territorial and Reserve Forces Bill. 
Enlistment for the third or training 
battalions, and for other battalions in 
Irelana will be carried on concurrently. 


Indian Bird Protection. 
Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the Government of India 
proposes to pass a measure for checking 
the destruction of birds in that country, 
the administrative order in force prohibit- 


{COMMONS} 
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ing the export of birds’ feathers being 
insufficient to meet the case, inasmuch 
as it is imoperative at ports in native 
states and foreign possessions, and_ is 
subject at any time to be revised or 
cancelled. 


THE UNDERSECRETARY or 
STATE For INDIA (Mr. CHARLES Hop- 
HOUSE, Bristol, E.): 1 am not aware that 
legislation is contemplated. An Act, if 
passed, would equally be inoperative in 
native states and would of course be open 
to repeal, 


Indian Crops--Damage by Wild Animals. 

Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether his 
attention has been called to the testimony 
afforded by Mr. Morison, member of the 
Council of India, to the damage done to 
crops of Indian cultivators by wild 
animals, which are the natural prey of 
other larger beasts, for the indiscriminate 
destruction of which the Indian Govern- 
ment offers rewards; and whether, in 
the interests of the cultivators, he will 
invite the Government of India to revise 
its scale of rewards. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: It is 
unfortunately true that the crops of Indian 
cultivators are damaged by wild animals ; 
but, as I have said before, I am not pre- 
pared on that account to take the course 
suggested by the hon. Member. 


Indian Defence Expenditure. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
can state what sum should be added in re- 
spect of expenditure on strategic railways 
to that of £20,599,500, in order to 
ascertain the defence expenditure of 
India in the year 1906-7, and what is 
the corresponding Estimate to be added 
to the Estimate for military expenditure 
in the Budget for 1907-8 ; also what has 
been and is to be the charge for the ex- 
tension of the line from Jamrud to the 
point on the Kabul River known as Mile 
300. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Ac- 
cording to the latest information in my 
possession, the expenditure on strategic 
railways was £220,000 in 1906-7, and 
the Estimate for 1207-8 is £133,CC0. The 
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estimated cost of the Kabul River Rail- | result of the annual introduction of such 


way up to Mile 300 is £337,000, of 
which £225,000 has already been spent. 


Abazai Garrison. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he can state the composition of the force 
to be stationed at Abazai or its neigh- 
bourhood. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Abazai 
is a village with a small fort twenty-four 
miles north of Peshawar City. Its 
nominal garrison is a company of native 
infantry and fifty cavalry. {The last re- 
turns show seventy-three infantry and 
fifty-one cavalry present. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: Is there any 
immediate intention of putting a larger 
force there ? 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Not so 


far as I am aware at present. 


Indo-Chinese Railway Survey Expen- 

diture. 

Mr. LEA (St. Paneras, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India what 
was the nett total cost of the survey 
executed in 1898-9 from the proposed 
crossing of the Myitnge River near 
Lashio, vii Hsinwi and Mong La, to the 
Salwen River on the route of the 
Mandalay-Kunlon Ferry line. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I am 
unable to give the information asked for 
by the hon. Member; but I will make 
inquiries. 


Mr. LEA: Can the hon. Gentleman 
say when he will be in possession of the 
information ? 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: No, 


Sir. 


Trinidad Industries and Wages. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) : I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he is aware that the 
sugar and cocoa planters of Trinidad 
applied for 2,314 immigrants for the year 
1907-8, and that the Legislative Council 
granted only 1,800; that the number of 
such immigrants now number 13,000 out 
of a population of 330,000; that, as a' 
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| a number of immigrants, wages have been 


reduced during recent years, particularly 


| on the cocoa estates, where wages, some 


years ago, were sixty cents per day as 
against thirty-five cents per day at the 
present time, the result being that a 
number of the native population are un- 
employed and in poor circumstances ; 
and, seeing that there is no lack of 
labour in the Colony at the present 
time and in view of all these circumstances, 
will he consider the desirability of putting 
a check on the importation of such 
immigrants. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 
Rossendale, for Mr. CHURCHILL): The 
Secretary of State is aware of the re- 
duction in the number of Indian immi- 
grants to be introduced into Trinidad 
during the coming season. The returns 
of June, 1906, give the number of in- 
dentured immigrants in the Colony as 
9,924, and while about 3,000 have since 
been introduced, the indentures of some 
2,400 introduced in 1902 have expired. 
The present number may therefore be 
assumed to be about 10,500. The Special 
Committee recently appointed by the 
Governor to consider the labour question 
in Trinidad reported that no general re- 
duction in wages had taken place; any 
reduction that may recently have occurred 
on cocoa estates is doubtless due to the 
failure of the crop. The Secretary of 
State sees no reason at present for 


further limiting the importation of 
immigrants. sere: 


Mr. SUMMERBELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that large numbers 
of natives are leaving the Colony now in 
order to seek work elsewhere ? 


Mr. HARCOURT: I 


quainted with the fact. 


am not ac- 


Trinidad Immigrants. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the cost per head of 
immigrants introduced into the Island 
of Trinidad is about £27 10s., towards 
which employers only contribute £5, the 
remaining £22 10s. being made up by 
one-third from general revenue, and 
two-thirds from an export tax on produce, 
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or in other words an annual charge to | 
the Colony of some £20,000 ; and, if so, | 
whether he will recommend that the | 
deficit anticipated in the Estimates of 
the Colony should be met by the saving 
of this annual expenditure in preference 
to the suggested increase in the local 
tariffs. 


Mr. HARCOURT: The cost of in- 
dentured immigration varies ; in the last 
completed financial year it was about £24 
per head. Employers pay an indenture 
fee of £5 per head and contribute to the 
Immigration Fund by the payment of 
export duties. From the Immigration 
Fund two-thirds of the total cost of 
immigration is paid; the other third, 
amounting to some £20,000, is paid from 
general revenue. As the Under-Secre- 
tary of State stated in his reply to the 
hon. Member on the 27th ultimo, the 
Secretary of State does not propose that 
this system should be changed. 


Trinidad Breaches of Civil Contracts. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg toask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether nearly 50 per cent. of those 
committed to prison in the Island of 
Trinidad were for breaches of civil 
contracts, and that such breaches are 
greatly due to the immigrants not being 
paid anything approaching the minimum 
wage of 5s. 23d. per week promised ; 
and, if so, what action he is prepared 
to take in the matter. 


Mr. HARCOURT: *The number of 
persons committed to prison in Trinidad 
during the year 1905-6 for breaches of 
the Immigration Ordinanee was about 
35 per cent. of the total number of 
committals, This number includes persons 
committed for other breaches of the 
Ordinance besides breaches of indenture. 
The Governor of Trinidad recently made 
a careful investigation into the causes 
leading to this number of convictions, 
and came to the conclusion that the 
frequency of desertions was not due to the 
insufficiency of wages on estates, but 
rather to the facilities with which the 
indentured immigrants could obtain 


other employment or promises of em- 
ployment both in the Colony and in 
the neighbouring country of Venezuela. 
The Secretary of State sees no reason 
for any further action in the matter. 


{COMMONS} 


the local Customs tariff; 
| representative of the working class has 


‘agents of the 
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‘Trinidad Customs Commission. 
Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he is yet in a position to give 


the names of the Commission appointed 


by the Trinidad Government to revise 
whether a 


been appointed a member of the Commis- 
sion; and whether the proceedings of 
the Commission will be made public. 


Mr. HARCOURT : I regret that I am 
unable to give the hon. Member the 
information he desires, but the Secretary 
of State has telegraphed to the Governor 
on the subject. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL: Is it not strange 
that information which appeared in the 
Press weeks ago cannot be got for the 
Government yet ! 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Kowloon and Canton Railway. 


Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies at 
what price, delivered at Kowloon, in- 
cluding insurance and freight, sleepers 
have been supplied for the British 
Government section of the Kowloon to 
Canton Railway ; whether the sleepers, 
according to the contract, had to be hand- 
hewn or sawed ; whether a Government 
certificate of inspection from the place 
of export accompanied the shipment : 
whether he is aware that the Hong-Kong 
firm supplying — these 
sleepers are also the agents of the British 
Chinese Corporation, Limited ; whether 
tenders for the supply of these sleepers 
were called for, and, if so, when and 
where they were advertised ; and, more 
particularly, whether the Crown Agents 
gave any information to the Agents 
General of the Austrahian States that the 
tenders were being asked for these 
sleepers. 


Mr. HARCOURT : I understand that 
a contract has been given locally by the 
resident engineer for certain sleepers, but 
the matter was not referred to the Crown 
Agents or the Colonial Office, and the 
Secretary of State has at present no 
official information on the subject. 
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St. Helena—Unemployment. 
Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg 
to ask the Under-Secetary of State for 
the Colonies whether, seeing that it is 
likely that the proposed flax industry in 
St. Helena will still leave many of the 
inhabitants unemployed, he will take any 
turther steps to alleviate the distress of 
the inhabitants of that island, who have 
practically lost their livelihood by the 
action of the Government in removing 

the troops hitherto quartered there. 


Mr. HARCOURT: The Secretary of 
State is considering whether any further 
measures can be taken in the direction of 
assisted emigration. 


Franco-Siamese Treaty. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, during the negotiations 
which preceded the Treaty between Siam 
and France which has just been concluded, 
His Majesty's Government were  con- 
sulted ; whether that Treaty permits any 


extension of French influence or interests | 


on the right bank of the Mekong towards 
the British political frontier; and 
whether the Treaty gives any preference 
to French merchandise passing into Siam 
over merchandise coming from the 
British Shan States. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
(;rEY, Northumberland, Berwick) : I must 
ask the hon. Member to wait till the terms 
of the Treaty are made public before I 
can answer Questions about it. 


Municipal Borrowing in the United 
tates. 


Sin GILBERT PARKER: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will lay upon the 
Table a Return showing the specified 
limits put by law upon municipal 
borrowing in the different States of the 
United States. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I will con- 
sult with the Board of Trade as to 
whether such a Return would be of value, 
and will inquire whether it would easily 
be obtained. 


Smr GILBERT PARKER was under- 
stood to ask what Department was 
responsible for this matter. 
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Sir EDWARD GREY said it was 
‘usual to consult all Departments con- 
cerned before making a promise to grant 
a Return, as a promise might be made and 
it might be found subsequently very 
difficult to obtain the facts asked for. 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
simultaneously grant a Return showing 
the limits put upon such expenditure in 
other countries ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: This supple- 
mentary Question shows the danger of 
making promises. 


Kidnapping a British Subject at Salonika. 

Major ANSTRUTHERGRAY: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he has 
received any official information with 
regard to the alleged kidnapping 
of a_ British subject, Mr. Robert 
Abbot, from his father’s garden, in the 
immediate vicinity of the British Consul- 
ate at Salonika on Thursday the 21st 
| instant, and, if so, whether he intends to 
| take any action in the matter. 


Sin EDWARD GREY: A telegram 
has been received from His Majesty’s 
Ambassador at Constantinople on the 
subject, and the necessary steps are being 
taken by the Grand Vizier and the local 
authorities at Salonika in concert with 
His Majesty’s Consul-General. 





Consulates in Persia. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether, in view of the 
fact that the Russian Consulates in Persia 
have been strengthened, he will consider 
the advisability of strengthening the 
British Consulates so as to bring them, at 
least, on a par with the Russian Consul- 
ates, seeing the moral effect that a prompt 
display of strength has with the Asiatic 
peoples. 


Sir EDWARD GREY : His Majesty’s 
Government see no reason to modify the 
opinion expressed in my Answer to the 
Question asked on the 22nd instant by 
the hon. Member for the Ripon Division 
of Yorkshire.t Recent changes are very 
small, and do not involve a moral etfect. 








t See (4) Debates, clxxi., 849. 
3S 2 





1803 Questions. 


Morocco Disturbances. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he has received any 
official information as to the attack on 
the British Consulate by the rabble in 
Morocco, on or about Tuesday, the 19th 
instant, which was repelled only by the 
inmates using firearms; and what steps 
does he intend to take to prevent the 
recurrence of such an outrage. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I have not 
yet received particulars of the occurrences 
referred to. According to the latest 
information, all Europeans at Marakesh 
were safe and well on the 23rd, and I 
have no reason to believe that they are 
in any danger at present. His Majesty’s 
Government will carefully watch events, 
and act as the circumstances seem to 
require. 


Assault on British Subjects at Amoy. 
Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
Affairs 


tary of State for Foreign 
whether the Chinese (Government 


adopted the suggestion of His Majesty’s 
Minister at Peking to the effect 
that some compensation should, as an 
act of grace, be paid to Dr. Horne and 
Mr. Eadie, who were assaulted near 
Amoy in June, 1906. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: The Chinese 
Fovernment have been requested to pay 
compensation as an act of grace, and 
discussion as to the amount is under- 
stood to be now proceeding between His 
Majesty's Consul at Amoy and the local 
Chinese authorities. 


Whisky. 
Mr. LEA: I beg to ask Mr, 


Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
the Inland Revenue officials do not dis- 
criminate in their accounts between pot- 


still and patent-still whisky, the distilleries ' 
being in almost all cases distinct ; and! 


whether, in view of the importance to the 
wholesale spirit trade in this country that 
this information should be given to the 
public, he can state the quantities of pot- 
still and patent-still whiskies produced in 
England, Ireland, and Scotland, in the 


years 1886, 1897, and 1906 respectively ; | 
J I y; 


and, if it is impossiple to furnish this 
information for the past, will he issue 
orders for the facts to be ascertained and 
circulated in future. 
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THe CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AsquitH, Fifeshire, E.) : 
No discrimination is at present made 
between pot-still and patent-still spirit, 
and consequently no departmental records 
exist from which a Return of the kind 
named could be made for past years. If 
legislative authority were given, it would 
be possible for the Department to keep a 
record in future of the quantities of spirit 


(Juestions. 


‘distilled by pot-stills and patent-stills 


respectively. But such a record would 
afford no evidence of the relative quanti- 
ties used for potable and other purposes 
respectively, still less of the relative 
quantities used for a particular spirit, 
such as whisky, and other potable spirits. 
For the total product of patent-stills is 
applied only partly to purposes of 
‘drinking ” spirits, and the distribution 
of such part, as is so applied, between the 
several classes of potable spirits, gin, 
whisky, compounds, etc., cannot be 
determined. 


Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman inform us which is 
the least injurious kind of whisky ! 


Mr. ASQUITH: I have no information 
as to that. 


Stamp Duties. 

Mr. T. F. RICHARDS (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he will 
take into consideration the amount of 
revenue that would accrue to his Depart- 
ment each year by a 1 per cent tax upon 
the Stock Exchange transactions ; and 
whether he will consider the justice ot 
this proposal. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I will take care not 


to lose sight of the possibility of a 


readjustment of the Stamp Duties in all 
their aspects. 


Inspectors of Vivisection. 

Mr. SMEATON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment what are the salaries paid to the 
English inspectors of vivisection, Mr. 
Thane and Sir James Russell ; whether 


out of 2,506 operation experiments 
made last year, only fifteen were 
witnessed by the senior inspector ; 


whether the Home Office grants vivisec- 
tion licences on the recommendation of 
the Research Association ; and whether 
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this association exists for the protection 
and promotion of vivisection. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. GLab- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): The remuneration of 
the inspector under the Cruelty to 
Animals Act, 1876, is500 guineas, and 
that of the assistant inspector 350 
guineas. The number of operation ex- 
periments witnessed by Mr. Thane in 
1905 was fifteen; the number was 
smaller than usual in consequence of the 
inspector being absent on sick leave for 
some weeks. Among the objects of the 
Association for the Advancement 


interests of licensees and the 
the im- 


of the 
publication of literature on 
portance of research. 
licences and new certificates are sent to 
the association for observations ; but the 
Secretary of State forms his own opinion 
in each case, after considering the 
reports of his own expert advisers, and 
the responsibility rests with him. 


Mr. SMEATON : Is not the salary of 
the Irish inspector £50 a year ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
must give notice of any Question in- 
volving figures. 


Devon Constabulary. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that four retired 


military officers are at present holding | 


the rank of superintendent in the Devon- 
shire Constabulary, one of whom has 
just been appointed chief constable of the 
county ; and, if so, whether he intends 
to take any steps to discourage such 
outside appointments. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I believe the hon. 
Member's statement is correct, though 
I have no official information in the 
matter, My approval is not required for 
the appointment of police superin- 
tendents ; their selection is vested by law 
in the chief constables, who act in such 
matters under the general control of the 
Standing Joint Committee of the county. 
The matter is one entirely in their 
discretion, and I cannot undertake to 
interfere with them. 
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Licensing Compensation. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Bath) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that 
holders of six-day licences, and also 
holders of licences with an early-closing 
condition attached, have to pay compen- 
sation charges under the Licensing Act 
of 1904 at the same rate as holders of 
seven-day and full-time licences ; and will 
he take steps to grant to holders of six- 
day and early-closing licences remissions 
on compensation charges similar to those 
allowed on the excise licence. 





Mr. GLADSTONE : I believe that the 
| reading of the law stated in the first part 
of the Question is correct. If so the 
suggestion in the second part could not 
be carried out without legislation, and I 
can only say that I will note the point for 
| consideration. This construction of the 
law has not been challenged since the 
| Act came into operation, but it is open to 
any licence-holder affected, if he thinks 
| the construction wrong, to take legal 
| progeedings with a view to obtaining a 
decision. 


The Convict Rayner. 

*Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent): I 
beg to ask the Home Secretary if his 
attention has been called to the case of 
Horace George Rayner, found guilty of 
murder at the Central Criminal Court, 
and whether he will take into considera- 
tion the unusual and peculiar circum- 
stances and history of the case with a 
view to mitigation of the extreme penalty 
of the law. 





Mr. GLADSTONE: Of course, in all 
these grave cases, circumstances such as 
those to which the hon. Member has 


alluded are taken into very serious 
consideration. 
Railway Rates. 
Mr. MONTAGU (Cambridgeshire, 


Chesterton): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he can 
now make a further pronouncement to 
the House as to the action he proposes 
taking to remove the disabilities placed 
on British trade and agriculture by the 
freight rules and rates of British railway 





companies. 
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THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Luoyp-GrorGe, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : I have already informed my 
hon. friend of the inquiries which I am 
causing to be made both at home and 
abroad. with regard to the questions in 
which he is interested. These inquiries 
must necessarily take some time. I am 
therefore not yet in a position to make 
any announcement as to the action the 
Government propose to take on the 
subject of railway rates and rules. I 
should welcome any information which 
my hon. friend or anyone else interested 
in the question may ‘be in a position to 


supply. 


Mr. MONTAGU : Have any inquiries 
yet been instituted ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I hope to be 
able to begin them very soon if I can get 
assistance from the Treasury. 


Alien Bankrupts. 

Stir W. EVANS GORDON: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether, in view of the number 
of bankruptcies reported to have taken | 
place among aliens resident in this | 
country, he will obtain from the Registrar | 
General information as to the gross loss | 
to creditors arising from such bank-| 
ruptcies during the last five years ; how 
many aliens have been made bankrupt | 
in that time, and how many of these | 
cases occurred in London; what is the | 
average payment to creditors of native | 
and alien bankrupts respectively ; how | 
many alien bankrupts have been found | 
not to have kept books in the same | 
period ; what is the average proportion | 
of assets to debts as between native and | 
alien bankrupts; how many bankrupts | 
have been Russian subjects ; and how | 
many have stated that, prior to their | 
insolvency, they made their business over 
to their wives or other relatives. 








| 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: As I have) 
already informed the hon. Member, no | 
separate statistics for alien bankrupts | 
have been kept by the Board of Trade, | 
and I am unable therefore to furnish the | 
information desired. 


Str W. EVANS GORDON asked | 
whether the right hon. Gentleman was | 
aware that Mr. “Registrar Linklater only | 
yesterday, in referring to the number of, 
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alien bankrupts appearing before him, 
said he could hardly believe he was 
presiding over a British Court. Was 
the right hon. Gentleman aware also 
that the facts and figures referred to in 
the Question were laid before the Royal 
Commission on Alien Immigration two 
or three years ago by the Registrar 
General, and could he not now have them 
brought up to date? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that of 
course his Department had nothing to do 
with the Registrar-General, but his 
attention had been called to the state- 
ment of the Registrar. He thought he 
might himself undertake to say that they 
should be brought to the notice of the 
Departmental Committee on the subject. 


Sir W.EVANSGORDON asked 
whether he might bring before this 
Committee any facts in his possession. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he would 
be glad if the hon. and gallant Member 
could see his way to give evidence. 


Washburn Valley Afforestation Scheme. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Local (:overn- 
ment Board whether in the matter of 
men applying for work upon the Wash- 
burn Valley afforestation. scheme under 
the Leeds Distress Committee, he has 
official information showing that 293 
were offered employment, 13 accepted, 
102 commenced work, and 56 threw it 
up soon after; what is the present 
number of men at work; whether, in 
view of the conditions of life in the 
country, he will ascertain whether 11s. 
is not too much to deduct trom the men’s 
wages of £1 per week for board and 
lodging ; and whether, seeing that this 
experiment in afforestation is subsidised 
by the Local Government Board, he will 


| give instructions that the men will be 
| allowed the same privilege as those at 


Hollesley Bay of returning at stated 
periods to their homes free of railway 
fares. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
BOARD (Mr. Jonny 
Burns, Battersea): The Answer as 
regards the figures referred to in the 
first part of the Question is in the 
affirmative. The number of the registered 


unemployed men who are at present 
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engaged on the work is fifty. I have 
made inquiry as to the sum charged for 
hoard and lodging, and I find that the 
distress committee are satisfied as to its 
reasonableness. The payment for board 
is, however, an optional one, as it is com- 
petent for the men, instead of making it, 
to provide and cook their own food, but 
] understand that none of them have 
adopted this alternative. I could not 
undertake to interfere as to the arrange- 
ments made for the men to visit their 
homes. I am informed that originally it 
was arranged that the men should return 
home only once a month, and that at the 
same time they should go in search of 
permanent employment, spending at least 
one day for that purpose. The majority, 
however, preferred to visit their homes at 
the end of each week. 


Vaccination Results. 

Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): I beg toask the President of the 
Local Government Board if Dr. Fletcher 
is paid for reporting on cases of illness 
following vaccination ; if formerly similar 
reports were published; and on what 
ground. of public policy such reports are 
kept secret notwithstanding the wish of 
the parents for publicity. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Dr. Fletcher is 
one of the medical inspectors of the 
Local Government Board, and is paid an 
annual salary for the discharge of his 
duties, which, like those of the other 
medical inspectors, include the occasional 
investigation of cases of illness alleged to 
be due to vaccination. Some of the 
reports of the inspectors were communi- 
cated to the Royal Commission on 
Vaccination, and the facts contained in 
certain of these reports were published 


by them ; but since the final Report of | 


the Commission, no further reports of the 
kind in question have been published. 
The reports of necessity often deal with 
the acts of family history of individuals, 


and must, I think, be treated as con-' 


fidential. 


Mr. LUPTON: If there is no desire 
on the part of the families concerned to 
keep the reports private why should they 
not be published ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have no 
evidence that that is the view taken by 
the families affected. 
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Mr. LUPTON: I say they do desire 
to have the reports published. 


(Questions. 


Sussex Vaccination Case. 

Mr. LUPTON: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he is aware that Mable Ellen 
Wenham, of 14, St. Nicholas Lane, Sussex, 
born 5th June, 1906, was vaccinated in 
September, 1906, by Dr. Burbidge, public 
vaccinator, and died on the 19th March, 
1907 ; that fourteen days after vaccina- 
tion sores broke out under the ear and 
elsewhere; that the child was treated 
firstly by Dr. Vallance and secondly by 
the dispensary doctor, then taken to a 
hospital at Brighton, and finally sent 
home incurable ; and that the child was 
perfectly healthy before vaccination ; and 
if, in consequence of the number of deaths 
following vaccination, he will stop the 
issue of vaccine matter until some stuff, 
free from danger, has been invented. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: My attention 
has been called to the case referred to 
and I am making some inquiry with 
regard to it. I could not undertake to 
stop the issue of glycerinated calf lymph, 
and I may remind my hon. friend that it 
is not necessarily the case that because a 
death follows vaccination it is therefore 
due to it. 


Mr. LUPTON : Is it not the fact that 
the medical officers of the Local Govern- 
ment Board are now making investi- 
gations with a view to finding a less 
injurious stuff than that now used? 
Why not wait until they have discovered 
it before issuing any more of this lymph 
to the public ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have no such 
information as the hon. Member professes 
to have. 


The Grant for the Unemployed. 

Mr. T. DAVIES (Fulham): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can say if the 
£200,000 voted for provision of work for 
the unemployed has all been expended ; 
if not, can he state the amount spent ; 
and whether all the distress committees 
have been granted the sum they applied 
for and proved to his satisfaction they 
could utilise to advantage for the purpose 
the money was intended. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: As _ regards 
England and Wales, the sum of £85,395 
has actually been paid to the Central 
(Unemployed) Body and the distress 
committees ; but some further payments, 
the precise amount of which I cannot at 
present state, will be made before the end 
of the week. I have made payments out 
of the grant in all cases in which the 
distress committee showed that there 
was exceptional need for assistance in 
meeting the cost of providing or contri- 
buting to the provision of temporary 
work, and a scheme of work was proposed 
of which I could approve. I should add 
that I agreed that a sum of £21,050 out 
of the grant should be allocated to 
Scotland and Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Can the right hon. Gentleman give 
any information as to the allocation of 
the amount set apart for Ireland ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS : [ have no precise 
information, but I believe the Chief 
Secretary has been doing his best to see 
that the amount allocated has been 
wisely spent. 


Norwood Poor Law School. 
Mr. L. 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if he will 
state how many children in the Lambeth 
Poor Law school at Norwood have been, 
and are at present, affected by the recent 
outbreak at that school of diphtheria, 
scarlet fever, and whooping cough, 
respectively ; and if any cases have as 
yet been fatal. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: My hon. friend 
is, I think, under a misapprehension in 
this matter. I understand that, with the 
exception of six mild cases of whooping 
cough, five of whom are convalescent, 
there has been no recent outbreak of the 
diseases mentioned in the Question at the 
school, nor has there been any death from 
them. At present, there is not a single 
case of diphtheria or scarlet fever in the 
school. 


Boarding-out of Pauper Children. 
Mr. L. HASLAM: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 


Board, in consideration of the fact that 
Poor Law guardians may make arrange- 
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ments for the maintenance of Poor Law 
children in such institutions as Dr. 
Barnardo’s Homes ; and, seeing that the 
boarding out of children with foster 
parents is satisfactorily and more economi- 
cally carried out by the managers of such 
institutions, will he consider the advisa- 
bility of empowering, under regulations, 
Poor Law guardians to arrange for the 
boarding-out of Poor Law children under 
the auspices of such institutions. 


' Mr. JOHN BURNS: I note the 
suggestion of my hon. friend. I may 
state, however, that it has previously 
been brought under the notice of the 
Local Government Board, but there are 
difticulties in its adoption, and they have 
not seen their way to giving effect to it. 


Mr. L. HASLAM : Considering that the 
expenditure of public money may be 
| reduced by one half by these means, will 
the right hon. Gentleman further consider 
the matter ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Boarding-out 
is now tried, but the institutions in 


which the children are placed have to be 
certified. 


Canadian Postage Rates. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General whether the terms of the agree- 
ment made with Canada regarding the 
postage on newspapers and . periodicals 
has been settled; and whether he can 
now state to the House of Commons the 
outlines of the arrangement which has 
heen arrived at by the two countries. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SypnEy ;Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): No arrangement has yet been 
made; but I cannot make any further 
statement in regard to this matter at 
present. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Will 
it be na short time ? gre. is. ~ 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I cannot 


say at present. 


Will the 
Colonial 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: 
matter come before the 
Conference ? 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I should 
say not. It is a question between the 
Government and Canada solely. 


(Questions. 


sir GILBERT PARKER: Will it be 
discussed with the representative of the 
Canadian Government on his visit to this 
country for the Conference ? 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I am un- 


able to say 


Post Office Insurance. 
Mr. T. F. RICHARDS :I beg to ask the 
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| the schools referred to in the Question 
| were not provided as public elementary 
| schools, and in any case were provided 
| previously to my appointment as Presi- 
/dent of the Board of Education. With 
|regard to the last paragraph, I cannot 
add anything to my Answer to the hon. 
Member for the Oswestry Division on 
| the 11th March?. 


| 


Questions. 


| Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Is the right 
| hon. Gentleman aware that these schools 
are recognised by the Department for 
the purposes of the grant ? 


Postmaster-General whether he has taken | 


or whether he is about to take the neces- 
sary steps to enable the general public to 


Mr. McKENNA: I must ask for 


notice of that Question. 


acquire insurance policies affecting life, | 


fire, accident, and other forms of insur- 
ance, upon the security of his particular 
Department. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I have 
appointed « Departmental Committee to 
consider “ whether it is practicable, and 
if practicable, whether it is desirable, for 
the Post Office to provide facilities for 
the insurance of employers in respect 
of their liabilities under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Acts, either generally or 
subject to limitations; and further to 
consider whether it is desirable that 
steps should be taken to encourage the 
use of the present life insurance system 


of the Post Office ; and, if so, what steps.” | 


Lord Farrar is chairman of the Com- 
mittee and the hon. Member for North 
Ayrshire is a member, and the Post Oftice, 
the Savings Bank, the Treasury, and the 
National Debt Commissioners are repre- 
sented. 


Merionethshire Schools. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- | 


vil): I beg to ask the President of the 


Board of kducation whether the elemen- | 


tary schools recently erected in Merioneth- 
shire for children whose parents objected 
to the manner in which the denomina- 
tional schools in the neighbourhood were 
conducted, and known as revolt schools, 
were erected with his concurrence and 
approval ; and, if so, whether any of the 
sum provided in the Estimates for build- 
ing elementary schools will be spent on 
the Merionethshire schools. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
of EDUCATION (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): So far as I am aware 


Teachers in Non-Provided Schools. 

Mr. D, A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
President of the Board of Education 
whether the decision at which he has 
arrived, namely, that where managers of 
non-provided schools have in the exercise 
of their duty engaged teachers on such 
terms as they think satisfactory and the 
education authority has held aloof, the 
education authority has deprived itself 
of any solid ground of criticism, applies 
in cases where the managers have gone 
so far as to raise salaries in denomina- 
tional schools to a level with those paid 
in provided schools in the same district ; 
and to what extent this decision will 
interfere with the policy of discrimina- 
tion between provided and non-provided 
schools adopted by the great majority of 
Welsh education authorities, and with 
their refusal to contribute from rates 
towards the maintenance of schools not 
| under their full control. 


Mr. McKENNA: The statements in 
my hon. friend’s Question are not my 
decision but mistaken inferences which 
he has drawn from a decision I gave in 
| the Swansea case. I cannot express any 
opinion as to what conclusions may be 
drawn from an erroneous hypothesis. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the words I 
have used in the first part of the Ques- 
tion are those used by the Attorney- 
| General ? 


Mr. McKENNA: I am not aware of 
that. 





+ See (4) Debates, elxx., 1261-2. 





1815 (Juestions. {COMMONS} (Juestions. 1816 


House of Lords Buildings. in which the manager was a defeated 
Mr. MORTON (Sunderland): I beg to candidate ; and whether he will take steps 
ask the First Commissioner of Works to institute a prosecution under the 
whether the new lift for the House of Corrupt Practices Act. 
Lords buildings, which was to be provided 
at an estimated cost of £700, has been Sir JOHN WALTON: My attention 
provided, and, if so, is it at all used; and has not been called to the subject of this 
is there a man in charge at 30s. per Question, but if the hon. and gallant 
week, and has he anything to do. | Member is right in his statement that 
| the action of the employers in regard to 
THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF | their workmen was due to the votes they 
. WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, | gave during the municipal election an 
N.E., Rossendale): The lift has been | offence will have been committed against 
provided, but I believe it is not yet | the Corrupt Practices Act, and it the 
extensively used. There is an attendant | evidence on which he relies is brought 
who receives the wages stated, but he | before the Director of Public Prosecutions 
has other duties in the building besides | it will receive consideration. 
working this lift. 
| Coronet HERBERT : I will bring the 
Worcester Election Petition. facts before the hon. and learned Gentle- 
Mr. HEMMERDE (Denbighshire, E.) : | man. 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General | 
whether his attention has been drawn to | Mr. STANLEY WILSON: Make a 
the result of the recent proceedings | statement outside. 
which took place at Worcester, before | 
Mr. Justice Bigham, on appeal from a} gyavegend Water-Guard Inspector. 
decision of the Royal Commissioners on|  ,, * . DARL ER 
the Worcester Election; and whether a | SIR GILBERT PARKER : I beg - 
full Report of such proceedings will be | ask the President of the Board of Trade 
laid upon the Table of the House ; and, if | f @ naval officer has been appointed to 
so, when. the position of water-guard inspector at 
| Gravesend ; and, if so, whether this is a 
Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir | “eparture from the past practice of 
Joun Wa.ton, Leeds, S.) was understood | promoting an experienced assistant In- 
to reply that the evidence had already | spector to such positions, which was an 
been laid in full, but he would obtain a | &M¢ouragement to capable men to enter 
copy of the judgment and allow any hon. | the service and fit themselves for the 
Member who wished to see it. highest duties of their profession. 





Mr. HEMMERDE: According toa) THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
‘report I have in my hand, some further | THE TREASURY (Mr. RUNCIMAN, 
evidence was taken beyond that already | Dewsbury) : The Answer to the first 
laid on the Table of the House. | part of the Question is in the affirmative. 

It is not the case that, as suggested in 

Sir JOHN WALTON: I will look | the Question, vacancies as water-guard 
into it: I can only go by the official | inspector have hitherto been exclusively 
record. ; ‘filled by the promotion of assistant 

inspectors, nor does the present appoint- 
The Corrupt Practices Act. _ment imply any discontinuance of the 

CoLoneEL HERBERT (Monmouthshire, | practice which the Board of Customs 
S.): Iwish to ask the Attorney-General | have always followed of giving due con- 
a Question of which I have given him | sideration to the claims of deserving 


private notice, whether his attention has subordinate officers in filling the 
been drawn to the tyrannical dismissal 





| superior appointments in the  water- 
of workmen from the works of Messrs. | guard branch of this service. 

Guest, Keen and Nettlefold, in conse- | 
quence of the part they took in the, Sir GILBERT PARKER: Would it 
recent municipal election; whether he} not be a good thing to keep these 
is aware that the men now dismissed | appointments within the coastguard ser- 


received notice after a former election | vice itself instead of going outside ? 
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Mr RUNCIMAN: Every considera- | 
tion has been given to the circumstances | 
of this appointment, which, in my opinion, 
is a highly proper one. 


(Juestions. 


Doncaster Land Tax Commissioners. 

*Mr. C. NICHOLSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Doncaster): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
Mr. Smith, the clerk to the Land Tax 
Commissioners of Doncaster, has declined 
to send a notification of the appointment 
of Mr. Mark Dowson as Land Tax 
Commissioner to him, although Mr. 
Dowson has been duly appointed under 
the Act of last session and his name 
has appeared in the London (azette ; 
and what steps he proposes to take in 
order to enforce the carrying out of 
Section 1 of the said Act. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Section 1 of the 
Act of last session does not direct clerks 
to Land Tax Commissioners to send to 
each Commissioner a notification of his 
appointment. It has, however, been the 
practice of the clerks for many years to 
send such notifications, and I cannot 
understand why an exception should have 
been made in this case. If my hon. 
friend wishes I will call the attention of 
the Commissioners for the district to the 
matter. 
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*Sir PHILIP MAGNUS (London 
University) asked the hon. Member 
whether he was aware of the fact that 
recent investigations had tended to show 
that certain wild birds fed to a very large 
extent on fruit buds, thereby injuring the 
crops of the fruit-growers in this country. 
Would he consider the desirability of 
appointing a small Departmental Com- 
mittee to inquire into the effects of the 
Wild Birds Protection Act ? 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: I am 
quite aware that that is the case. I 
would refer the hon. Member to the 
latter part of my Answer. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): When the hon. Gentleman is 
inquiring about birds will he extend his 
inquiries to the habits of croaking 
ravens ¢ 


Scientific Agriculture. . 

Mr. MONTAGU: I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for South Somerset, as 
representing the President of the Board 
of Agriculture, whether the President of 
the Board of Agriculture has considered 
the importance attaching to further 
development of national research into 


scientific agricultural problems; and 
‘whether any consideration of such 


research will be included in the terms of 


reference to the Departmental Committee 


Birds and Agriculture. 

Mr. MONTAGU: I beg to ask 
the hon. Member for South Somerset, 
as representing the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, whether the 
attention of the Board has_ been 
called to the demand for a depart- 
mental inquiry into the feeding habits 
and utility of birds; and whether the 
President contemplates action. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.): We have received certain 
representations on this subject, but my 
noble friend does not think that it is 
necessary to institute a formal inquiry 
into the matter. We are, however, 
considering the advisability of inviting 
the agricultural correspondents of the 
Board and other competent observers to 
supply us with information as to the 
utility or otherwise of the birds in their | 
localities. 


just appointed. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: The 
question of scientific research into agri- 
cultural problems has for some time past 
been engaging our close attention, and | 
hope that some practical steps may be 
taken in the near future with a view to 
the improvement and extension of 
existing arrangements. The facts of the 
case are, however, well-known, and there 
would have been considerable disadvan- 
tages in enlarging the scope of the 
reference to the Committee in the 
manner suggested. 


Mr. MOLTENO (Dumfriesshire). I 


‘beg to ask the hon. Member for South 


Somerset, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, why the 
Departmental Committee on Agricultural 
Education has been limited in its terms 


_of reference to England and Wales. 
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Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: My be enconducted within the Firth. The 
last Answer was intended to cover this Answer to the last part of the Question is 


Question also. in the negative. 
Norwegian Trawlers. Mr. STANLEY WILSON: May I 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: I beg to ask what scientific investigations have 
ask the Secretary for Scotland whether been carried on 4 
the Norwegian Minister claimed all those 
trawlers whose masters were illegally| Mr. SINCLAIR: Scientific investiga- 
prosecuted as Norwegian vessels ; and | tions of more than one kind, and very 
whether he can name any trawlers now | largely by the “ Goldsecker,” which is the 
fishing in the prohibited waters outside | vessel conducting investigations for this 
the three-mile limit of territorial waters | country under the International Scientific 
in the Moray Firth which are British- | Investigation Scheme. 
owned, or which have a majority of 
English fishermen amongst the crew. Scotland and Agricultural Education. 
Mr. MURRAY MACDONALD (Fal- 
THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | kirk Burghs) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
(Mr. Stncvatr, Forfarshire): The inter-| for Scotland why Scotland is excluded 
vention of the Norwegian Minister was | from the terms of reference to the newly- 
limited to the cases of Norwegian sub-| appointed Departmental Committee on 
jects who had been prosecuted for illegal | Agricultural Education ; and whether he 
trawling. With reference to the second | will use his influence with the President 
part of the Question, what trawlers there | of the Board of Agriculture to have those 
may be now fishing as suggested by the | terms widened so as to embrace Scotland. 
hon. Gentleman I am unable to say. 
Mr. GULLAND (Dumfries Burghs) : 
Scientific Investigations in the Moray | At the same time may I ask the Secre- 
___ Firth, i tary for Scotland, in view of the fact 
Mr. STANLEY WILSON : I beg to | that agricultural education is necessary to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland what are | the success of small holdings, why Scot- 
the reasons alleged by the Scottish | ]and has not been included in the terms 
Fisheries Board for advising that the | of reference to the Departmental Com- 
waters outside the territorial limit of mittee on Agricultural Edueation. 
three miles should be enclosed in the 
Moray Firth and British vessels pro- 
hibited from fishing there, and whether | Questions, I have to state that, in view 
any scientific investigations have been | of the recent establishment and marked 
carried on in the prohibited waters ; and i suecess of the Agricultural Colleges at 
whether the High Court of Justiciary in | Glasgow, Edinburgh, and Aberdeen, and 
Scotland have stated that whilst the of the organisation which they are 
Moray Firth by-law is legal under the | developing for bringing home to farmers 
Scottish Act of 1889, the Act is not in| jn all parts of their districts the latest 
accordance with International Law, or the | results of scientific research on the 
North Seas Convention of 1882, or the | subject of agriculture, such an inquiry as 
Schedule of the Fisheries Act of 1883. that proposed does not seem to be neces- 
sary at present in the case of Scotland. 





Mr. SINCLAIR: In Answer to these 


Mr. SINCLAIR: When By-law No. 
8, closing the waters inside a line drawn Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg 
from the Ord of Caithness to Buckie was | to ask the Secretary for Scotland why 
passed, the chief reason submitted in| Scotland has been excluded from the 
support was: The primary object in| terms of reference of the Committee on 
making the by-law was the great desir-| Agricultural Education ; and whether he 
ability of preventing the capture of | intends to appoint an independent com- 
immature fish by trawlers, which it was | mittee on agricultural education in Scot- 
believed existed in considerable numbers | Jand. 
in the closed area. Similar arguments 
were advanced when By-law No. 10} Mr. SINCLAIR: I have to refer the 
protecting the whole of the Firth was | hon. Member to the terms of my Answer 
passed. Scientific investigations have | to-day to Questions on this subject by the 
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hon. Members for the Falkirk and Dum- 
fries Burghs. I do not think it necessary 
at present to appoint an independent 
committee for Scotland. 


Juestions, 


Scottish General Aid Grant. 

Mr. SMEATON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland on what date 
the Lords of the Committee of the 
Privy Council on Education in Scot- 
land met to discuss the distribution 
of the general aid grant for 1907 ; how 
many members were present; and will 
he give the names of the members who 
were present. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: It is contrary to | 
precedent and practice to give such | 
particulars as to meetings of any com- | 


mittee of the Privy Council. 


Mr. SMEATON : Dues this committee 
ever meet ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I can add nothing 
to the information I have already given 
in my Answer. 


Alness Ferry Tenancy Dispute. 
Mr. ANNAN BRYCE 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Secretary for 
Scotland whether he is aware that the 
late Mr. Kenneth Cameron, after having 
heen tenant for thirty-eight years of a 
croft on the Newhall estate of Mr. Shaw 
Mackenzie at Alness Ferry, Ross-shire, 
received notice to quit next Whitsunday 
on the ground of his advanced age ; that 
a similar notice has since his death been 
given to his sons; that Mr. Cameron, 
without any assistance from his landlord, 
reclaimed the whole of the farm from the 
moor, drained it, fenced it, and erected 
all the buildings upon it ; and that he 
and his sons offered to pay nearly quad- 
ruple the existing rent ; and whether he 
will consider the desirability of intro- 
ducing into the Small Landholders (Scot- 
land) Bill a clause providing a remedy in 
cases of this kind. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have no informa- 
tion in regard to this case other than 
that now furnished by my hon. friend’s 
(Juestion. The facts as stated present a 
very hard case ; and I regret that so far 
it has not seemed possible to provide 
protection for such cases in the Small 
Landholders (Scotland) Bill. 
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Training of Scottish Teachers. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether he is aware that the Provincial 
Council for the Training of Teachers in 
Glasgow is refusing to grant assistance 
to teachers who propose to attend the 





(Inverness | 


|vacation courses abroad in modern 
| languages on the plea that no funds are 
| available, notwithstanding the fact that 
the funds which were regularly employed 
for this purpose in past years by the 
| County Committees on Secondary 
| Education have now been transferred to 
| the Provincial Councils. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I am not aware that 
'anyv Provincial Committee has refused to 
grant assistance to teachers proposing to 
|attend vaeation courses abroad, but in 
/anv case it is not the fact that the funds 
| which have hitherto been available to 
|County Committees for this purpose 
‘have now been transferred to Provincial 
Committees. 


Scottish Catholic Teachers’ Pension. 

| Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg 
| to ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
'the provisions relating to the pension 
fund in the present Education Bill, place 
the teachers of Catholic schools in Scot 
land in as good a position as the teachers 
in other schools; and, if not, whether he 
will take steps to safeguard their posi- 
tion. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I must refer the 
hon. Member to the provisions of the 
Bill, which will be cireulated to Members 
shortly. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
proposed to make any provision for these 
teachers in the Blll to be brought in 
shortly ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Bill will be in 
the hands of hon. Members in two or 
three days. I have declined the requests 
of hon. Members to state in advance its 
provisions, and I must ask the hon. 
Member to be good enough to wait until 
he sees the Bill. It has gone to the 
printers. 


British Trawlers under Foreign Flags. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland whether he 
is aware that on Thursday morning, 
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the 7th instant. a Wick boat, the 
“ Endeavour,” W.K. 621, John Sinclair, 
skipper, came ashore, and reported 
damage of six nets by a trawler’s dan, 
about five miles off Wick; whether the 
trawler which was working at the time 
was the “Campania,” of Stavanger, S.R. 
4, apparently a Norwegian ; whether the 
dan was painted “Campania, Grimsby ; ” 
and whether he proposes to take any 
steps to protect the Wick fishermen. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The facts are 
substantially as stated by my _ hon. 


friend. Section 7 of the Act of 1885 seems 
to provide for the procedure which may 
most conveniently be followed in cases 
of this kind, and [ am in communication 
with the Fishery Board as to whether 
this is a case in which the fishery 
ofticer could advisedly for his part adopt 
the course of action indicated. 


Mr. MORTON: Is it the fact that 
the fishery officers at Wick neglected to 
report this case to the Scottish Fishery 
Board until I had put this Question on 
the Paper? Has he since reported and 
assessed the damages at £15 ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I am not aware 
there was any ground whatever for the 
hon. Member's statement. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON : Is this 
“Campania,” Norwegian or Grimsby 


owned ? 
Mr. SINCLAIR: I will inquire. 


Irish Trade Returns. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
in a position to state when the table of 
Irish exports and imports for the year 
1905 will be published. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Birrett, Bristol, N.): 
The compilation of the tables of 
imports and exports from Ireland in 
1905 has been almost completed, but it 
will be several weeks before the report 
is ready for presentation to Parliament. 


Irish Fishing Brand. 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


{COMMONS} 
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of Ireland whether the Report of the 
inquiry as to the necessity for a brand 
for Irish-cured fish has just been pre- 
sented; what were the _ conclusions 
arrived at, and will the Report and the 
evidence taken be published. 


Questions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The evidence taken 
at the local inquiries referred to is being 
printed, and there will be no objection 
to its publication. No Report on the 
evidence has yet been made, nor have 
definite conclusions been arrived at. 
Tbe Department of Agriculture will 
give full consideration to the evidence, 
and will consider the question oi 
publishing a report on the matter. 


Inchigeela Letter Robbery. 

Mr. J. F. MASON (Windsor) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on Monday, 18th March, a 
postman was waylaid by disguised men 
near Inchigeela, county Cork, and robbed 
of a number of letters supposed to contain 
writs for service on the Grehan estate, 
and whether anyone has been made 
amenable for this offence. 


Mr. BIRRELL: [am informed by the 
police authorities that the fact is as 
stated in the Question. The police have 
not yet succeeded in making anyone 
amenable for the offence. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N): Are 


they being discouraged in their efforts ? 
Mr. BIRRELL : No, they are not. 


Rineen Pishing Industry. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the Congested Districts 
Board will undertake the construction ot 
asuitable pier at Rineen, near Waterville, 
county Kerry, with a view to extending 
the fishing industry. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Congested Dis- 
tricts Board have recently considered 
the question of constructing a pier at 
Rineen with the object of extending the 
fishing industry. The estimated cost of 
a suitable work is not less than £4,000, 
and having regard to the state of their 
funds the Board have been compelled to 





decide against taking action at present. 
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Stewartstown Disturbances. 

T. L. CORBETT: 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, at a 
demonstration organised by the Ancient 
Order of Hibernians at Stewartstown, 
county Tyrone, on Sunday last, a serious 
disturbance took place, and a police officer 
was injured ; if so, whether this disturb- 
ance was :in any way due to the display 
of a Union Jack by a loyalist in the town ; 
and whether this Union Jack was hauled 
down, and by whom. 


18 


Mr. 


Mr. BIRRELL: There was no demon- 
station at Stewartstown on Sunday last. 
The hon. Member probably intends to 
refer to a demonstration which took place 
on Monday, 18th March, when a slight 
disturbance took place, and a police officer 
received slight injury. The 
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| and he was satisfied that the police had 


Questions. 


I beg to | behaved with great courage, sense, and 


discretion in the matter. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT again pressed the 
question as to whether the Red Ensign 
in future was to be condemned if used on 
such oceasions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I do not think the 
‘Royal emblem ought to have the word 
* Stewartstuwn ” upon it. 


Irish School Buildings. 
MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
to the Lord-Lieutenant 
if he can say out of what 
funds the school buildings to be erected 
under the proposed new grant in Ireland 


Mr. 


/are to be maintained, cleaned, and heated 


police | 
authorities inform me that the disturb- | 


ance was not due to the display of a | 


Union Jack. A large red flag bearing the 
word Stewartstown, and having a small 
(‘nion Jack in one corner, was displayed 
hy the opposition crowd which had 
assembled, and the police officer respon- 


sible for the preservation of the peace ' 


requested the owner to remove it, as its 
display in the circumstances was calcu- 
lated to lead to a serious disturbance. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT inquired whether 
the flag displayed was not a red flag with 
the Union Jack in the corner ; was it not 
usually known as the Royal ensign, and 
was the use of that flag to be publicly 
condemned ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: My information is 
that it wasa red flag bearing the word 
“Stewartstown.” It has a small Union 
Jack in one corner, and whether that 
answers to the description of the Royal 
Ensign I will leave the hon Member him- 
self to say. 


Mr. 
asked 


JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
whether the disturbance which 
occurred was not entirely due to an 
attempt being made to prevent the 
original meeting, which had been long 
advertised, being held. 


Mr. BIRRELL said that no doubt 
a second meeting was arranged long 
after the first had been advertised. 


He had seen reports of the proceedings, | 


when they are in use. 

Mr. BIRRELL : National schoolhouses 
vested in the Commissioners of National 
Education are kept in repair by the 
Board of Publie Works. When school 
premises are vested in trustees, it is the 
duty of such trustees to keep the house, 
furniture, ete., in repair. For the main- 
tenance of non-vested schools tke local 
persons interested in these schools are 
responsible. In all ordinary national 
schools, whether vested in the Com- 
missioners, vested in trustees, or non- 
vested, the cost of cleaning and heating 
is provided from local sources. 


Education Report. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he proposes to comply with 
the request to publish the Report made 
by the Committee of the Commissioners 
of National Education, the Intermediate 
Board, and the Department of Agriculture 
during the Chief Secretaryship of the 
right hon. Member for South Dublin. 


Mr. BIRRELL: My predecessor fully 
considered the question of laying this 
Report on the Table, and decided that it 
was not worth while to present it to 
Parliament. 1am of the same opinion. 


Mr. MURPHY: Seeing that the 
Report would enable the Irish Members 
to see what the Irish Education Board 
recommended, will the right hon, Gentle- 
man reconsider his decision ? 
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Questions. 


would be the result. The Report would | 
not be of value to anybody. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: This is the | 
Report of a body consisting of representa- 
tives of educational authorities. Would | 
it not be as well to let the Irish Mem- 
bers see it ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I cannot depart from 
the decision of my predecessor. The 
Report would really throw no light on the 
subject. 


Civil Rights of Irish Teachers. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will at once reecom- 
mend the Commissioners of National 
Education to amend their rules as to 
the civil rights of teachers in Ireland so 
as to make them reasonable ; and whether 
he can suggest to the Commissioners the 
advisability of removing existing obstacles 
interfering with the Irish National 
Teachers’ Organisation in communicating 
with the Board by deputation or other- 
wise on matters relating to primary 
education in Ireland. 


|'modation will be 
Mr. BIRRELL: I will at once make | 


representations to the Commissioners of 
National Education upon the subject of 
the rules referred to. 


Donegal Fishery By-laws. 

Mr. CHARLES MACVEIGH (Done- 
gal, E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that if the new by-law 
passed by the Board of Agriculture with 
reference to the Donegal Fisheries comes 
before the Privy Council in Ireland on | 
appeal, that body must either confirm or 
reject the by-law altogether and cannot 
vary it; and whether he will further 
consult the Board of Agriculture with a | 
view to inducing it so to modify the. 
by-law as to remove the objection taken | 
to it by the people of Donegal. 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. BIRRELL: I do not think that | 
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Evictions at Kingston. 
Mr. MOONEY (Newry) asked if the 


Irish Secretary would adopt measures 


that would prevent the numerous evictions 
threatened by Irish peers in the Kingston 
Urban District, seeing that 123 poor 
families were about to be turned out 


| through no fault of their own. 


Mr. BIRRELL replied that he had no 


power in the matter. It was only fair 


to the landlords to say that the buildings 


in question became insanitary during 
the currency of long leases when they 
had no power to interfere, while the 
local sanitary authority which had the 
power refused to exercise it. 


Mr. MOONEY: Is it not the case 
that in eighty-two of the 152 cases the 
buildings are absolutely new ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I will inquire. 


British Museum Reading Room 

Sir GILBERT PARKER: I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister, in view of the 
effect upon a great many students and 
literary men and journalists of the closing 
of the reading room of the British 
Museum for six months, whether accom- 
found for then: 
elsewhere. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN (Stirling Burghs): 
I have nothing to add to the Answer 
given to a similar Question yesterday by 
the First Commissioner of Works in reply 
to a Question by my hon. friend the 
Member for Islington East. + 


The Defence Committee. 

Mr. BOWLES : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury of how many 
members the Defence Committee consists ; 
and whether he is able to state the names 
of its members to the House. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


_The Members who ordinarily attend the 


meetings of the Committee are :—(1) The 


Mr. BIRRELL: The by-law in| 
question has already been lodged for the | 
approval of the Lord-Lieutenant in | 


Council, and the matter is, therefore, | 
sth judice. | 


|Prime Minister ; (2) The Secretary oi 


State for Foreign Affairs ; (3) The Secre- 
tary of State for War ; (4) The Secretary 
of State for India; (5) The Chancellor of 





Tt See (4)'Debates, elxxi., 1655. 
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the Exchequer ; (6) The First Lord of the 
Admiralty ; (7) The First Sea Lord of 
the Admiralty; (8) The Director of 
Naval Intelligence ; (9) The Chief of the 
General Staff; (10) The Director of 
Military Operations ; (11) Lord Esher ; 
(12) General Sir John French. As 
explained by the late Prime Minister, 
other Members of the Cabinet and 
officials who possess special knowledge on 
subjects under consideration are asked to 
attend meetings of the Committee from 
time to time. 


Lord Esher. 

Mr. BOWLES: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether Lord 
Esher, in his capacity as a member of the 
Defence Committee, has power to require 
the production to him of any and all such 
confidential Papers from the Admiralty, 
the War Office, and the Foreign Office as 
he may call for ; and, if so, whether Lord 
sher exercises this power. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Lord Esher receives only Papers which 


are circulated to the members of the | 
Committee on subjects under discussion, | 
or about to be discussed. He has no | 
power to call for any Papers from any | 
Department of State, and nothing of the | 


nature suggested is possible. 


Small Holdings. 

Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby) : On behalf of the hon. Member 
for the Tewkesbury Division of Gloucester- 
shire, I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
when he proposes to introduce the Bill 
dealing with the provision of small 
holdings in England. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I cannot yet fix a date for the introduc- 
tion of this Bill. 


Mr. BECKETT: Are we to under- 
stand that the attentions of the Prime 
Minister are to be confined to the 
corpus vile of Lord Rosebery ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[am aScotsman. I do not understand, 
and I do not see the joke. 


Blocking Bills. 
Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe) asked the Prime Minister 
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if he was prepared to propose a new 
Standing Order to prevent a Member 
having a notice to bring forward a 
Resolution being deprived of his oppor- 
tunity by the presentation of a Bill on 
the same subject by another Member. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
| sympathise with the object of my hon. 
friend, and I will consider if anything 
can be done to meet the case he refers to. 





|. Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR: Would 
| it not be possible to deal with the matter 
during the present debates on procedure ? 


| 


| 
| *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
| had better give notice of that Question. ‘3; 


| NEW BILLS. 

| —_— 

| SEA FISHERIES (SCOTLAND) (APPLICA- 
| TION OF PENALTIES) BILL. 

| To provide for the payment to the 
| Fishery Board for Scotland of the 
penalties or other moneys recovered in 
respect of illegal sea fishing in Scotland,” 
| presented by Mr. Sinclair; to be read 
a second time upon Monday, 8th April, 
and to be printed. [Bill 145.] 


WHALE FISHERIES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“To regulate Whale Fisheries in Scot- 
land,” presented by Mr. Sinclair; to be 
read a second time upon Monday, 8th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 146.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (ADJOURN- 

MENT OF THE HOUSE) (EASTER) 

Ordered, That the Proceedings on the 
Motion for the Adjournment of the 
House (Easter), if under discussion when 
the business is postponed, be resumed 
and proceeded with, though opposed, 
after the interruption of business.—(Si- 
H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


POST OFFICE (LIVERPOOL AND HONG- 
KONG MAIL CONTRACT). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Contract, dated the 2nd day 
of February, 1907, with the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company for the convey- 
ance of the mails between Liverpool and 
Hong Kong, for the period from the 
7th day of April, 1906, to the 6th day 
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of April, 1908, printed in House of 
Commons Paper, No. 76, of Session 1907, 
be approved.” —(Mr. Runciman.) 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) said the 
reason why this Motion had come before 
the House was because of the important 
Standing Order, No. 72, which required 
that all contracts for conveyance of mails 
by sea should be approved of by the 
House of Commons. It was important 
to go back to the origin of the contract. 
It began in 1889 in rather a curious 
manner. A petition in its favour was in 
that year circulated among Members of 
the House by the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company. The contract was de- 
fended on the general ground that it was 
advantageous to us from a military and 
naval point of view. The petition was 
largely signed, and he contended that it 
was a bad thing that the agents of a 
railway company should be allowed to 
frequent the lobbies of the House asking 
for signatures in favour of a contract 
which would put money into the pocket 
of acompany. At that time the country 
and the House of Commons were filled 
with the idea of an “all British route,” 
and they went to great expense to 
establish a British cable. The contract 
was never regarded as a Post Office 


{COMMONS} 





contract ; it was a naval and military | 
contract, and conditions were inserted | 
for the carrying of troops and gun) 


platforms, ete. 


In 1889 the Treasury | 


became exceedingly suspicious of the | 


whole scheme. Their Minute said— 


‘*The scheme is not justifiable upon postal | 


reasons alone.” 


with the bulk of the subsidy. 
total subsidy amounted to 


of which Canada contributed £15,000 | 


and the Admiralty £7,312, the Post 
Office paying the difference. 
essence of the question was that a 
rapid through service from this country 
to the Far East should be assured, and 
if they were not satisfied upon that 
point the whole scheme was worthless. 
As he had said, the Treasury were not 
certain of the matter. In 1889 they said— 
‘*Some difficulty was felt with regard to the 
Atlantic portion of the line, the control of 
which is entirely in the hands of the Dominion 
Government. Satisfactory assurances were, 
however, given by that Government that the 
necessary acceleration of the service should be 
secured.” 


The whole | 
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Twelve years later, in 1901, when the 
contract expired, the Treasury again 
reported— 

“ Atthe time when the contract of 1889 was 
made it was anticipated that the Canadian 
Government would before long secure a con- 
siderable acceleration of the Atlantic service. 
That expectation has not been realised.” 

The contract had been running for 
twelve years and the expectation of a 
fast service had not been realised. De- 
spite that, however, the contract was 
renewed for another five years, viz., to 
April, 1906— 

“To allow further time for the attainment 
of the object in view.” 

During all that time also, the object 
was not realised, and the fast service 
did not begin until July last. The 
position was that the Canadian Pacific 
Railway had received £60,000 a year 
on the understanding that a fast service 
would be established, and it had not 
been established. They had received 
£60,000 a year for seventeen years and 
that, if hon. Members cared to work 
it out, amounted to over £1,000,000. 
£1,000,000 had been paid to the share- 
holders on a specific understanding which 
was never carried out, and he submitted 
that that £1,000,000 was virtually ob- 
tained on false pretences. In 1902 they 
had very similar arguments in favour of the 
contract to those used in support of the 
original contract. It was again pressed 
upon the House because of political 
considerations, and the Admiralty were 
again a party to the contract. It was, 
however, strongly opposed by several 
members of the Radical Party in 1902. 


Despite that, the Post Office was charged | They had changed their geographical 
The | 
£60,000, | 


position in the House, and he would be 
interested to know whether they had 
also changed their opinions. They were 
asked to renew the contract for another 
two years. It expired on 7th April 
last. Had the company been receiving 
any money in the interval; if so, by 
what authority ? Had they been per- 


| forming services in the interval; if so, 


who paid for them ? Because the words 
of the contract of 1901 were precise. 
It absolutely expired on 7th April, 1906, 
and it provided that if a journey under- 
taken on 7th April was not completed, 
the company were to be under the ob- 
ligation to complete the journey and 


not receive any payment. If any money 


_ had been spent in the interval, he would 
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suggest that it had been illegally paid ; 


and he might point out that if it, 


had not been paid, he could not see 


what was the urgency for pressing 
this Motion now upon the House. 
If they could wait eleven months 


before renewing the contract, why not 
wait thirteen or fourteen months? He sub- 
mitted that if an illegality had been com- 
mitted, it could not be wiped out merely 
by a new contract between the Post- 
master-General and a railway company. 
At any rate it was a slipshod system of 
finance against which the House ought 
to protest. They had no right to let a 
contract lapse, and come twelve months 
later and try to wipe out past laches 
by voting money in this way. The 
House had one important function above 
allothers. They were the guardians of the 
public purse, and if they did not stop 
financial irregularities when brought 
under their notice, there was no limit to 
the burdens which might be put upon 
the taxpayers. He submitted that the 
contract could not be any longer de- 
fended on military or naval grounds. 
The Admiralty refused to pay another 
penny towards the system. They had 
been paying £7,000 a year; they refused 
to pay any more; they would have 
nothing whatever to do with the con- 
tract; they did not want the ships; they 
dil not want the guns; they wanted 
to go out of the business altogether. 
The War Office were equally contemptu- 
ous of the whole business. According 
toa Treasury Minute no recommendation 
had been received from the War Office. 
They might be told that the Canadian 


Government wanted the contract. He 
thought that was very likely. But 


could they in this matter separate the 
Canadian Government from the Canadian 
and Pacific Railway Company? They 
had to remember that the Canadian and 
Pacific Railway Company was a very 
powerful corporation, employing large 
numbers of voters, controlling large 
areas of land, and able to advance 
or retard the prosperity of whole 
districts in Canada. Could the Canadian 
Government afford to quarrel with 
such a company? He thought not. 
And he confessed that he thought the 
subtle interests of the railway company 
extended even beyond Canada. Hon. 
Members might have noticed during the 


past few months paragraphs circulated 
in the Press about the possibility of 
running a fast service of steamers from 
an Irish harbour in Galway to Canada. 
Anybody who knew anything about the 
west coast of Ireland knew perfectly 
well that the idea of getting a fast service 
of steamers from Galway to Canada was 
highly improbable. So far it would 
appear that the Canadian and Pacific 
Railway Company desired to give the 
impression that a service was to be 
created from Ireland. He was told that 
they were having a survey made for a 
railway across county Mayo. He hoped 
his Irish friends were not deluded by 
this enterprise of the Canadian and 
Pacific Railway Company. The enter- 
prise might cost a few thousands of 
pounds, but a very large sum was at 
stake. He believed that in this instance 
the company asked for a renewal of the 
contract for ten years—that was to say, 
a sum of £699,090 was at stake. The 
survey for a railway in county Mayo 
would not cost £600,000, even if it cost 
£6,000. He sincerely hoped that Irish 
Members would not be led away by the 
tactical suggestion that a fast steam- 
boat service was to be started from 
Galway. At any rate, they would 
find that it was an absolute delusion. 
Nor could this contract be defended on 
any general principle of supplying a new 
shipping route. The whole question of 
shipping subsidies had been inquired 


into by a Select Committee, which 
had strongly reported against, any 
general system of subsidies other 


than for services rendered, as costly and 
inexpedient. If they accepted that doc- 
trine, let them apply it to this particular 
case. There were many steamship 
routes which might plausibly be sub- 
sidised which would be of convenience to 
this country, but this particular route as 
wanted for mail purposes was absolutely 
useless to us. No British manufac- 
turers would ever dream of sending 
goods across Canada by rail; it would 
be absolutely out of the question ; Canada 
no doubt might use such a route for 
her commerce with the Far East; but, 
what was more important, America 
might utilise it; at any rate, the 
existence of this subsidised route, from 
Vancouver to Japan and China, must 
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have the effect of lowering the freights 
for steamships conveying American goods 
across the Pacific. In other words, we 
were to-day using our money to sub- 
sidise a steamship route which gave our 
competitors, the Americans, an easier 
entry into the China market. That 
was rather a serious thing, considering 
that so large a portion of our goods | 
went to the China market, and that 
the China market was so important 
to our cotton manufacturers. This 
question came before the House solely 
as a Post Office contract and 
nothing else. Unless it was used by 
the Post Office it was absolutely of no 
use at all. He ventured to challenge 
the Postmaster-General to rise and tell 
them frankly that if he were a free agent 
he would pay £45,000 a year for this 
service. At any rate it was the view of 
the Treasury that it was an unjustifiable 
claim. In answer to a Question which 
he put to the Postmaster-General the 
other day, the right hon. Gentleman told 
him that the total receipts from this route 
for letters other than mail matter, in- 
cluding receipts from foreign countries, 
amounted to £11,400. For that he had 
to pay £45,000 a year—four times as 
much as he received. That hardly 
seemed good business. What did they 
get in return? They were told that 
they got an alternative route to the Far 
East. Yes; but it was a route over 
which the steamboats travelled only 
once a month, whereas by the Suez 
Canal the service was six times a month. 
Even if the actual time taken for the 
journey were less, that route would 
always be relatively neglected, because 
anybody posting a letter would select the 
mails by the Suez Canal which would go 
at once, rather than wait until the 
Canadian route mail started, unless it 
was, just about to leave. He might 
point out that they had one alternative 
route to the Far East, and that was by 
the Siberian Railway. Our letters would 
certainly get more quickly to the Far 
East by that route. But that was not 
all. The Postmaster-General was now 
paying £7,000 more a year for this 
service than before because the Ad- 
miralty had ceased to pay anything. | 
What did he get for the additional | 
£7,000? He would say that he got) 


additional speed; but that would be | 
Mr. Harold Coz. 
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inaccurate, because additional speed was 
stipulated for in the contract. For 
seventeen years they had been paying 
money for additional speed, and they 
had never got it. It was no defence 
to say that they were now getting the 


‘additional speed ; that was included in 
‘the original bargain, which was never 


fulfilled. He admitted that the Post- 


/master-General was getting the carriage 


of mails from Liverpool to Canada. 
That cost about £650 a year; so that he 
was getting £650 a year, and he paid 
£7,312 in order to get it. That cer- 
tainly was a brilliant bargain for the 
Pot Office and the Treasury to make. 
He contended that the contract in- 
volved a scandalous waste of the tax- 
payers’ money. Only last week, the 


| Chief Secretary for Ireland had explained 


to the House what difficulty he had in 
persuading the Treasury to give him 
£40,000 a year for building schools in 
Ireland. They all knew how seriously 
money was wanted for many purposes. 
They knew how many schools were 
under-staffed for want of money; they 
knew how teachers were badly paid; 
yet while they had that difficulty in 
getting £40,000 for Irish schools, they 
were pouring £45,000 a year into the 
pockets of the shareholders of the Can- 
adian and Pacific Railway Company, 
whose shares were up to 170 or 180. 
The company, therefore, was not doing 
so badly, yet they were subsidising 
this booming property, while schools 
were under-staffed, while money was 
wanted for all sorts of purposes, and 
while the country was still under the 
burden of taxes imposed for the pur- 
poses of the war. Might he remind 
the House that many taxpayers were 
extremely poor people; yet they were 
taking their money from them in order 
further to swell the already swollen 
profits of a wealthy corporation? Might 
he venture also to remind Members on his 
side of the House that they were all 
returned pledged to economy ? If those 
pledges were not mere idle phrases, he 
appealed to every Liberal Member present 
to follow him into the lobby in con- 
demnation of this contract. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. RunciMAy, 
Dewsbury) thought the hon. Member 
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based his views on several important 
misconceptions, one being that this 
contract was the renewal of an old 
contract. It ought to be clear from the 
Treasury Minute that this was not a 
renewal of the old contract but a new 
one altogether. The conditions of the 
new contract were wholly different. It 
was not fair to describe this as an old 
contract. The Government had made a 
better bargain than their predecessors. 
it was in effect a new contract. The 
conditions were different, and it was 
made for a shorter period in order that it 
might be treated as experimental. The 
old contract provided for the carriage of 
mails from Halifax to Hong-Kong and 
Chinese ports. Now the mails were to 
be carried from Liverpool. The period 


under the old contract was ten days, 
longer than under the new, the period of | 


the journey having been reduced from 
forty days to something under thirty days 
in summer and thirty and a half days in 
winter; so that very substantial ad- 
vantages had been secured. His hon. 
friend had pointed out that the Admiralty 
had dropped out of the contract alto- 
gether. It was because the old contract 
was indefensible that the Admiralty 
decided last year that they would have no 
part in this except in so far as they could 
secure advantages for seamen and officers 
who might wish to travel by this route. 
So far as the present contract was con- 
cerned, the Government were getting 
exactly what they paid for. They were 
getting vessels from Liverpool to Halifax 
or Quebec, they were getting a service 
across the Canadian continent, and 
steamers to Hong-Kong and Chinese ports, 
so that it was scarcely fair to say that the 
present was a renewal of the old contract. 
The acceleration of the service was one 
advantage, and a larger range of ports was 
another. In China there had _ been 
added a large number of new ports which 
were all mentioned in the Treasury 
Minute. It had also been secured that 
in the case of general average the mails 
which were carried aboard these vessels 
should not come into calculations made 
for general average purposes. In case of 
damage no lien could be exercised on the 
mails. There were also a large number 
of clauses all of which provided for the 
extension of the service if the General 


Post Office required it. 


Then it would be | 


noticed that the schedule which pro- 
vided for the purchase of the vessels 
run by the Canadian Pacific Company 
was altogether done away with. The 
Admiralty had entirely changed their 
views with regard to merchant cruisers, 
and they were now more likely to pur- 
chase vessels in the open market than to 
make contracts far ahead, as they did 
some years ago in the case of the Cunard 
Company. The changes made had in fact 
turned this into a new contract. No 
payment in respect of it had to be made 
during the coming financial year. So 
recently as January this year the Treasury 
wrote to the Post Office to the effect 
that they desired that before any payment 
was made the approval of the House of 
Commons should be obtained, and it was 
for that approval that they were now 
asking. 


Mr. HAROLD COX : Is the provision 
for this money taken under the Appro- 
priation Act ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he understood 
that this payment would be provided 
very largely out of the savings and would 
be covered by the Appropriation Act. 


Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): Is the pay- 


ment retrospective ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said if the hon. 
Member would allow him he would 
explain the exact position. The pay- 


ments which might be made if this 
Resolution was agreed to would be made 
very largely out of savings. The service 
had been going on since July of last vear. 
Up to July the vessels were running on the 
old contract, which did not fully expire 
until then. One quarter had to be paid 
for under the old contract, and for that 
provision was made in the Estimates for 
1906-7 by the allocation of £17,000, 
and that amount had been paid over. 
But the amount in respect of the new 
contract had not yet been paid, although 
the contractors had been pressing for 
payment. The payment would, of course, 
be retrospective, as the service secured 
since July last year must be paid for. 
His hon. friend had asked why any pay- 
ment should be made in respect of this 
contract seeing that it was not a profitable 
contract. At the present_time it was not 
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a profitable postal contract; but the 
improvements which had taken place 
since July of last year led to the belief 
that the statistics under the old contract 
were not a very reliable guide to 
the possibilities under the new. £0 
far as could be ascertained, the improve- 
ment during the first quarter of 1907, 
in comparison with 1906 under the old 
contract, amounted to something like 3C0 
per cent., and that increase might, of 
course, go on throughout the present 
vear. He was sure the House would 
realise that the Treasury were quite 
prepared to admit that in dealing with 
this contract there was no immediate 
profit to be got out of it; but, having 
secured a very largely accelerated service 


and a larger range of ports, and having | 


made arrangements for the mails to be 


taken from Liverpool and taken im-. 
mediately on delivery in Canada across | 
the Canadian continent by train, they felt | 
that they had been able to do scemething | 
which might advantageously affect the | 
whole of the mail service to China and the | 
| frank in the matter, but he wished to ask 


Far East. Therefore, he thought the 


question of the postal advantage might | 
very well be deferred until they had had | 
| service. a 


twelve months experience of the new 
contract. The hon. Member for Preston 
had asked why they did not exercise 
the same generosity in regard to Irish 


education as they had done in regard to | 


this contract. In regard to the Irish 
question, which was disposed of on 
Saturday last, the hon. Member was 
under a misapprehension. It was tiue 
the Government then announced a grant 
of £40,000 for new elementary schcols 
in Ireland during the next year, but the 
Treasury was not squeezed into doing that, 
but they did it of their own free will. In 
February a question on that point was 
put to him by the hon. Member for East 
Mavo and early in March an arrangement 
was made that £40,000 should be devoted 
to that service. The contract was entered 
into on a temporary basis for two reasons. 
The first was that the Treasury were 
prepared to give the new terms of the 
contract a chance; and the second was 
that it was impossible to carry on the 
discussion of the matter purely between 
the General Post Office here, the Post- 
master-General in Canada, and _ the 


representatives of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway. The 


Mr. Runciman. 


Canadian Government 
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considered that their interests were largely 
involved, and had strongly pressed the 
Government to accede to their request 
that the contract should be made and 
given a full trial, and that, if necessary, 
the matter could be discussed at the 


Colonial Conference. The Government 
felt that they could not refuse that 
request. As they were to have the whole 
matter threshed out at the Colonial 
Conference, and as they ventured to think 
that there would be increased traftic, 
they were justified in having a two yeais 
contract, which would afford a means of 





testing the new service. The Treasury 
had been perfectly frank in the matter 
from the beginning. The Government 


| still held the view that to pay anything 


in the shape of subsidies for which they 
did not get a quid pro quo was entirely 
inconsistent with their policy. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
said he had listened to the statement 
made by the Financial Secretary with 
intense interest. He had been perfectly 


whether, in making this contract, there 
was no consideration of a possible military 


his 
Mr. RUNCIMAN : None whatever. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER thought that 
if the contract was based solely on the 
service rendered at the present time by 


the Canadian Pacific Railway it ought 


not to have been made. He did not 
think the basis was purely economical. 


His hon. friend had pointed out that the 


cost of this service represented £3,461 for 
every journey from Liverpool to Hong 
Kong. That was an enormous sum, and 
whilst he was in favour cf a proper pay- 
ment for services rendered he thought 
that was anundue payment. If he went 
into tke lobby in favour of the resolution 
he would do so in the full belief that 
other considerations had entered into it. 
[An Hon. MemBer: In spite of the 
statement to the contrary.] : He was 
speaking now of the pressure put upon 
the Home Government by the Canadian 
Government. Of course he saw the 
position with which the hon. Gentleman 
would have to deal if the contract 
were put on any other basis. It would 
raise] the whole question of subsidies 
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for Imperial reasons. He still believed 
that originally this contract was to some 
extent a subsidy. [Cries of “Oh!”] 
There was nothing unfair to the hon. 
rentleman in that statement ; he had pre- 
sented the case for the Treasury very 
clearly. No one could have presented 
it better, but there were other things to 
besaid. The question of subsidies was an 
important one. He believed that this was 
a subsidy as well as a payment for postal 
services. He believed that if they were 
going to have subsidies at all, they should 
be entended to the steamships trading with 
West, East, and South Africa, and all 
other steamship services which gave ad- 
vantages to the people of this country 
and the Colonies. He supported that 
kind of thing. He would like to associate 
himself with the Treasury Bench in such 
a policy. He submitted that it was just 
such a policy which the hon. Gentleman 
had presented to the House that day. If 
this payment was not intended alone for 
services rendered to the Postal Depart- 
ment, it was for military and strategic 
reasons, and also for Imperial reasons. 
He thought those Imperial and strategic 
reasons were perfectly sound, and there- 
fore he would support the contract. He 
hoped his hon. friends on that side of the 
House would support it also. He sup- 
ported it on the general principle that 
these subsidies were very good things. If 
there were reasonable subsidies now on the 
East coast of Africa our commercial 
position there would be better than it was 
at present. The same thing was true 
of West Africa. He fancied that they 
had also more or less incorporated the 


principle in the contracts made for the | 


services with the West Indies, and some- 
what in those with West Africa. In 
spite of everything which had been said, 
this Government was more or less com- 
mitted to subsidies, at any rate, in respect 
of payments in excess of the value of the 
services rendered for carrying mails to the 
different portions of the Empire. He 
suggested that hon. Members interested 
in the question should press the Govern- 
ment for a clear statement of policy, 
in order that they might fully under- 
stand everything behind the contract 
and be able to judge of it. 


the House that he intended to support 
this contract, and he had been good 
enough also to state that he did not do 
so in consequence of any reason given 
from the Treasury Bench, but on account 
of some unknown and imaginary reasons 
which he thought might be at the back 
of the proposition. In other words, he 
said that the contract was so foolish on 
the face of it that he would not have 
supported the question before the House 
but for the fact that there seemed to 
be something at the back of it beyond 
what had been stated by the Govern- 
ment. He (Mr. Ridsdale) thought 
that, if the House of Commons was 
going to pass it, it should have reasons 
apparent on the face of the contract. 
They were asked to pay away £45,000 
annually of the taxpayer’s money to a 
corporation, a Colonial corporation which 
he would wish to see supported and 
successful, but one which already was 
successful, rich, and powerful probably 
_beyond any other Colonial railway com- 
pany. The Canadian Government, no 
_ doubt, gave £15,000 a year towards it, but 
| it might have its own reasons for doing so. 
|One thing was clear—we were going 
| to lose over it. Why should the Admir- 
alty deliberately discontinue their con- 
tribution to the company, if there were 
any strategic advantages to be derived 
from the contract? They would not 
give any longer £7,000 towards it. 


Srk GILBERT PARKER: I said 


“for military reasons.” 


*Mr. RIDSDALE said that that was 
-even more hypothetical than the other 
reasons for which the hon. Gentleman sup- 
ported the contract. He could not stretch 
his imagination to think what they might 
be. The Post Office, they were told, was 
now entering upon a new contract and 
was getting a better bargain—was qua 
post office, paying £7,000 a year more 
for the advantages which we _ were 
getting! The House had had read out 
to it what the advantages were. There 
was the acceleration of the service, but 


| 1t was small. 


*Mr. RIDSDALE (Brighton) said the) Mr. RUNCIMAN: Ten days out of 


hon. Member for Gravesend had informed | a journey of thirty days. 
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*Mr. RIDSDALE said that at any rate it 
was not quicker as regarded Hong-Kong 
than the Brindisi route, and the Brindisi 
route offered six services in the month 
of four weeks whereas this only offered 
one. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : I am sure my hon. 
friend does not wish to speak under a 
misapprehension. It does offer very 
special advantages for all Chinese ports 
except Hong-Kong, and there it takes 
about the same time. 


*Mr. RIDSDALE said he understood 
that people who wrote letters did not 
much value these advantages since the 
great bulk of the correspondence tra- 
velled by the Brindisi route and not by 
the Canadian-Pacific. He imagined that, 
if the advantages were so great, the bulk 
of the correspondents would be only 
too anxious to send all their letters by 
the Canadian-Pacific route; but the 
figures given showed that they sent 
their letters by the Brindisi route. He 
admitted that it was a better bargain in 
one respect. It was to be made for a 
shorter period—for only two years instead 
of twelve. If they were going to make 
a bad bargain they had better make it 
for as short a period as possible. The 
contract had cost the country over 
£1,000,000, and it was high time they 
made an end of it. They were returned 
—he spoke as a Liberal—to endeavour 
to supervise some of the extravagances 
of the last Government, and he was not 
going to vote for any single form of 
extravagance which he might have clearly 
pointed out to him, even if it was pro- 
posed by the Treasury Bench. He 
thought this was a case in which the 
Government followers might intimate 
to their leaders that strict supervision 
must be exercised over the Estimates, 
and that they did not intend to pass 
any item; which would not bear the 
closest scrutiny. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said the Secretary to the 
Treasury had used a somewhat remark- 
able argument. He had said that if they 
passed this Motion to-day it would tide 
them over the Colonial Conference. He 
would have thought it one of the most 
profitable subjects of disussion there. 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN: I think that is 


what I said. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR asked 
whether it would not have been better, 
then, to wait for the discussion at the 
Colonial Conference, instead of passing 
this Resolution to-day. It would have 
been better not to have anticipated the 
decision of the Colonial Conference by a 
vote of that House, but to have waited 
until they had the whole of the particulars 
before them and then brought it to an 
issue. In the matter of steamship sub- 
sidies to Colonial mail lines it was impor- 
tant that the House should regularise its 
ideas of policy. To that extent he 
entirely agreed with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. They had a precedent in the 
action of hon. Gentlemen opposite when 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham was Secretary for the 
Colonies. The right hon. Gentleman had 
to consider the question of continuing the 
subsidy of £70,000 a year paid to the 
Royal Mail Company in connection with 
the West Indian mails, and he found him- 
self so embarrassed by the number of com- 
petitors that he ultimately came to the 
conclusion that the best thing was not to 
pay the subsidy at all, and so the Treasury 
benefited to the extent of £70,000 a year. 
His hon. friend, in bringing forward this 
Motion, was in a difficult situation. What. 
was really the position ? Here they had 
a rich and prosperous railway ; he sup- 
posed it was one of the most prosperous 
in the world. It had an expansive power 
which had already been amply demon- 
strated, and it was able by the leasing 
of the fertile territory through which 
it passed to add enormously to 
its profits. The railway happened 
to be in Canada, and they were by this 
contract subsidising a prosperous rail- 
way company to enable it to carry on 
a joint steamship and railway enter- 





prise in different parts of the British 
Empire. There were parallels to that 
sort of thing in other countries. Ger- 
many had adopted a policy of the kind, 
as to which an able article had appeared 
in the Commercial Supplement of The 
Times. The German Government owned 


the railways, but, not content with that, 
it had used its power as owner of the 
railways to initiate steamship enter- 
prises, in which the railways and the 
| steamship companies were so mixed_up 








18. 


the 
Th 
ste 
ma 
dif 
gre 
of 

ex] 
int 
of t 
wel 
rail 
pris 
tin 
Go" 
con 
exe 
pol 
itn 
the 
rail 
tior 
Trel 
mol 
line 
abl 
ace’ 
and 
pete 
well 


M 
Wy 
for 
cont 
ecor 
kno’ 
repu 
Tre 
whe 
cont 
it jw 
valu 
the 
out 
the | 
futu 
He | 
in v 
The 
the 
not 
that 
He 
had 
wou 
the 1 








1845 Post Office (Liverpool and 


that no one could tell which was which. 
The result was that through railway and 
steamship rates were quoted by Ger- 
many to ports in the Levant and to 
different parts of the world so low that 
great complaint was made in England 
of the severe competition that British 
exporters had to meet. It would be 
interesting to know whether the accounts 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway steamers 
were kept separate from those of the 
railway. Were they separate enter- 
prises? The Government were admit- 
ting the principle adopted by the German 
Government without exercising the 
control which the German Government 
exercised over the railway. Again, if the 
policy was right in Canada, why should 
it not be right in England ? Why should 
they not give a subsidy to the English 
railway which performed the useful func- 
tion of initiating a steamship service to 
Ireland? Asa business man, he thought 
money spent in subsidies to particular 
lines of steamers might be more profit- 
ably employed in improving harbour 
accommodation and terminal facilities, 
and putting our ports on a basis to com- 
pete with the heavily-subsidised and 
well-equipped ports of the Continent. 


Mr. HERBERT (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe) said that the hon. Member 
for Gravesend had admitted that this 
contract could not be supported on 
economic grounds, but on grounds only 
known to himself, which, however, were 
repudiated by the Secretary to the 
Treasury. It was really immaterial 
whether this was a new contract or a 
continuation of an old contract; but 
itgwas obvious that we were not getting 
value for our money. The Secretary to 
the Treasury had just taken the figures 
out of thefold contract and put them in 
the new contract in the hope that in the 
future we might get value for our money. 
He protested that that was not the way 
in which any contract should be made. 
The price should be fixed according to 
the business at present being done, and 
not according to the amount of business 
that might possibly be done in the future. 
He was glad that the Prime Minister 
had come in, for he was sure they 
would receive his support in regard to 


the matter. 
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Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said that 
the hon. Member for East Toxteth had 
asked why the Government did not wait 
until after the Colonial Conference, and 
then decide to come forward wit! 
a definite proposal. But he would re- 
mind the hon. Gentleman that this was 
a continuance of a policy which had 
been carried on for twelve years. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said that the 
old contract came to an end in April 
last year, and it had been pending ever 
since. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said that the contract 
had not been pending since last April. 
The Government made the new contract 
in April last year, and the new service 
started in July last. 


Mr. HARWOOD said he was not 
talking at present about the contract 
but about the policy of the Government. 
It was not a new policy. At the 
end of twelve years the Government 
might have said, ‘“‘ We will stop this 
business altogether,” or ‘ We will make a 
new contract for a short time, and then 
we will see what terms we can make.” 
The Secretary to the Treasury had said 
that the Government had actually got 
better terms. The hon. Member for 
East Toxteth had argued that it would 
have been better to wait until after the 
Colonial Conference had met, but it 
should be remembered that the Con- 
ference would not meet until after 
the end of the financial year. His own 
belief was that the Government had 
taken the course which any business 
man would have taken in the matter. 
There were many considerations to 
be taken into account in connection with 
this alternative mail route. It was 
capable of great development, and he 
thought it was more than possible that 
it would give a better and shorter mail 
service to certain ports in the Far East 
than at present. The Secretary to the 
Treasury had given the House grounds 
which justified them in expecting that 
things would improve in the immediate 
future, and he hoped that the friends of 
economy would not push their theories 
beyond the limits of common sense and 


ordinary business prudence. 
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THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) 
pointed out that this was only a temporary 
contract to last over a certain period, 
when it could be discussed and a new 
arrangement, possibly, shadowed forth by 
the Colonial Conference. The Government 
were no advocates of subsidised services 
of this kind, where an absolute equivalent 
for the money spent was not received. 
In this case, whether the contract was 
regarded as advantageous or as disad- 
vantageous, it was undoubtedly a better 
contract than that which it superseded, 
because the conditions were better in 
several respects. So that something had 
been gained. The object with which the 
contract was entered into was simply to 
have a provisional arrangement in the 
expectation that some new arrangement 
of the whole question would be made 
when the opportunity arrived this spring 
to discuss the matter fully with the 
Canadian authorities. The contract had 
been in operation since last July, and the 
Government were bound to continue it. 
But the Colonial Conference would take 
place soon, and then there would be an 
opportunity of arriving at an arrange- 
ment more to the mind of hon. Gentlemen. 
Considering that it was only to tide 
over the time till a thorough and lasting 
arrangement could be made, there should 
be no hesitation in assenting to the Re- 
solution, which must be passed before 
the end of the month. 


ie Mr. LYTTELTON (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square) said that he was in favour 
of the contract for Imperial reasons, 
because Canada desired it. It was worth 
while entering into the contract for those 
reasons, even at considerable pecuniary 
sacrifice. But it was desirable that the 
country should know why Gentlemen on 
the Opposition side of the House sup- 
ported the Resolution. It was not for 
any of the reasons given by the Secretary 
to the Treasury. Asa commercial trans- 
action it was certain that this country 
did not get the best of it; but the 
matter was perfectly simple. We were 
rightly paying a considerable sum with- 
out getting commercial value for it for 
Imperial considerations. The reasons 
for the contract ought to be frankly 
stated; andthe Government had not 
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frankly given the true reasons. They 
were sound, but the Government had not 
the courage to state them. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) 
said that the postal services rendered 
under this contract probably did not 
account for the amount of the subsidy, 
but there was the other side of the ques- 
tion to be considered. The first question 
was whether the services rendered were 
adequate for the amount of money 
paid. As the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury had said, there had been 
great acceleration of the service, the time 
having been reduced from forty to thirty 
days. There was also the question 
of trade routes. This line was the only 
line running from Canada to the other 
side of the Pacific, and the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company could in 
consequence to some extent command 
their own terms. He was not at 
all certain that the amount of the ser- 
vice did sufficiently account for the large 
amount of the subsidy, and he con- 
fessed that he had some doubts as to 
whether the services were sufficient to 
account for the sum of £45,000. But 
there were further considerations. There 
were cases in which Imperial considera- 
tions came to the front, and the Report o! 
the Steamship Subsidies Committee, of 
which he was Chairman, set out that in 
rare cases, in view of special Imperial 
considerations, subsidies were necessary 
for establishing fast direct British com- 
munication ; and, at the moment, they 
reported that such a subsidy should be 
favourably considered for a line to East 
Africa, where there was no direct British 
service, and where British trade was 
handicapped by the subsidies given by 
foreign Governments to foreign lines. 
As to whether the circumstances here 
justified the making of a contract on 
these lines he did not pronounce an 
opinion; before he did so he would like 
to hear a little more about trade in the 
Pacific ; but the fact remained that some 
contracts, in rare cases, had to be made 
by the Post Office. He thought the 
particular case of East Africa was still 
as important as it was at the time 
of that Report. The circumstances did 


demonstrate the necessity of having a 
fast steamship communication to the 
Colonies of the British Empire which 
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were situated there. Attention had been | 
called to the fact that Chili was being | 
served by German lines. That was done | 


by the lowering of rates, and as soon as 
the British lines were starved out the 
Germans raised their rates. 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood), 
on a point of order, asked whether it 


would be competent for an hon. Member | 


pecuniarily interested in the Canadian 
Pacific Railway to take part ina division 
on this question. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: The rule of the House’ 


is that any Member who has a direct, 
personal pecuniary interest of a private 
and particular and not of a public and 
general nature, makes himself liable, if he 
votes in such a way as to advantage his 


interest, to have his vote disallowed. | 


Whether the vote should be disallowed 
or not 1s a matter for the House, at a sub- 
sequent stage, to determine. 


Sirk GILBERT PARKER: If an hon. 
Member, holds ordinary shares in the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, is he _ pre- 
cluded from voting ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That would be a 
matter for the House to decide. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR asked what 
was the date of this agreement. Was 
it not the fact that there had been no 
agreement since last April, and that the 
present agreement, made in February, 
was only ante-dated ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: No, Sir. There 
was a provisional agreement, equally 


binding, before this contract was drawn. | 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) : 
Suppose the House were to withhold its 
approval ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : It would simply be 
dishonouring the cheque of this country. 
We are in honour bound to make the pay- 
ment to the Canadian Pacific Railway for 
the services under the contract. 


Mr. HAROLD COX asked why a 
Supplementary Estimate could not be 
introduced to pay the company for the 
services rendered. 


Mr. SEAVERNS (Lambeth, Brixton) 
said that although he proposed to support 
the Government in this matter he would 
do so with feelings of considerable dis- 
| satisfaction. As he understood the posi- 
tion, this was a contract entered into on 
commercial grounds only. It had been 
preceded by two other contracts which 
had existed for ten and five years re- 
spectively, both of which had been most 
unsatisfactory in their result. As a 
business man he held that it would 
have been in accordance with business 
| principles, if the Government desired 
to make a subsequent contract with the 
| Canadian Pacific Railway, for them to 
have insisted that it should be made 
for a sum that would result in a benefit 
accruing to this country. 


Mr. HAROLD COX, in order to 
avoid a division, asked whether he 
might understand that if any further 
contract was to be entered into with the 
Canadian Pacific Railway the House 
would have an opportunity of consider- 
ing it in advance, and that the contract 
would be placed on a business footing. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: No, Sir, I cannot 
give such a pledge. It has never been 
customary for any contract to be dis- 
cussed in advance. The Government 
are quite well aware of the feeling of the 
House and will endeavour to meet it. 


Mr. HAROLD COX: Then, might I 


| put it this way—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
has already spoken four times. 


Mr. HAROLD COX: I only desired 


| to ask a question, Mr. Speaker. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Perhaps the hon. 
| Member will get another hon. Gentleman 
| to ask it for him. 


Mr. GUEST (Cardiff District) said that, 
| as he understood, the Prime Minister had 
in fact said that when this contract, which 
|was of a provisional character, termin- 
| ated, the Government, having heard the 
| debate, would be prepared to make a very 
| diilerent contract. [Cries of“ No.”] Yes. 
| This was. one of those inexplicable 
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secasionally seemed to lapse. 
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What the 


explanation was he could not say, but he 


thought the Secretary to the Treasury 


would be very careful how he came down 


in the future with an appeal for economy, 
at the same time putting forward sucha 22. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,Rt. Hn. Hugh O 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barnard, E. B. 


AYES. 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert Jn. 
Grant, Corrie 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 


| Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashford 


Barry, Redmond J. (Tyrone,N. | 


Bell, Richard 
Benn, W.(T’ w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 


Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) | 


Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. 
Branch, James 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brigg, John 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bull, Sir William James 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 


Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Hedges, A. Paget 

Hemmerde, Edward George 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon.,S.) 


| Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
| Higham, John Sharp 


Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 


Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 


Buxton,Rt. Hn. Sydney Charles | 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonshre 


Carlile, E. Hildred 
Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Channing, Sir Francis Allston 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 


Coats, SirT.Glen (Renfrew,W.) | 
Collings, Rt.Hn.J.(Birmingham | 


Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, David (Montgomery Co. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 


Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, §.) | 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Dunne, Major E Martin( Walsall | 
| Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 


Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Elibank, Master of 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fell, Arthur 

Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster. Henry William 
Fuller, John Michael F. 


Bowerman, C. W. 
Clynes, J. R. 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 


Mr. Guest. 





| M‘Kenna, Rt. Hon. Reginald 


| Murphy, John 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) | 


| Hunt, Rowland 


Illingworth, Perey H. 
Jackson, R. S. 
Jones, Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 


Kekewich, Sir George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Liddell, Henry 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (DublinS 
Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
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Lynch, H. B. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 8. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


M‘Killop, W. 


Magnus, Sir Philip 
Marnham, F. J. 


Masterman, C. F. G. 
Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 


Myer, Horatio 


NOES 
Cooper, G. J. 
Dilke, Rt Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
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now asked to assent. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 161 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 99.) 


Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Nicholson, Wm. G, (Petersfield) 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Conno., John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford ) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warin:s, Walter 

Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwool, Josiah C. 

Weir, -'ames Galloway 

Wiles, Thomas 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarthn) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Paneras, 8.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrT ydvil) 
Hudson, Walter 
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Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Lea,Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, £. 
O'Grady, J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 


Adjournment of the 


Snowden, P. 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
(EASTER). 

Motion proposed,—“ That this House 
at its rising, this day, do adjourn until 
Monday the 8th April.’-—(Sir Henry 
Campbell- Bannerman.) 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said he desired to call attention to certain 
matters appertaining to the administra- 
tion of the Unemployed Workmen’s Act. 
It was true that at this time distress was 
not so acute and the summer was near, 
hut they had to look beyond the summer 
to the winter which would follow it. At the 
present time many distress committees 
created under the Act had ceased opera- 
tion altogether. The Act itself required 
re-modelling, but it would not be in order 
to enter upon the discussion of new 
legislation. He respectfully submitted 
that up to the present it was not so much 
the Act which had broken down as the 
administration of it. Weak and in- 
effective as the Act was, it had not had a 
fair trial; its limited powers had not been 
put to the fullest use. He thought they 
were entitled to some explanation from 
the President of the Local Government 
Board as to the reasons which had in- 
duced his Department to refuse all assis- 
tance towards making special provision 
for unemployed women. Under the Cen- 
tral Body in London a sum of money had 
been expended to provide work for unem- 
ployed women ; but similar applications 
from West Ham had been refused, and 
the President of the Local Government 
Board had informed them that it was not 
intended to make any further grant from 
the £200,000 in the way of encouraging 
special provision of work for unemployed 
women. The matter seemed to him a 
very serious one, and they were entitled 
to some explanation. He had said that 
the Act was not being used to its fullest 
extent ; all was not being taken out of it 
that was in it. But that was only half 
true. Recently the administration of 
the Act had been weakened. It was less 
effective this year than it was last year, 
or the year before. That was not due to 
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Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mpt’ 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


Steadman, W. C. 
Thorne, William 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
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Wilkie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Hodge and Mr. George 
Roberts. 


any falling off in the nature of the opera- 
tions of the Act. Everybody who knew 
anything of the question was aware that 
the distress committees had never been 
able to make provision for more than the 
merest fraction of the numbers applying 
for assistance. In Woolwich there was 
more distress and unemployment than 
there was three or four years ago, owing 
to the large number of discharges from 
the Arsenal. He would take Wool- 
wich as illustrating his point that the Act 
was not being so vigorously administered 
as formerly, although the need for it was 
greater than it had been. The number 
registered at present as seeking employ- 
ment was 1230, but the number regis- 
tered was no real gauge of the actual 
number requiring employment. Men had 
become sick of registering without result. 
They underwent a more or less insulting 
—he said that advisedly—cross-examina- 
tion before they were allowed to register 
at all, and, having registered, they 
had to wait month after month, and, 
as he knew personally, from year to 
year, without employment. As a result, 
men were treating the whole thing with 
contempt, and they were not going near 
the office to register. In the winter of 
1904-5, during the first year of the Act, 
the number who registered was 1,001, 
of whom 318 were provided with work. 
The average work found for them was 
three weeks per man. The borough 
council had a special work in hand, and 
the number of weeks work provided 
by the distress committee during the 
winter was 3,001. That was, out of 
1,000 applicants only 318 were em- 
ployed. In 1905-6, the number regis- 
tered was 1,900, an increase of 900 over 
the former year. Of that number 128 
found employment as against 318. The 
average period of work given to them 
was two days per man, as against three 
weeks in the previous year. Now they 
came to the current year, 1906-7, when 
the number registered was 1,252, while 
the number for whom work was found 
was eighty-one, the average period of 
work being one and a half days per man. 
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He submitted that they had there a fairly 
typical case, but not typical in this 
respect, that employment in Woolwich 
was lessening, whereas in the rest of the 
country it had grown somewhat. They 
had the fact that while the number of 
applicants had been increasing, the 
number of men for whom employment 
hadbeen found was decreasing, and the 
length of the period during which work 
was provided had also been going down. 
Let him anticipate a possible objection. 
It"had been said that with the coming 
of the summer the unemployed would be 
absorbed; that men were unemployed 
during the winter owing to seasonal 
causes, and as the building trades became 
brisker, the surplus labour would be 
absorbed and the unemployed difficulty 
would cease to exist. That was true to 
a certain extent of the building trade, 
and of out-door occupations. Let 
him, however, give one _ illustration 
drawn from a manufacturing town. He 
would deal with an industry in which 
machinery was largely employed. In 
the borough of Leicester there were 1,412 
persons on the unemployed register and 
under the distress committee. They 
came almost exclusively, or at least 
largely, from the boot and shoe industry. 
and were men who at one time followed 
a highly skilled occupation. Their being 
out of work was not due to any lack of 
demand for leather goods. He had 
statements from manufacturers in Lei- 
cester in which they affirmed that the 
output of goods was greater and the 
demand better than it had been in any 
former period of the town’s industry. 
He hoped it would never be said, as he 
had heard it said before, that the cause 
of unemployment in Leicester, as in 
similar manufacturing towns, was due 
to our free trade system, because manu- 
facturers in Leicester whom he had 
visited and questioned on this very 
point, were practically unanimous in 
saying that whilst tariff reform might 
injure the boot trade it could in no sense 
help it or improve the demand for labour. 
Mr. Alderman Thomas Smith, chairman 
of the distress committee, and a manu- 
facturer, gave as his opinion that un- 
employment in the boot and shoe trade 
and the hosiery industry was largely due 
to the displacing of men by machinery. 
Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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Mr. Councillor Jabez Chaplin, secretary 
of the Hosiery Union said— 

“The men are out because machinery dis- 
places male labour and employs child and 
female labour. Owing to improvements made 
in the Griswold Knitter, only one girl is now re- 
quired to work four machines, 7.e., four different 
operations. When hand machines were in use 
the wages paid for knitting a dozen pairs of 
socks was 3s. 6d. The introduction of the 
rotary machine brought this down to 2s. Then 
came Cotton’s patent reducing the price to 
Is. 4d. Then Griswold’s Knitter, bringing 
the price down to 8d.; and finally Spier's 
Knitter (fully automatic) reducing the price 
to 4d. per dozen.” 


They did not complain of cheapening 
the cost of production. He must make 
himself right on that point. He quoted 
that as showing how machinery was 
increasing production, and unless they 
could show that demand was correspond- 
ingly increased it followed that there 
must be a displacement of labour. With 
this automatic machinery. one girl was 
able to attend four machines, whereas 
in the old days a man worked a single 
machine for himself. The same thing 


'was taking place in the boot and shoe 


trade. Thirty-three per cent. of the 
workers had been displaced recently 
by the introduction of what was called 
the clicking machine. Mr. Lilburn, 
secretary of the distress committee of 
Leicester said — 

“The principal cause of unemployment in 
the boot and shoe trade is that men are being 
displaced by machinery ;” 


and he made this startling 
statement— 

“The age at which workmen are dismissed 
starts at thirty.” 
At thirty years of age in that particular 
industry, men were becoming toe old 
to find employment. Mr. Parker, a 
Labour member of the board of guardians, 
said that a man of forty years of age found 
the greatest difficulty in obtaining em- 
ployment, being regarded as too old and 
unable to sustain the severe pressure 
put on workmen under modern industrial 
conditions. He thought it would be 
admitted that a man of thirty or forty 
vears of age, in good working condition, 
should not necessarily require to be 
thrown out of work. But the explanation 
was given by Mr. Alderman Banton, J.P., 
of Leicester who spoke of the team system 
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recently brought from America, and in 
troduced into the boot and shoe trade. 
He said— 

“A boy of sixteen is put on a machine 
making one section of the boot only, and working 
for boy’s wages. When he arrives at the age of 
twenty, the master is bound by the agreement 
arrived at between himself and the trade 
unions, to pay that youth a minimum wage of 
20s. This the former refuses to do as he can 
get another boy of fifteen or sixteen to work 
the machine. The consequence is that at the 
early age of twenty this young man becomes one 
of the unemployed, and absolutely unfit for any 
trade, having been taught nothing but to make 
a certain section of a boot or shoe.” 

The secretary of the National Boot 
Union had stated that boys and girls were 
being employed with these machines to 
the exclusion of the grown up heads of 
families. That disposed of the allegation 
so frequently made that the unemployed 
were unemployed because they were 
unskilled workmen. That was a case 
where skilled workmen—so far as it could 
be called skilled work—were being dis- 
placed to make room for unskilled youths 
who were taken on because they accepted 
boys’ wages of a few shillings a week, and 
because the employer could get almost 
as much out of them as out of men. 
The question of child labour in that in- 
dustry was mainly a question of wages. 
As to the willingness of the unemploved 
to accept work, he raised the point be- 
cause it had been said in the House that 
out of the hundreds of unemployed that 
had been offered work at Leeds only a few 
had accepted it. It had been inferred 
that the reason that those men did not 
accept the work offered to them was 
that they belonged to the wastrels— 
not in the political but the industrial 
sense. The Leeds afforestation colony 
was situated in the Washburn Valley 
at the watershed of the Leeds Corpora- 
tion Water Supply, and was seven miles 
from the nearest railway station. The 
only accommodation provided for the 
men was a bungalow in which there was 
no stove. There was accommodation 
for forty-eight men and when they 
came in from work wet, as they many 
times did, there was no proper accom- 
modation for drying their clothes. He 
did not need to remind hon. Members that 
the unemployed that went to work in that 
place were not overburdened with ward- 
robe and they had no change of clothes. 
What about the wages? The wages 
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were 203. for a forty-eight hours week. 
That was the wage allowed by the distress 
committee, but out of that was deducted 
lls. a week for board on the spot. He 
was aware that the President of the Local 
Government Board had told the House 
that the men were not compelled to board 
in the bungalow but could buy their own 
food; but when it was remembered that 
the place was in the middle of the moor, 
seven miles from the nearest railway sta- 
tion, it was difficult to see how the men 
could buy their own food. Eleven shillings 
a week went for board, and a further 
shilling per week was deducted for a pair 
of boots supplied at a net cost of 12s. 6d. 
The men were allowed sixpence a week 
pocket money. The balance of the 
weekly wage was paid to the wife and 
family in Leeds. Of the 7s. 6d. so paid, 
probably 3s. 6d. would go in the renting 
of a single room. Four shillings a week 
would thus be left to provide food, clothing, 
and everything else for the man’s depen- 
dents. It would be admitted that under 
these circumstances the conditions were 
none too enticing. The men went to the 
Washburn Valley from Leeds, many of 
them wretched and ragged. Some had 
only an old coat and an old pair of 
trousers on, and they were emaciated with 
hunger. Under these circumstances it 
was no wonder that they did ‘not 
accept work in the depth of winter. 
Perhaps men in better physical condition, 
or in better circumstances, would have 
been only too glad to accept work. 
The fact remained that something like 
fifty of these men were working there 
now, and that they were doing the work 
as cheaply, and at no more cost to the 
distress committee, than was the case 
when the work was done by the regular 
town-council employees. He submitted 
that, given proper training, the unem- 
ployed could competently perform the 
work given them in exchange for an 
honest, or fairly honest, wage. But to 
take men direct from the slums and place 
them: in the middle of a moor in the 
depth of winter, poverty-stricken and 
naked, and expect them to be fully 
equipped for the work, was to expect 
too much of human nature. Attempts 
had been made to train these men before 
putting them on the land, and they had 
been so successful that he thought they 
ought to be encouraged. There were 
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many places where there was a real 
need for assistance, but as no money 
could be raised locally no grant could 
be made by the Local Government 
Board, and the consequence was that 
nothing could be done for the unem- 
ployed in those districts. Newport in 
Monmouthshire was a case in point. 
There the distress committee made out 
a case to the local Government Board for 
a grant, and were refused. Despite the 
refusal, and because of the distress, there 
had been a second attempt, but before 
making that second application they 
issued an appeal for funds to assist the un- 
employed. 
promised donation of £10 from the hon. 
Member for Newport himself not a 
single copper had been given. 


as wanting work, and hundreds of others 
who had not been registered. The 
charitable had closed their purse against 
the unemployed. The complaint was 
that the Local Government Board had 
refused a grant, and nothing could there- 
fore be done to assist the unemployed in 
that locality. It would be remembered 
that no wages could be paid under the 
Unemployment Act out of the rates, 
but that land could be acquired for 
farm colonies. The £200,000 grant was 
to supplement voluntary effort. Sub- 
sequent to the grant being made a 
circular was issued to distress committees 
stating that the money was only to be 
given in order to supplement the money 
raised locally by private charity. That 
had worked out so that where there 
was real need for work being found 
for the unemployed and where no money 
could be raised locally, no grant had 
been given, and, asa consequence, nothing 
had been done, or could be done, for the 
unemployed. If that stood alone it 
would be quite enough, but he quoted 
it as typical of others. There was a 
worse case under the Scottish Department, 
which exemplified the way the Act was 
being administered by those responsible 


for it. In Glasgow unemployment had 
been acute, and still continued to 


be acute, despite the employment in 
the shipbuilding industry. The distress 
Committee under the Glasgow Town 


Council applied to the Scottish Depart- 
ment of the Local Government Board to 
obtain permission to acquire land for a | 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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had at Newport some 300 men registered | 
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farm colony under the Act. They thought 
there could be no possible objection raised 
to a proposal of that kind. An inspector 
was sent down to examine various 
estates, and finally one was selected which 
was partly bog and partly rough land, on 
which a number of men could be profitably 
employed. The cost of the estate was 
about £7,000 or £8,000, and formal 
application was made to the Local 
/Government Board to sanction the 
| purchase. The money was going to be 
| paid out of the local rate—not even a 
‘loan wasasked for. To the astonishment 
|of the Glasgow Distress Committee the 
application was refused. Mr. T. Faulkner 
| Stewart, Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, Edinburgh, had written in 
answer on the 18th March— 

‘* Regarding the proposals for the Distress 
Committee to acquire different farms for the 
purpose of the Unemployed Workmen Act I am 
directed to express the Board’s regret that they 
cannot see their way to sanction any scheme of 
this nature.” 


House (Easter). 





It wasnot only that they objected to that 
particular bit of land being acquired, but 
any scheme of that nature the Board could 
not agree to, and the reason given was 
that the Act expired on 12th August next 
year, and that to embark upon an under- 
taking which might be permanent under 
a temporary Act would be bad policy. 
Surely, so long as the Act existed, and 
there was need for its being put into 
operation, it was absurd to make these 
pretences for not using the powers con- 
ferred by it. His contention was that it 
was not for the Local Government Board 
to refuse toagree toschemes. The work of 
the distress committees was to find land, 
and the Local Government Board ought 
to sanction applications of that kind; but 
the Board took a different attitude, and 
refused even to sanction a scheme for 
which the people of Glasgow were 
willing to pay. The Act was weak, and 
last year the Government promised to 
strengthen it. Promises made both in 
the King’s Speech and by the President 
of the Local Government Board had 
been broken, and the House was entitled 
to an explanation. The unemployed 
difficulty was permanent and required 
a permanent solution. Now was the time, 
when trade was not so bad, to make plans 
to meet the difficulty which everyone 
knew was bound to come. Whether 
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trade was good or bad a certain proportion | before any assistance, even in the few 
of people were always out of work. The | cases where it could be given, was given 
Act should be applied more vigorously, at all. The view of himself and his 
and he complained that whatever vigour | friends was that it was far better to 
had been applied had been in the direction | prevent destitution than to promise to 
of stultifying the efforts of those who had | relieve it, or lessen it, when it appeared. 
been seeking to make the most of the | They considered that in place of the 
Act. More vigour must be shown by | unfair and numerous tests still applied 
the Local Government Board in the | in connection with the men who registered 
right direction, and the old policy must themselves as willing to work, there should 
be departed from. If anything were be but one test for finding a man 
wanted to stimulate them surely the | labour, and that was willingness to per- 
disgraceful spectacle -of the last few \formit. They submitted that apart from 
days in London and Liverpool ought | 'the suffering and distress imposed upon 
to be an incentive, when thousands | the individual idle worker, the fact of his 
of men were competing like wild animals idleness was itself a very great loss to 
for the opportunity of going abroad and | society at large. It was so much wealth 
playing the blackleg. These things were | | running to waste which wise administra- 
a disgrace to England, and the House had | tion and Government should prevent. 
a right to expect that more sympathy | They did not believe that a man should be 
and more consideration should be shown | kept out of work and in a condition of 





in giving the distress committees a 
lead in the right direction rather than | 
in making efforts to thwart them. 


Mr. CLYNES (Manchester, N.E.) 
said that the various figures used 
in the last debate on this subject | 
and the estimates based upon them | 
showed that there were in _ this 
country at least 500,000 adult workers 
out of employment. On the 27th of 
March last year he put a Question to the 
President of the Local Government Board 
as to when they might expect the pledge 
givenin the King’s Speech to be fulfilled, 
and the Answer given was a distinct 
promise of an amendment of the Un- 
employment Act of 1905. Prior to the 
election they had a pronouncement from 
the Prime Minister, in which he spoke of 
works that could be fostered, undertaken 
and assisted by the Government. and the 
right hon. Gentleman specially alluded to 
public employment and a reform of the 
Poor Law as means by which the great 
distress due to unemployment might be 
diminished. The £200,000 granted last 
year was surely not given in place of an 
amendment of the Act. He and his 
friends at least took it not as a sum which 
was to replace legislation, but as a sum to 
aid for some time pending a drastic 
amendment of the Unemployment Act 
in keeping with the promises previously 
made by Ministers of the Crown. The 
present Act required a condition of 











destitution on the part of the applicant 
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| starvation merely because another man 


—an employer of labour—could not make 


'a profit by purchasing his work. The 
| absence of profit to a private employer 


was not a good enough reason for keeping 
another man unemployed altogether. It 
was not the individual employer who 
imposed duties and obligations upon the 
citizen. It was the State which imposed 
those duties. It was the State which 
called upon the workman to live up to 
certain standards, to fulfil certain ob- 
ligations, to conform to certain laws, and 
to avoid the evil effects of vagrancy. 
The State imposed these conditions, and 
he and his friends claimed that it was the 
duty of the State to provide opportunities, 
nay, certainties, by which those obligations 
might be met. They had found that, in 
the speeches of the President of the Local 
Government Board, the building trade had 


| been used, he would say as a reason, if 


not as an excuse, for deferring the amend- 
ment of the Unemployed Workmen Act. 
He found from the particulars supplied to 
him at Manchester that of those whose 
names were on the Unemployed Register 
not one-seventh were attached to the 
building trade, and further that not one- 
fourth came under the classification of 
generallabourers. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had spoken of the building trade as 
though it were a living entity, or an in- 
dividual, to whom application could be 
made. The right hon. Gentleman had said 
that the building trade must put its house 
inorder; but they could not appeal to a 
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trade which was a combination of con- 
flicting interests and individuals, and ask 
it to give attention to the general evils 
arising from a highly complicated matter. 
The Manchester local committee had 
proposed to establish a colony, the object 
of which was to see by experiment 
whether it was possible for men, by their 
own work on it, to maintain themselves 
and their families. They had appealed 
to the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for financial aid for that 
experiment, and had been refused, they 
did not know why. He submitted to 
the right hon. Gentleman that his action 
in dealing with the £200,000 voted would 
be judged, not by the amount of money 
saved, but by the benefit derived from 
the expenditure. He did not see why 
a sum of £4,000 could be sent out 
to establish an industry in St. Helena, 
for the purpose of relieving distress there, 


while no money could be sent down |} 


to the city of Manchester to relieve 
distress there. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had spoken in terms of scorn and 
reproach of what was called Government 
relief works, but he submitted they had 


got beyond the days when everything | 


could be left to the scrambling of in- 
dividuals. A State responsibility had 
already been admitted in connection 
with this matter. The Government 
relief works on which the right hon. 
Gentleman poured scorn were no more 
degrading than the work the right hon. 
Gentleman was himself performing for | 
the Government. Manual labour ought | 
to be provided for unskilled workmen 
as well as for skilled employees. In their | 
own homes the individual who corre- 
sponded to the unemployable was most | 
cared for—the cripple, the blind, the 
erring one. He was succoured and 
helped by the rest of the household. 
Why could not the same principle be | 
applied in the State? Men who were 
said to be unemployable deserved a 
better fate than was their lot to-day—to 
be cast hopelessly adrift. In connection 
with this problem he had looked at the 
speeches of the President of the Local 
Government Board delivered twenty 
years ago, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man was now asking the Labour Members 
to accept ways and means and principles 
which he had condemned in the strongest 
terms. Surely in those twenty years 


Mr. Clynes,. 
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some progress had been made; and he 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
to let their appeals fall on more sym- 
pathetic ears. It was true that they 
made these appeals in milder terms than 
the right hon. Gentleman used to do. 
He joined with his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Merthyr Tydvil in maintaining 
that they could not be put off with pro- 
mises as to legislation for land reform, 
housing reform, or other reforms. Pend- 
ing legislation of that kind men and 
women were starving. The late Govern- 
ment did at least make some attempt by 
setting up the framework of machinery 
to deal with this great grievance; 
and it should be the pride of the suc- 
cessors of that Government to strengthen 
that Act, and so reap the fruits of legis- 
lation which would solve the unemploy- 
ment problem. . 





Mr. L. HASLAM (Monmouth Boroughs) 
said that the President of the Local 
Government Board did not see his way to 
set apart any portion of the grant of 
£200,000 forhis constituency onthe ground 
that the distress there was not of an un- 
usual nature. When he heard that he went 

| to the town clerk and said he would like 

to give a subscription to a relief fund 
but that he did not want to be the only 
subscriber, because it might then be 
| said that he was only doing it for the sake 

_ of securing votes, the last thing he would 

| think of doing. Personally, he regretted 
that the list was not subscribed to, but 
he had only done what he thought was 
right in the matter. The hon. Member 
for Merthyr had referred to the boot trade 

| in Leicester, but if the hon. Member 
would look up the Board of Trade Labour 
| Gazette he would see that the exports 
| of boots and shoes in February amounted 
| to £151,000 and the imports to £65,000. 
| He noticed that the figures worked out at 
£4 10s. per dozen for the imports and 
£2 10s. per dozen for the exports, and 
he would like to know why there was that 
difference of £2 per dozen. If America, 
with improved machinery, could send 
boots in considerably dearer, there must 
| be something wrong in Leicester , or in 
pore boot-manufacturing centres. The 

American boots must be of better quality, 

and he would advise the people of 

Leicester in the boot trade to wake up. 

Without the use of the best machinery 
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we could not compete with other countries, 
and though no one regretted more than 
he that the introduction of machinery 
should have the effect of throwing people 
out of employment, still a good deal of 
machinery had been introduced in the 
last forty years, while there had been an 
actual decline in pauperism, and _ his 
belief was that more people would have 
been thrown out of employment if 
machinery had not been introduced. He 
agreed that there ought to be some kind 
of colonies where the unemployable 
might get improved health and be made 
fit for work. That would add to the 
wealth of the country and not be any 
ultimate expense at all. While, however, 
they were talking of the Government 
giving large sums of money for the relief 
of the unemployed, he would like to point 
out the desirability of economy in order 
to enable the State to deal with old-age 
pensions. To hismind that was the most 
important question the country had to 
face, and he urged members, in view 
of it, to be very carefulin pressing on the 
Government schemes which necessitated 
large expenditure. 


Mr. MASTERMAN (West Ham, N.) | 


said the House would forgive him if 


he refused to go into the most interesting | 


by-paths raised by previous speakers on 
this question. He wished to confine 


himself to the most important question of | 


the administration of the unemployment 
fund. The hon. Member for North- 
Kast 
Government had broken their pledge on 
this matter in the King’s speech. He 
had definitely stated in August last when 
the President of the Local Government 
Board came with the proposal to give 
£200,000 to assist the unemployed, that 
he and his friends recognised that that 
was a redemption of the pledge of the 
Government in the King’s Speech. 
Speaking for himself alone as representing 
one of the districts most affected, he 
would prefer to have the Act for the 
remaining year of its existence if it could 
be worked with more efficiency and 
elasticity rather than new legislation. 
Cases had been mentioned in which the 
Act had either been misapplied or not 
sufficient attention had been paid to the 
needs of the district, but there was 
another side to the question. He repre- 
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Manchester had stated that the | 
| were quite willing, if the opportunity 
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sented the most necessitous of all the 
districts in the country, and there the 
Act was welcomed bezause it was the first 
attempt made to recognise a national de- 
sire to deal with unemploym:nt, which, 
after all, was a symptom of national 
disease. No kind of local action could 
adequately deal with the question. The 
committee of which he was a member 
was told by the Local Government Board 
that they must appeal for funds. They 
did appeal and got a few shillings or a 
few pounds. They devised various 
schemes for dealing with the unemployed, 
and they had received the utmost sym- 
pathy and substantial support from the 
President of the Local Government 
Board in connection with those schemes. 
They had a farm colony which had 
been carried out efficiently and which he 
hoped would set an example to other 
towns. They had also received large 
sums of money for emigration purposes. 
The Hollesley Bay Colony was established 
through the sympathy of the late Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, 
partly to find some kind of channel to 
get people back to the land. No one 
ever imagined that they were going to 
start a colony to cultivate corn or cattle. 
No one but a lunatic would ever attempt 
such a thing. They heard pleasant 
generalisations like those of Lord Rose- 
bery as to people leaving the country 
because they wanted amusement in the 
towns. But that was not his experience 
of Hollesley Bay. There he found that 


a certain definite proportion of the men 


were given, to make a start with their 
wives and children. In his opinion it 
would be of such national advantage that 
they ought to encourage it by every means 
in their power. There were men willing 
to take up small holdings who were un- 
able to obtain access to the land, and that 
was one reason why the particular legis- 


lation promised by the Government 
should not be delayed for ten or 
twenty years but should pass this 
session. Most of the wild accusations 


which had been made against the farm 
colony in Suffolk were utterly baseless. 
It was said that the colony was ruining 
the smaller owners around by underselling 
them. The prejudice of the farmers 
around was very strong against the 
colony, partly because it was something 


3U 2 








1867 Adjonrnment of the 


new and partly because they feared the 
introduction of town labourers would 
create discontent among the agricultural 
labourers. He asked the President of 
the Local Government Board to give them 
before the time came for a renewal 
of the unemployed grant some kind of 
complete and impartial estimate of the 
work that had been done in connection 
with the various distress committees. 
Some of the representatives of the Local 
Government Board had presented reports 
which were a mixture of prejudice and 
ignorance. They could not help it, be- 
cause they were biassed against the 
breaking down of the old Poor Law 
system. There was a strong feeling in 
the House to urge the President of the 
Local Government Board to carry out 
the policy which he outlined on the 
Address and to bring it forward as a 
matter of urgency, namely the intro- 
duction of a Small Holdings Bill and 
a Housing Bill which, if carried out, 
would do much for the social betterment 
of the people. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
that one of the greatest difficulties in the 
way ofsmall holdings was the inability to 
obtain them at such a price as would per- 
mit them to be let at economic rates. If 
they could be obtained at a reasonable 
figure there would be no difficulty in 
letting them. With regard to the allega- 
tion that machinery had caused a great 
deal of the want of employment, he 
pointed out that America used a great 
deal more machinery than this country ; 
that the want of employment in America 
was not so great as here, and that the 
workmen there earned better wages. 
The Americans had certainly increased 
their manufacture of boots and shoes, and 
in spite of the 25 per cent. for carriage 
their boots and shoes were cheaper than 
those manufactured in this country. It 
was the gospel of cheapness which was 
ruining this country at the present time. 
It was that which was ruining the health 
and physique of the women of the country 
by causing them to work at starvation 
wages. But if our workpeople would 
have cheap foreign manufactured goods 
they must put up with want of employ- 
ment and underpaid labour. It was that 
which had driven the men out of those 


Mr. Masterman. 
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industries in which they used to be em- 
ployed. 


*Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford) said the great difficulty with regard 
to the unemployed was how to get money 
to carry out the experiments for giving 
employment. If his advice was followed 
£250,000 could be at once obtained for 
the purpose. It was not necessary to 
have any legislation to effect the saving 
of £250,000, which was now spent on 
rate-aided vaccination. If the Local 
Government Board gave them a free hand 
in the matter the local authorities would 
not spend the money in that way, and 
would therefore be able to spend it 
in providing work for the unemployed. 
Although there were among the unem- 
ployed men and women who were physi- 
cally and intellectually strong, the bulk 
of the unemployed were below the average 
of the physique and intelligence of the 
people. How was that? The President 
of the Board of Trade recently stated that 
his department distributed 600 carcases 
of veal which had been used to obtain 
vaccine in Smithfield market every year. 
Those carcases ought to be consumed 
in the destructor, because the distribu- 
tion of diseased meal must be a cause 
of illhealth among the people. What 
happened was that a calf was taken into 
the laboratory and strapped on the 
operating table, its belly shaved, and 
100 or 150 cuts made with a knife; it 
was then inoculated with stuff and about 
eight days after the poison had been 
introduced something like 150 postules 
were produced upon its belly. It was then 
taken back to the laboratory, and 
strapped on the table upon its back 
and these postules were pinched with iron 
pincers and _ pulled off. The pus 
was then put into glass tubes and was 
finally inserted into the blood of the 
people all over the country. The animal 
was then killed in order to see whether 
it was tuberculous or not, and if it was 
found that the calf was free from 
tubercle the matter was used for vaccina- 
tion. The carcase was sent to Smith- 
field. There was an animal killed in the 
height of a fever which produced 150 
postules and then the meat was sold for 
human food. If an ordinary farmer did 
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such a thing he would be severely pun- { some matter which was quite safe. He 
ished and perhaps sent to gaol without | was absolutely the master of the situation. 
the option of a fine. Nevertheless we | He had only to say that the pus had pro- 
had these savants of the Local Govern- | duced a death here and an illness there 
ment Board admitting that the pus pro- | which were attributable to vaccination, and 
duced in that way contained germs | declare that he would not be responsible for 
closely analogous to those of cancer and | sending out any more unless he got some- 
other organisms which might conduce to | thing which was absolutely guaranteed. 


erysipelas and to the destruction of | He hoped no more of the pus which had 
flesh. Could the flesh of this animal | Caused so much death and disease would 


be in a healthy state? Was it’ be distributed until its origin was known. 


right to go on spreading disease in| He urged the right hon. Gentleman to put 


this way? As long as they did that) 
sort of thing how could they go on talking | 
about developing science? He would) 
show the House how this money could be | 
saved. The authorities insisted upon the 
people of Croydon being vaccinated, and 
a large number of summonses had been 
issued. He had in his possession the copy | 
of a death certificate of a child who died 

at the age of twenty months from a 

disease following vaccination. That was 

the sort of thing which resulted from the 

use of stuff the manufacture of which was 

so horribly cruel. Before the year 1898 

the lymph used to be taken from one 

baby to another, but ever since that year | 
calf lymph had had to be used and a regular | 
shambles had been created at which a/ 
large number of calves were cruelly | 
sacrificed every week. He could give to | 
the House the case of a child who before 
vaccination was quite healthy, but had 
died since. The Local Government Board | 
sent down a doctor to investigate the 
case, but his report had been kept secret. | 


a stop to the poisoning of the blood of 
these little people. It was admitted 
now that the best part of the people 
of the nation were practically unvacci- 


/nated. They might at least allow a few 
| generations of babies to escape—he was 


sure they would be a great deal better 
for it—and during the next two or three 
years let the medical officers of the Local 
Government Board try to find out a 
real prophylactic which would do no 
harm and if they succeeded he would take 
off his hat to them. 


*THeE PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
Burns, Battersea) said he had noted with 
interest, and some degree of sympathy, 
points raised by the hon. Member, but on 


| that occasion he could not say more than 
that he would look into those points 


during the portion of the holidays he 
devoted to official work, and he relied on 
the hon. Member to remind him of the 
extent to which he kept his word. 


In the days when the officials of the | The hon. Member for Merthyr, with lack 
Local Government Board believed in | of knowledge and some unfairness, had 
vaccination they used to publish these | adversely criticised the administration of 
reports. He had in his hand the photo | the Unemployed Workmen Act; but 
graph of a child which had just been | that the Act had been carried out in a 
vaccinated, showing a horrible wound in | most generous spirit was evident from 
its arm. That child had recovered, but | the fact that there had been no complaint 
it had been ill for seventy-two days, and | from any distress committee who had 
it would be weak for life. They were | submitted a scheme of work of the way 
obliged to vaccinate a child before it was | in which their demands had been met. It 
six months old, and that was one of the/ was true he had refused to sanction 
great causes of bad teeth. unemployed workwomen’s rooms at 
| West Ham on simple grounds he had 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | already explained. The West Ham 
is now arguing in favour of abolishing the | Distress Committee had quite enough 
Acts which compel vaccination, and that | work to do with finding employment for 
is out of order. 1,200 or 1,300 men ; with looking after 
the emigration of from 1,200 to 1,400 





*Mr. LUPTON hoped the President 
of the Local Government Board, so 
far as lay in his power, would stop the 
distribution of this pus until he had got 








people; with carrying on a farm colony, 
and other work. For these reasons, and 
because the scheme for workwomen’s 
rooms was not good enough, he had not 
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sanctioned it; and that was his answer 
to the hon. Member for Merthyr. If the 
hon. Member’s remarks concerning 
Woolwich had been intended for the 
Woolwich Distress Committee instead of 
himself, they would have been more 
relevant, for he was not responsible 
for their work. The committee obtained 
its funds from the Central Unemployed 
Body, and every application of that 
Central Body had been fairly and 
generously dealt with. If it were the case 
that, out of 1,200 men registered, only 
eighty-one had had work found for them, 
the fault was not that of the Local 
Government Board, which granted to 
Woolwich the money which the Wool- 
wich Committee could persuade the 
Central Unemployed Body to allot to 
it. On 15th March, the latest date for 
which a return was available, the Central 
Body had in hand of the voluntary 
fund a balance of £2,022, of the rate 
fund £22,199, of the Exchequer Fund 
£8,212, of the Hollesley Bay Fund 
£1,481—in round figures, the actual 
total being £33,916; so that, if Wool- 
wich had been thought deserving, the 
local Distress Committee could have had 
more money than they evidently had 
received. Perhaps the Central Body did 
not think the claim of the local committee 
sufficiently strong. Over and above their 
balance of £33,916, the Central Unem- 
ployed Committee had a farthing rate | 
undrawn upon to the value of some 
£45,000. It was, in the face of these | 
figures, contrary to the fact to say that. 
he had starved Woolwich through the | 
Central Unemployed Body. 
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were not germane to the present discus- 
sion. ‘The hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil had accused the Local Govern- 
ment Board of refusing to administer 
fairly and generously the Unemployment 
Act. That was not true so far as Leicester 
What were the facts ? 
He sent a circular to Leicester in October 
last saying that if they wanted help they 
could have it if they responded to the 
circular. In response they asked for a 
sum of money and he sent them £900 as 
a first instalment. The next instalment 
he sent was £600, which made £1,500 in 
all from the Local Government Board. 
The mere fact of sending that £1,500 set 
into operation the execution of other 
works and the spending of more local 
money making in all a sum of over £3,000. 
In spite of that fact he was asked to 
answer the charge of starving the distress 
committees. At this moment, with spring 
upon them, Leicester had got a balance in 
hand of £760 including £270 of the 
£1,500 he had sent them, and he had 
received from them within the last forty- 
eight hours a letter from which it appeared 
that the distress committee did not want 
any more money from the Local Govern- 
ment Board. With regard to what the 
hon. Member for Merythr Tydvil had said 
about the Leeds afforestation scheme, 
he asked the hon. Member to make 
himself a little more closely acquainted 
with the facts before making such 


‘statements as he had just made. If 


the hon. Member would go down to 
Leeds as he had done and see for himself 
the accommodation he had criticised he 
would alter his view. Had he seen for 


' himself the conditions under which the 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE asked how much 
of this surplus of the Central Committee 
was mortaged for schemes. 


men employed at Washburn Valley 
were lodged and fed and worked, he 


would not have advanced the statements 
che had made that evening. 


He had 


-examined on the spot the particular 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS said the amount 
mortgaged was not 25 per cent. of the 
total. He had given the figures for 
15th March. Since then, no doubt, they 
had incurred obligations for further 
grants. The interesting observations of 
the hon. Member for Leicester applied | 
not to the administration of the grant to | 
the unemployed, with which alone he was | 
dealing, but to the causes which were | 
displacing men. On a proper occasion, if | 
this subject came within his purview, he 
should not be disinclined to reply to some | 


‘scheme which the hon. Member had 


criticised, and he could assure him that 
his statements were not warranted by the 
facts and the local labour men did not 
support his contention. The behaviour 
and conduct of some of the men at 
Washburn did not meet with the approval 
of either the distress committee or the 
general population of Leeds. He might 
say that Labour Leaders like Alderman 
Buckle and others heartily supported the 
views he gave utterance to on a previous 
occasion in differentiating between the 


of the hon. Member's points, but they | honest men who were willing to work 


Mu, John Burns, 
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and those who were abusing the 
opportunity. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said he was not 
criticising the scheme but simply replying 
to the right hon. Gentleman’s statement 
that these men had been offered work 
and had refused to do it. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS said that was 
just his point. The hon. Member 
approved the scheme and therefore, he 
assumed, shared the view with which it 
was started. He had supported the 
scheme, and without the help of the 
Local Government Board it could not have 
been initiated or carried on. So interested 
were the Local Government Board in 
the scheme that he went all over the 
watershed and after inspecting it made 
a grant of £1,000 as a first instalment. 
What was the objection to the scheme ? 
None at all. The objection to the 
administration of the scheme did not rest 
solely with the local distress committee, 
because they were paying the unemployed 
two or three shillings per week more than 
the local rate of wages for forty-eight 
hours only, whereas the local hours 
varied from fifty-four to seventy hours 
per week. Therefore the distress com- 
mittee were not to blame. The accommo- 
dation provided for the men was good, 
and the wages paid were above the local 
rate but not above the Leeds rate. 
Therefore everyone of the criticisms 
directed against the distress committee 
and himself were totally unfounded. The 
best answer to the criticism which had 
been made by the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil was the report of a 
special Committee appointed to test the 
truth of the statement he made on the 
question when the matter was last dis- 
cussed. The deputation was appointed 
by the Labour Representation Committee, 
and they went to the Washburn colony 
to investigate the matter on the spot. 
That deputation reported that the tood 
was substantial and good, that the 
general accommodation was clean and 
good, and the work was neither difficult 
nor laborious. There was no evidence at 
all of bad treatment. He wished the 
hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil would 
give the House instances to justify his 
supposition that the Local Government 
Board had refused to allow men to be 
trained. The hon. Member for North 
West Ham knew the facts, because he 
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had visited the labour colony in which 
he was interested, and he wished other 
hon. Members who criticised the Local 
Government Board would first go and 
see the labour colonies they referred to. 
Consistently with his point of view, 
which he thought events would more 
than justify, he had done, as the hon. 
Member for North West Ham knew, for 
the inhabitants of the labour colonies 
everything the distress committees had 
asked him to do. He had been fair and 
even generous in the distribution of 
public money. He had helped the labour 
colony at Ockenden to carry out every 
one of the original intentions of its 
founders, and the original scheme had 
not been interfered with in any way. 
The hon. Member would probabiy ask, 
What about Hollesley Bay? The 
answer could best be given in figures. 
He might remind the House by the way 
that it was the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Dublin, and _ the 
Government of which he was a Member, 
who were the authors of the Hollesley 
Bay scheme. The hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil must not forget that. 


| How could the hon. Member say that it 


was the Local Government Board and its 
unsympathetic officials who were re- 
sponsible for establishing Hollesley Bay ? 
How could it be said that they had 
restricted it in any way? There were 
315 men there at the present moment, a 
larger number than there had ever been. 
They were doing their work under more 
favourable conditions than had prevailed 
there during the last two or three years, 
and the fact that £27,000 was voted last 
year for the maintenance of the colony 
and that there were now 315 men on it 
was a complete refutation of the sugges- 
tions that the work there had been 
interfered with or impaired. Perhaps the 
hon. Member referred to one restriction 
which he had imposed. He would not 
have been worthy of his office if he had 
not imposed it. An attempt was made 
to divert this interesting experiment from 
its original and proper purpose as defined 
by his predecessor and to convert it into 
too much of a training centre for skilled 
horticulturists and professional market 
gardeners. He refused to allow that, 
because a disproportionate amount of 
money would have been required for the 
purpose. They could not afford to spend 
money on that experiment at a colony 
which was established for other objects. 
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He refused to allow a small section 
of the committee to divert the colony 
from its original purpose, but he had 
kept the colony well supplied with 
funds. He believed the colony would go 
on much better if it had not false friends 
who did not go down to see it and did 
not make themselves acauainted with the 
facts by visits on the spot. With regard 
to Newport, he had gone into that case, 
and found that the amount of distress 
was not exceptional, and that in the 
immediate neighbourhood there was work 
on which men would be much better 
employed than on relief works. He 
preferred that Newport men should go 
into Wales rather than that public money 
should be spent on relief works, and that 
they should be anchored to those relief 
works, and so prevented from finding 
local work which he knew was beginning 
to be taken by men from Lancashire and 
other parts of the country. The question 
of Scotland had been raised. He was 
not directly responsible for the administra- 
tion of the Act in Scotland. In conjunc- 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer he 
consented to £10,000 being allocated for 
the purposes of the Act in Scotland, and 
he gathered that the farm colony project 
was being reconsidered by the Secretary 
for Scotland. Papers on the subject were 
now in the Scottish Office, and they were 
receiving consideration. The next point 
raised by the hon. Member for Merthyr 
was that the Government had not kept 
their promise to amend the Act. He 
told the House fifteen months ago, and 
again eight months ago, that pending the 
Report of the Poor Law Commission, 
whose business it was to see whether the 
Act should be renewed or not, the 
Government thought that the best thing 
to be done, especially as they had had no 
experience of the Act, was to provide the 
money and the means by which the Act 
might be carried along during its experi- 
mental period and while the subject was 
under the consideration of the Poor Law 
Commission. They therefore decided 
not to amend the Act, but to provide 
£200,000 with which to work the Act; 
and, so far, of that amount £106,000 had 
been disbursed. There was no single 
distress committee who had submitted to 
him a scheme of work, but had had 
as much money as was necessary 
for the purposes of that scheme. 


Mr. John Burns. 
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All of them had at this moment a small 
balance in hand, and nearly all had 
refused to use their rating power to the 
extent they ought to have done, in order 
to bring local activities into relationship 
with Imperial help. He could only say 
that, so far as the amendment of the Act 
was concerned, it was infinitely better 
that they should do as they did than that 
they should amend the Act. As to the 
two or three questions which were now 
put to the men and which were thought 
to be irritating, the simple answer was 
that the questions were drafted on the 
basis of those of the Battersea Labour 
Bureau and the West Ham Labour 
Bureau. At both those places labouring 
men were responsible for the drafting 
of the questions, and the only sense in 
which they did not resemble the questions 
of the Local Government Board was that 
those authorised by the Board weresmaller 
in number. He got acopy of the West 
Ham questions sent to him fifseen months 
ago, and his Department cut out some of 
them, so that they might not be vexatious 
or irritating at all. The hon. Member 
for West Ham said that nothing was 
being done. Was it fair to say that when 
only last week there were from 14,000 to 
16,000 men at work on relief works or 
farm colonies by means of this fund? 
Was it fair to say that nothing was being 
done in London when this week nearly 
8,000 men were being employed in the 
London district on work secured to them 
by this fund or out of the rates? It was 
not fair. There were 2,500 men at work 
in the London parks, and the London 
district had 8,000 men at work at this 
moment. Of the £85,000 voted for 
England and Wales out of this fund, 
London and district had had £71,000, 
and of that amount West Ham had had 
£25,000. Those igures did not sustain 
the view that the district committees had 
not been supported. The hon. Member 
for North-East Manchester wanted to 
know what the Local Government Board 
were doing with regard to the farm 
colony project put forward by the Man- 
chester Distress Committee. On 12th 
October that committee received a 
circular from him saying that if they 
wished to apply for money they were 
entitled to do so. He received evidence 
of the fact that there were no local 
subscriptions and that no scheme was 


submitted, and it was not until 25th 








cir 
sta 
an’ 
firs 
the 
Mz 
hin 


tha 
wo 
spe 
the 
col 
sha 
hor 
dor 
but 


sal: 
tha 
ing 
kin 
res] 
syn 
his 

wal 
del: 
whi 
nee 
Ma 
to- 
in | 
twe 
saic 
atte 
tha 
rep: 
his 


em 
an 
of t 
and 





— we 


ee Ser es SE ST OS aa Ih hUSDlUCmlLme,hlUCNCElClU OS ee ee he 


QE 





1877 Adjournment of the 


February—four and a quarter months 
after the circular was sent saying there 
was money for them if they wished 
it—that a scheme was submitted. The 
scheme submitted by the committee of 
that big city was not one that would 
give 1,000 or 1,500 men work in or near 
the city, but one for the employment of 
twelve men at Chat Moss, seventeen 
miles from Manchester. He put it to 
the House fairly and squarely, ought he 
to have adopted such a scheme from a 
city like Manchester? They made no 
efforts to secure subscriptions, and they 
would not give him plans or specifications 
for the employment of their local un- 
employed. The scheme which they sub- 
mitted four months after receiving the 
circular was one which under the circum- 
stances would have meant a deficit of 
anything from £300 to £600 in the 
first year. That was his answer to 
the hon. Member for North East 
Manchester. The hon. Member did 
him the honour of quoting some 
of his earlier speeches. He wished 
that hon. Members who quoted him 
would take the trouble to bring the 
speeches with them, and especially when 
they quoted him in regard to labour 
colonies. ley Hon. Member: We 
shall be glad to oblige you.| If the 
hon. Member lived as long as he had 
done, he would find it not only politic, 
but absolutely necessary, to revise some 
of the views he expressed in his own 
salad days. In fact he was convinced 
that outside critics were already direct- 
ing against the hon. Member the same 
kind of criticism now that he was a 
responsible Member of that House. He 
sympathised with the hon. Member in 
his trouble, and assured him that if he 
wanted useful support he would be 
delighted to render to him that help 
which one day, he was sure, he would 
need. The hon. Member for North East 
Manchester had said that his utterances 
to-day on this and kindred subjects were 
in marked contrast to what he had said 
twenty years ago. This was what he 
said twenty years ago, and he invited the 
attention of the hon. Gentleman to it, for 
that hon. Gentleman owed him some 
reparation, and probably an apology for 
his remarks— 


“The labour colony as a remedy for the un- 
employed is, I maintain, foredoomed to failure, 
and is nothing but the revival in another form 
of the hated casual ward with all its physical 
and moral iniquities. (Labour cries of ‘No, 
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no.’] If municipalisation of agriculture is 
intended, that is something I can understand ; 
but that for years is not likely to prove a 
remedy for the workless. Rather will it come 
after easier things have been undertaken and 
accomplished, the abolition of over-work, the 
reduction of the hours of labour, and the 
reorganisation of labour in every trace, that, is 
now going on—too slowly, I admit—in the 
right direction by trade union, municipal, and 
Parliamentary action. [Renewed Labour 
cries of ‘ No, no.’].” 

Well, that was his view; and he was 
in the position of a critic now. Some 
hon. Members opposite had _ brushed 
aside those views for new-fangled ideas 
in regard to labour colonies. And then 
he went on to say— 

“Should the municipalisation of agriculture 
be undertaken on Socialist lines, its initial 
stage must be conducted, not by the unskilled 
unemployed, plus an in-and-out army of loafers, 
casuals, and wastrels, but by the best of labour 
attracted by those better conditions which 
would accompany such an undertaking started 
by people with brains, along the lines followed 
by the London County Council in doing its 
own work.” 

He commended that to the attention of 
the hon. Member for North Salford. 
What he had said he had said. 
What he had pressed twenty years ago, 
he had repeated ad nauseam since. He 
made this prediction, that when nine- 
tenths of the schemes which the hon. 
Member for Merthyr was pressing upon 
too credulous workmen had proved to be 
costly, wasteful, dangerous, morally 
mischievous, and economically unsound, 
then the hon. Member would want him to 
help him out of the difficulty in which he 
would unquestionably be placed, and 
as his life had been spent in helping lame 
dogs over stiles he would be happy to 
do it. The hon. Member for North 
West Ham—and here they were getting 
at the heart of the problem—had said 
that more efficiency was needed in the 
administration of the unemployed funds ; 
but it was not more efficiency on the part 
of the Local Government Board, but on 
the part of the local distress committes 
themselves. As the hon. Member per- 
fectly truly said, the distress committees 
had shewn in this matter the greatest in- 
competence. Few of them had done 
their work well, not even the Central 
Unemployed Body, of which the hon. 
Member for Merthyr was for some timea 
member. Why did not the hon. Member 
when he was a member of that body 
direct their footsteps in a proper path ? 
And if the hon. Member tried and failed, 
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why should he blame him now? He| *Mr. JOHN BURNS: Yes, but when 
believed that greater efficiency was needed | they sent those men to Hollesley Bay or 
on the distress committees, and he agreed | other farm colonies, the attraction of 
with the hon. Member for North West | home was so great that when they had 
Ham that more elasticity was required in | been there two, three, or four months, 
their procedure ; but he could assure the | they returned to West Ham, But if the 
House that there had been no lack of | same men were sent out to a place like 
efficiency on the part of the Local Govern- | Canada, which was 3,900 — away, 
ment Board. The hon. Member for North | and where a return was made difficult 
West Ham had said he would like to see | and almost impossible, they cut them- 
—— - — . = ps | — — ag A cages and spre 
but there had been a lot of adverse | trially away from their environment, anc 
opinion expressed by Labour men in | put themselves on a new plane of life, as 
regard to that. There were, however, | thousands of them had done. He would 
certain districts where the only remedy | be only to pleased to assist any scheme 
was emigration. West Ham, for instance, | which would enable that type of man to 
had a surplus of casual labourers, | get on his feet again in England ; but 
attracted there by the docks, but the |of all the money he had granted 
more they kept pumping money from | to West Ham none would do so much 
the rest of England into West Ham, the | good for the people there as the £5,000 
more they would accentuate the local | given to the West Ham Committee for 
problem there by attracting men from | emigration. Hon. Members who criticised 
all over the country. The hon Member | his Department wanted him to undertake 
for Merthyr had no answer to that except | a large national scheme of relief works 
emigration. for which a million of money would be 
| voted by Parliament each year. He 
| positively refused to adopt any such sug- 
gestion. He would rather resign his 
*Mr. JOHN BURNS: But when I | portfolio than do so. 
gave £10,000 for emigration, I was | 
condemned, | Mr. THORNE: Has any hon. Member 


| advocated that a million should be granted 
"ETP in , ig | 5 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE : My answer is, | for such a purpose ? 
migrate to Essex, not emigrate to | 


Canada. m ie ; 
*Mr. JOHN BURNS said that if the 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS said that his | hon.Member would refer to certain Labour 


answer to that was that if such migra-| papers he would see that a million had 
tion could be done under the Smal] | been suggested over and over again ; and 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Oh yes. 


Holdings Bill that was promised this | perhaps if he read those papers less 

regularly it would be better for his 
mental health. To grant a million of 
money for farm colonies would, he 
believed, be a financial blunder, and he 
would not undertake to defend it. 
At the same time he was prepared to 
give all the time that a man reasonably 
could do to endeavour to solve the 
problem of helping the distress commit- 
tees. As for labour colonies for the 
genuine, honest unemployed, they did not 
| want them. What might possibly emerge 
| was a system of industrial training homes 
|for the unemployable, and vagrant 
colonies for those who would not work ; 
| but when farm colonies for the unem- 
| ployed were mentioned he could only say 


session, no one would welcome it more 
than he would. But to attempt to mi- 
grate the type of men that they had in 
West Ham to Essex this year was to try 
to do the impossible. There was no 
better authority than the hon. Member 
for South West Ham on that point. That 
hon.Gentleman was asked in Committee— 

* But you do not believe in taking persons 
unaccustomed to agricultural work and finding 
it profitable or advantageous to put them to 
that work ?” 

And the answer was— 

‘*No, I think it is useless, and I do not 
think it is a sound policy at all.” 


Mr. THORNE (West Ham, S.) said 





that there were any number of men in | that nine-tenths of the criticism which 
West Ham who had been used to agricul- | had been levelled against him should have 


tural work. 


Mr John Burns. 


| been directed against the local distress 
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committees. He asserted that no dis- | employed question, their efforts were met 
tress committee had been refused money | with contempt and scorn by every 
who had submitted to him a practical | Member of the present Government who 
scheme of work. Nearly all such | spoke in those debates. The measure was 
committees had balances in hand, and_ described as ridiculous, absclutely worth- 
during the summer time he would lay | less, and only what might have been 
hold of the question, and see if they | expected from such a Government. Now, 
could not do something even better than in the second year of its existence, they 
they had already done. He must say, how-| had the President of the Local Govern- 
ever, that, but for the rigour and discipline | ment Board spending a considerable 
and the wise restrictions that he had| amount of time in defending the scheme, 
imposed upon these distress committees, | in pleading that he should not be called 
the whole machinery of the Act would on to amend it, and in resting himself 
have broken down. That it had not | very largely on the work that had been 
broken down was not due to hon. done under that scheme, and which could 
Members who criticised him, but rather | not have been done without it. 

to the Minister who had done his best to | 
make that experiment as great a success | 
as events, he hoped, would prove it to be. 





*Mr. JOHN BURNS: No, no. You 
provided no money. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, S.)| Mr. WALTER LONG said it was true 
said the speech of the right hon. Gentle-| that no money was provided out of the 
man had opened up not only the main Imperial Exchequer, but, if it was true 
question raised by hon. Members below | that the whole of the work that had been 





the gangway, but also an immense} done had been covered by the sum of 
£200,000, it was equally true that it 
could not have been done without the 
machinery established by the late Govern- 
ment. He thought there was a good deal 
to be said with reference to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s criticism of the Hollesley Bay 
scheme. It was a great experiment, but 
he was sure that it was one of the direc- 
tions in which they must look if they 
were going to deal with one class of the 
unemployed that demanded, almost, some 
assistance. They were more likely in 
market gardening, or some occupation of 
that kind, rather than in any general 
kind of land cultivation, to find a method 
not merely of providing work for the 
moment, to which he did not attach so 
much importance, but of providing that 
sort of work which would leave a man at 
the end of it better able to make a living 
for himself. 


number of other questions, which it was | 


quite impossible to discuss in the time | 
remaining to the House. He hoped, | 
therefore, the Government would arrange | 
that the Vote for the Local Government | 
Board should be put down on an early 
date after Easter, in order that they might 
have an opportunity of discussing these 
questions. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To tHE TREASURY (Mr. GEORGE 
Wuire.tey, Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) 
intimated that whatever supply was 
desired by the Chief Opposition Whip 
would be put down. 





Mr. WALTER LONG said he was) 
satisfied with that assurance. The right | 
hon. Gentleman had swept away the 
charges which had been levelled against 
him from below the gangway, and he was 
not going to step into the interesting 
conflict between him and his friends. 
He agreed largely with the general state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman, but he 
did not wonder that any one who sat in | 
the last Parliament and was interested in | 
the administration of this Act should have | 
attacked him and his Government for the | 
part they had taken, because he remem- | 
bered that when the late Government | 
endeavoured to set up the machinery | 
which they believed to be essential if they | 
were to deal properly with the un-! 








Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) rose to continue the debate, 
but, 


Mr. CHANCELLOR of the EXCHEQUER 
103e in his place, and claimed to move, 
“ That the Question be now put.” 


Question, “That the Question be now 
put,” put, and agreed to. 


Question put accordingly, and agreed 
to. 
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Resolved, That this House, at its 
rising, this day, do adjourn until Monday 
the 8th April.—(Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 


main.) 


Mr. WHITELEY moved, “ That this 
House do now adjourn.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Mr. Whiteley). 


Mr. BOWLES pointed out that he 
had a Resolution of some importance on 
the Paper for a quarter past eight 
o'clock, and, if the Motion were persisted 
in, it would deprive him of the oppor- 
tunity of moving it. 


Mr. WHITELEY said that, if the hon. 
Gentleman particularly wished to bring 
on his Motion, he would withdraw his, 
but he thought it was the desire of the 
House that they should separate as early 
as possible. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair at twelve 
minutes past Eight o’clock, there being 
no other Government business before the 
House, and the sitting was suspended till 
a quarter past Eight. 


OBSTRUCTIVE MOTIONS AND BILIS. 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) 
in moving, “That to put a Motion 
on the Order Paper of this House, or to 
introduce a Bill, so as to prevent dis- 
cussion in this House, of Motions for 
which precedence has been obtained in 
the ballot or of definite matters of urgent 
public importance, is hurtful to the use- 
tulness of this House and an infringement 
of the rights of its Members,” said that 
he brought the matter forward with 
some diffidence because he was a 
comparatively new Member, and the 
rules and orders of the House 
could only be approached by even 
the oldest Members with the greatest 
possible deference and respect. His point, 
however, was a clear and simple one, and 
one for which no very deep or abstruse 
knowledge was required. He believed 
the object he had in view was one 
that commended itself to a large majority 
of the House. If ever a Motion of the kind 
was justified at any time, that time was 
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surely now. He was abundantly justified, 
not only by that fact itself, but by what 
had taken place during the last few 
days. His Motion was _ directed 
against all Bills and Motions which 
were put down upon the Order Paper 
with the object of preventing the 
House of Commons from discussing 
either matters for which precedence had 
been obtained in the Ballot or definite 
questions of urgent public importance. 
He himself recently discovered a matter 
which he certainly considered to be of 
considerable public importance. He put 
a Question to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on the matter, and received 
an Answer which was very full, 
and so far as it went satisfactory, but 
containing admissions which, to him 
at all events, seemed to raise a definite 
matter of urgent public importance. 
The decision as to whether that was 
so or not of course did not rest 
with him, but with Mr. Speaker. But 
it seemed to him that that was exactly 
the kind of thing for which the rule 
for raising a discussion on a Motion for 
the adjournment of the House was insti- 
tuted, and one as to which the House 
of Commons, if it was to be a really 
vigilant force in these matters, ought to 
have had an opportunity of discussing at 
once on such a Motion. His complaint was 
that an hon. Member who took perhaps 
not the faintest interest in a particular 
matter, who desired only that a dis- 
cussion should not take place, should, by 
putting a Motion on the Order Paper, 
which he had no desire to move, and 
which he did not intend to move, be able 
to prevent that matter being discussed. 
Such a practice, in his opinion, was an 
abuse of the Rules of Parliament and an 
interference with the rights of every 
Member of the House. So much for 
Motions. But the case with regard to 
Bills was infinitely stronger. The House 
would remember the considered ruling 
given by Mr. Speaker on the previous 
Monday in the case of the hon. Member 
for Westmoreland. That point had never 
arisen before, and on that occasion it was 
laid down by Mr. Speaker that under 
the new Rules of Procedure introduced 
in the Jast Parliament there was hidden, 
unseen until last Monday, the enormously 
important fact that it was possible for 
any Member of the House, by assuming 
to introduce a purely fictitious Bill—a 
Bill that did not exist and was never 
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intended to exist—by writing three lines 
on a piece of paper and handing it to the 
clerk at the Table, to prevent the House 
from even contemplating, still less dis- 
cussing, definite matters of urgent public 
importance which he desired should not 
be discussed. Let the House take the 
case immediately before them. On the 
13th of March the hon. Member for the 
Bosworth Division drew the first place in 
the Ballot for that evening and the hon. 
Member for Melton drew the second 
place. If the ballot was not a mere use- 
less piece of absurdity, a mere empty 
shadow and form, those two hon. Mem- 
bers had the first and second claim on 
the attention of the House. But two | 
hon. Members had introduced Bills, in this | 
case substantial Bills dealing with the 
subjects of the Motions put down by those 
hon. Members, and in consequence those | 
hon. Gentlemen who had drawn the first | 
and second places respectively had been | 
deprived of the opportunities which they | 
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new shackles which had been placed 
upon its procedure, would make the work 
of the Government and the House one of 
extreme difficulty and complication. He 
moved. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle), in seconding the 
Motion, said that it seemed to be the irony 
of fate that this Motion should have 
been moved by a new Member above tho 

angway. He remembered so well the 
ifficulty the House was placed in in 
the time of the late Parliament by 
blocking Motions being placed upon 
the Paper. In the last session or 
two of the late Parliament it was 
absolutely impossible to discuss several 
most important questions because, 
as it was suggested, by arrangement 
with the then Government, notices of 
Motion had been put down to block 
discussion. Now one of the younger 
Members of the official opposition found 


had obtained in the ballot, whilst he that somebody else had learned the 
himself was now addressing the House | old practice and what was more im- 
on a Motion which had never been | portant, had extended it. In those days 
balloted for and was not even contem-| the practice was adopted to prevent 
plated before the ruling given by Mr. | discussions which might be inconvenient 
Speaker on the previous Monday, and | to the Government, but recently it had 
which was only put upon the Paper been adopted to the detriment of 





last night at a moment’s notice. He 
submitted that such procedure as that 
rendered the House and its procedure 
mere empty and ridiculous forms, and 
he had no hesitation in suggesting 
that the House should agree to the 
Motion he would move. He would 
watch with interest the attitude of the | 
Government upon the matter, because he | 
recognised that the practice was not a new 
one. Motions had been put down in former 
Parliaments to block discussions. What he 
desired to emphasise was that blocking 
Motions under the old régime were very 
different from those of the present, in view 
of the ruling of Mr. Speaker. He 
wished the House and the Government | 
to realise that it was in his power to put | 
down a Bill to block any discussion. If 
he himself, for instance, brought in a Bill 
for the repeal of the sugar duties, the 
position of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer when he 
came to discuss his Budget would be a 
very difficult one. The position, owing 
to Mr. Speaker's ruling, was entirely 
different from what it was in the past, and 
the House by refusing this Motion, and 
refusing thereby to free itself from these | 








‘should make themselves res 


it was their duty to submit. 


the privileges of the private Member. 
If there was any further encroachment 
on private Members’ rights they would 
be reduced to the level of voting 
machines. He sincerely hoped that the 
Government would give sympathetic 
consideration to the Motion of the hon. 
Member for Norwood. He had himself 
put a question on the Paper to the Prime 
Minister on the subject which he would 
ask the first day after the recess. What 
he suggested was that the Government, 
while they were considering procedure, 
nsible for 
an amendment of the Standing Order 
which would make these encroachments 
on private Members’ rights absolutely 
impossible. On the Labour Benches 
they naturally felt this matter very 
much. They availed themselves of 
the ballot and took every opportunity 
they could to raise questions in which 
they as a Party were peculiarly interested. 
He was pleased that they had had a bit of 
luck in the ballot, and they had tabled 
Motions which might in some quarters 
be regarded as inconvenient, but which 
It might 
be that somebody would get the tip. He 
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did not think that the Patronage Secre- 
tary would be guilty—he. had admitted 
yesterday that he had been guilty of 
jesting—of trying to rob hon. Members 
on those benches of an opportunity. to 
discuss one of those inconvenient Motions. 
But at any rate he was not prepared to go 
so far as to trust him or anybody else who 
occupied that position. He would rather 
have it in the Standing Order that such 
a thing could not be done. Therefore 
he hoped sincerely that the spokesman 
on behalf of the Government would 
recognise the fairness of the Motion and 
the justice of the claim advanced in the 
interests of private Members, and see 
their way to accept it. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That to put a Motion on the Order 
Paper of this House, or to introduce a 
Bill, so as to prevent discussion in this 
House of Motions for which procedence 
has been obtained in the ballot, or of 
definite matters of urgent public import- 
ance, is hurtful to the usefulness of this 
House and an infringement of the rights 
of its Members.”—(Mr. Bowles.) 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E) said he 
had not changed his view on this subject 
since he had changed his seat from the 
opposite side of the House. It was one 
of the great grievances under which at 
any rate they imagined they suffered in 
the late Parliament, that there was this 
almost perpetual blocking out from 
free discussion of almost every sub- 


ject of the greatest urgency. He 
could not help feeling that there 


was great abuse in the practice, and 
he was in hearty sympathy with the 
object of the hon. Member opposite. But 
he was bound to say that since this new 
Parliament had assembled, the old 
system, subject as it was to very great 
abuse, had been supplemented by a 
practice which was still more objection- 
able, and of which, as the hon. Gentleman 
had very properly remarked, they had 
illustrations ‘only last week. He saw the 
noble Lord opposite, and he was not in 
the least surprised that he should have 
followed the example which had been set, 
and shown that two could play at the 
game, and that everybody suffered from it. 
Whether they looked at the practice in 
the more restricted form, as seen in 
the late Parliament, or the more amplified 
and dangerous form as seen under 


Mr. Arthur Henderson. 
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the new rules, he thought that in the 
interests of free discussion and the dignity 
of the House of Commons it was high 
time that they got rid of the evil which 
had been complained of. It was not very 
easy to say what form precisely the 
remedy should take, because it was quite 
obvious that so long as a Member could 
get up in the afternoon and give notice 
to move the adjournment of the House, 
and occupy hours of a sitting, that was a 
practice which was quite as bad and quite 
as hostile to the best interests of the 
House as the one which they were 
now condemning. Whatever remedy 
they might devise they must take care 
not to introduce another practice which 
was equally prejudicial and equally 
inconvenient to the House. Subject to 
that qualification, he thought that in a 
matter of this kind whatever was 
proposed should be by general consent 
of both sides of the House, and that it 
should not be a matter of controversial 
discussion between the two sides, or 
between the various sections of the House. 
With that qualification, he was very glad 
on behalf of the Government to assent to 
the Motion, and he hoped that it would 
be carried unanimously. 
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*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that after the 
most excellent speech of his right hon. 
friend he had only one word to add, and it 
was to express the hope that hon. Mem- 
bers would observe the practice which had 
hitherto prevailed with regard to Tuesdays 
and Wednesdays, and indeed prevailed up 
to that moment. Jt had been the custom 
for even Members who were opposed to 
a particular Motion to take their Bill off 
in order to permit of the discussion taking 
place. He had never known of an 
instance in which there had been a failure 
to take the Bill off temporarily in order 
to allow of a Motion coming on for discus- 
sion. Pending any action by the Govern- 
ment, he hoped that Members on each 
side of the House would continue that 
practice and prevent the expedient by 
which a single Member was enabled to 
reverse its operation. The matter had 
become more acute since the adoption 


of the new method of bringing in 
Bills without any need to express an 
opinion upon them. New Members 
who came in had every right to 
be heard in the House by raising 


questions in which they were interested ; 
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and the Labour Party and the Irish | as they kept within reasonable limits 
Party, who were in the minority, had | it was really one of the privileges 
a claim on the good feeling of which the House had, and which should 
the House to prevent their Motions not be parted with. He agreed that 
from being blocked by the action of a/ they did not want to go back to the old 
single Member. Therefore it was that he | condition of things when there were 
addressed this one word of appeal to his | Motions almost every day on more or less 
colleagues in the House to co-operate in | frivolous grounds. Under the ruling of 
arriving at a uniform understanding. _ Mr. Speaker, however, both this and last 

, session, there was no fear of that happen- 


. .,|ing. Mr. Speaker had ruled constantly 
Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, E.) said te “ty : 
he did not rise in any way to oppose the | that the matter of urgent public import 


Motion ; he would rather like to see its | rs pe Seager ae ae ronens eetnge 
scope extended so as to take in Motions not merely in a Parliamentary sense, and, 
for Adjournment. He had a poignant | therefore, as long as they were confined to 
memory of the last Parliament, when, ‘that, he thought that it was a privilege 
after years of waiting, he won a fortunate ; se y, 


d megp . a, _,; | they ought not to lose. He felt strongly 
position in the ballot. When his Motion 11.4 the academic Motions which were 
came on, the Adjournment of the House 


; “ : discussed on Tuesdays and Wednesdays 
was moved by an hon. Member below the ' did not achieve anything except to show 
gangway on a purely frivolous question, | how hon. Members voted on particular 
as it turned out, and thus the discussion | questions. Let the House take such a 
for which he had waited for years was | Motion as that which had been blocked 
prevented. If the Government could | thot evening, Whatever view they 
see their way to deal with the whole might take of it, still it was desirable 
es, and also to protect private that the House should arrive at a 
Members’ rights, as affected by Motions | qacision upon it. They had debated a 
| definite Bill for four or five hours, and 
it was very desirable that the country 
should know which hon. Members were 

Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) said in favour of woman suffrage and which 
he was glad that the right hon. Gentle | were against it. He thought it a very 
man had rightly interpreted his motive. | unfortunate circumstance that, owing to 
He was very sorry to stand in the way of the extraordinary rules of the House, the 
the hon. Member for Bolton, but he had | Motion could not be brought on. He 
pointed a moral if he had not adorned a/ only trusted that the Government would 
tale. He quite agreed with the right take the matter up seriously and intro- 
hon. Baronet that they should revert to duce a Standing Order or a Sessional 
the old practice of an honourable Order, because it lay entirely with them ; 
understanding, but he thought they nobody else could do it, and unless they 
must put in this caveat: the Govern- did it, it would not be done at all. 
ment, he understood, were going to 
take action in the matter, and the *Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) heartily 
action must be by way of standing | supported the Resolution. It had always 
order or sessional order; he did not appeared to him to be a monstrous thing 
think that anything short of that would | that any one hon. Member could stultify 
do. If they proceeded promptly, well the desire of the House to discuss a 
and good; if they did not, he for one particular question The smallest and 
could not regard himself as bound by any | most obscure institution in the country 
honourable understanding. He regarded | would not allow itself to be so stultified. 
this as a question of vital importance to He quite agreed that something would 
be dealt with at once. As to Motions for | have to be done to prevent unnecessary 
adjournment in respect of questions of | adjournments of the House. He hoped 
urgent public importance, he regarded | the Government in dealing with the 
that practice as the one hold which | procedure rules would provide against 
the House had on the Government under | a repetition of what had happened this 
present conditions. It was the one| session and other sessions. All parties 
means by which they could bring the | were agreed that some remedy should be 
Government to book promptly. As long | found. 





do a real service. 
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Mayor SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) asked if they could not now 
come to the honourable understanding 
to which the noble Lord had referred. 
The noble Lord had said he would agree 
to any scheme the Government might 
produce on the subject, but he entered 
a caveat that he could not agree to an 
honourable understanding that Motions 
for adjournment should in any way be 
interfered with. Surely they might agree 
that they would not introduce Bills in 
order to block private Members’ Motions 
for which precedence had been obtained 
in the ballot. 


Lorp R. CECIL said that, as far as 
he was concerned, if the Government 
produced a Standing Order to carry out 
what they all desired he would not 
oppose it; but if the production of the 
Standing Order was postponed to the 
end of the discussion on procedure they 


could not take out of their hands the 
weapon which had been given to them | 


in order to put pressure upon the 
Government. 


Major SEELY thought they were 


all agreed that the right of private. 


Members for Motions on Wednesdays 
until Whitsuntide should be respected by 
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| agreement on both sides of the House, 
_whilst the question of adjournments 
remained undecided. 


of the House. 


Lorp R. CECIL said he could not 
enter into any such agreement unless the 
Government produced their Standing 

| Order with due promptitude. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That to put a Motion on the 
Order Paper of this House, or to intro- 
duce a Bill, so as to prevent discussion 
in this House of Motions for which pre- 
cedence has been obtained in the ballot 
or of definite matters of urgent public 
importance, is hurtful to the usefulness 
of this House and an infringement of the 
rights of its Members.—(Mr. Bowles.) 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question, “That 
\this House do now adjourn,”—(Mr. 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer,)—put, and 
agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at eight 
minutes before Nine o’clock 
till Monday 8th April. 
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APPENDIX I. 


ESTIMATES FOR CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS, 1907-8. 





MEMORANDUM BY THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE TREASURY. 


I.—CIVIL SERVICES. 


1. The net total of the Estimates for Civil Services for 1907-8 is 30,107,043I. 
The net total of the original Estimates for 1906-7 was 29,316,629]. The increase 
is therefore 790,405/. 


_ 2. In the following Abstract and throughout the detailed Estimates comparison 
is made, according to usual practice with the total grants made for the service of the 
year 1906-7 in the Session of 1906. Thus the figures for 1906-7 comprise, in addition 
to the original Estimates for the year, Supplementary Estimates to the amount of 
443,558/., which were presented in the summer of 1906. The result is a net total 
for 1906-7 of 29,760,187/., and on this basis of comparison the Estimates for 1907-8 
show an increase of 346,8471. 


3. The number of Votes is 104, being one more than the original number for 
cae an additional Vote appearing in Class I. for the Memorial to the late Lord 
salisbury. 


Cuass I. 


4. The tctal sum required under Public Works and Buildings is 2,863,132. 
being an increase of 72,852]. on the amount voted in 1906. Of this increase the 
largest item is under Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens, where an increase of 34,500/. 
occurs, due mainly to the cost of wood paving and certain proposed alterations of 
Constitution Hill, and to the increases which have been made in the wagés of foremen 
and labourers employed in the Parks. Under Miscellaneous Legal Buildings there 
is an increase of 11,8001., owing to the growth of County Court business and the 
necessity for more accommodation. Under Art and Science Buildings provision is 
included in ‘‘ Maintenance” for cleaning and re-painting the Reading Room of the 
British Museum at an estimated cast of 6,150/. An estimate of 21001. is presented 
to defray the cost of a Memorial to the late Right Honourable the Marquess of Salisbury 
in accordance with the Resolution of the House of Commons of the 18th May, 1904. 
Under Public Buildings, Great Britain, there is a net decrease of 4,000/. as the result 
mainly of the large decrease of 20,3731. for Rents, which may be set against the 
increase of 10,5101. for Annuities under the several Buildings Acts specified in the 
estimate. In the same estimate a sum of 5,0002 is included, on account, towards 
the proposed extension of the National Gallery, and the provision, under “ Mainten- 
ance,” for the Protection and Repair of Ancient Monuments has been increased 
from 12,5101. to 16,155/. 


5. The amount provided under the Harbours estimate depends to some extent 
on the amount payable within the year under the terms of the grants. A grant of 
15,0002 in aid of the improvement of Southwold Harbour is expected to be payable 
in full in the ensuing financial year, and the estimate shows a net increase of 11,1341. 
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Crass II. 


6. The total Estimate under this Class (Salaries and Expenses of Civil Depart- 
ments) is 2,881,832/., being an increase of 134,547]. on the amount voted (including 
a Supplementary Grant of 1,000/. for the Valuation and Boundary Survey of Ireland) 
in the Session of 1906. The increase, which is exceptionally large for this Class, is 
accounted for under the following principal heads. 


7. Under House of Lords Offices and House of Commons Offices a decrease of 
17,550/. is anticipated in fees, owing to there being a smaller number of Private Bills 
in the present Session of Parliament, and an increased provision of 1,600/. is made 
under House of Commons Offices for Committee Expenses and for Shorthand 


Writers. 


8. The estimate for the Home Office shows a net increase of 8,650/., which is 
accounted for by increases in the staff of the Office and in the Factory Inspectorate 
to meet new requirements, by a larger provision for Inquiries, and by provision for 
new business, which arises under the Workmen’s Compensation Act and, to some 
extent, under Notice of Accidents Act of last Session. 


9. A sum of 6,000/. has been provided under Colonial Office for expenses in 
connection with the Colonial Confeerence. 


10. The Board of Trade Estimate shows a net increase of 29,1111. The estimate 
includes a special provision of 10,118/. under Subhead P. (Commercial, Labour and 
Statistical Department) for the Census of Production ; 4,400/. more is provided for 
other Special Inquiries ; and the total of the Subhead shows an increase of 16,965/. 
The growth of business in the Patent Office, as a result of the Patents Act of 1902 
continues to make large demands for additional staff, and Subhead U. shows in con- 
sequence an increase of 11,254/. It may be expected, however, that this expenditure 
will be covered to a considerable extent by fees as shown under estimated Extra 
Receipts. Under the Mercantile Marine Service estimate provision of 4,000I. is 
made for expenses under the Merchant Shipping Act of last Session, and the estimate 
shows a net increase of 2,943]. The increase of 2,000/ under the estimate for the 
Bankruptcy Department is due to a re-arrangement, which is explained in the note 
on the face of the estimate. 


1]. Of the increase of 7,505/. under Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, 3,000. 
is due to a revision of the allocation between Great Britain and Ireland of the statutory 
grant of 50,000/. for the suppression of Swine Fever under the Diseases of Animals 
Act, 1894, and the remainder is accounted for under the various heads of normal 
expenditure. The increase of 16,573]. under Stationery Office is due in part to the 
increase of business in the Public Departments, including Temporary Commissions 
and in part to the difficulty of estimating for the requirements of the Session of Parlia- 
ment. The Office of Works Estimate shows an increase of 7,318]. owing to the necessity 
for more staff, and particularly draughtsmen, to cope with the building requirements 
of the Post Office, National Gallery Extension, and various other works. 


i2. Under the Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction, Ireland, 
there is a net increase of 13,6711., owing to increases of staff, etc., and particularly 
to the large increase which is anticipated in the grants which will become payable 
in the course of the year, under approved regulations, to Schools of Science and Art 
and Day Secondary Schools (Subheads H. 1 and H. 3). The Labourers (Ireland) 
Act of last Session accounts in the main for the increase of 12,845/. under the esti- 
mate for the Irish Local Government Board. 
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13. The estimate for the Exchequer and Audit Department shows a new ar- 
rangement under which the Colonial Audit Staff at Headquarters is for the first time 
placed on the estimate, the cost being recouped by the Colonies (Sub-head D., Ap- 
propriations in Aid). 


Crass III. 


14. The total sum required under the head of Law and Justice is 3,922,4261., 
being a net increase of 33,5321. on the total for 1906-7. There is an increase of 
13,128]. in the estimate for Reformatory and Industrial Schools, Great Britain, due 
principally to certain increased grants which are proposed as the result of a recent 
inquiry by a Committee. The estimate for the Irish Land Commission shows an 
increase of 24,835/., and under Royal Irish Constabulary there is a net increase of 
11,461/., which is due to the exceptionally large number of retirements at the present 
time of members of the Force who have completed their service for pension. 

15. Against the foregoing increases may be set the decreases shown in the tabular 
statement, the principal items being 4,789/. under Land Registry, as the result to 
economies which are being effected in the working of that Department, and 6,6501. 
under Prisons, England and the Colonies. 


Crass IV. 


16. For education, Science, and Art the total Kstimate is 17,495,237/., being an 
increase of 316,955/. on the amount voted (including a Supplementary Grant of 
200,000/.) in 1906. If comparison be made with the original Estimates for 1906-7 
the increase is 516,955/., following on an increase of 651,117 in the preceding year. 


17. The estimate for the Board of Education shows an increase of 254,046]. 
The figures for 1906-7 include a Supplementary Grant of 200,000/. which was voted 
in July, 1906. On a comparison therefore with the original estimate the increase is 
454,046/. Of this sum, 233,046]. represents the growth of expenditure in respect of 
grants payable under approved regulations, increases of staff, increments of salaries, 
&c.; 51,000/. is for increased grants which are proposed towards expenditure on 
Secondary Schools and the training of Pupil Teachers (now merged in one Subhead, 
E 1); 70,000/. is for Building Grants for. Local Authorities’ Training Colleges ; and 
100,000/. is a special provision which will enable the Board, as and when occasion 
requires and within the limits of this sum, to furnish the means for providing a Public 
Elementary School in cases where the only existing school accommodation is wholly 
of a denominational character and a strong demand is made by the parents for an 


undenominational school. 


18. Provision has been made in the estimate for two new Posts (Permanent) 
Secretary of the Welsh Department, and Chief Inspector of the Welsh Departments 
in connection with the detaching of a certain portion of the existing staff of the Board 
of Education to be formed into a new department for the administration of Educa- 


tion in Wales. 


19. Under Public Education, Scotland, there is an increase of 50,4261. The 
estimate includes a new provision of 26,500/. under Subhead M. for grants towards 
expenditure on Secondary Education. The balance of the increase under this 
Subhead is due to the development of the organisation of Central Institutions and of 
Courses under the Continuation Code. Under Subhead E., Annual Grants for Day 
Scholars, the increase shown is due chiefly to normal growth in the average atten- 
dance, and in some degree to a still somewhat exceptionally large increase in the 
attendance of older children who earn the higher rates of grant. The increase under 
Subhead O., Grants for Traniing of Teachers, is due mainly to a large increase in the 
number of students under training. 
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e 
20. The estimate for Public Education, Ireland, shows a net increase of 15,137/., 
which includes a sum of 2,000/. for maintenance and travelling allowances to Junior 
Assistant Mistresses attending Training Classes. An additional sum of 10,000J. is 
made available from the Ireland Development Grant for providing Assistant Mis- 
tresses to all Schools with an average attendance of from 35 to 50 scholars. 


21. The National Galleries, Scotland, estimate has been prepared under the new 
conditions established by the National Galleries of Scotland Act, 1906. The Gal- 
leries have hitherto been under the management of the Board of Manufactures, who 
received an annuity of 2,000/. under the Treaty of Union, and a Grant in aid, which 
in 1906-7, amounted to 3,768/. The Act of 1906 establishes a Board of Trustees for 
the management of the Galleries, and charges the annuity of 2,000/., which is made 
payable to them, on the Consolidated Fund, and the costs of administration of the 
Galleries, including the maintenance of the buildings, on Votes. 


Ciass V. 


22. The Estimates for Foreign and Colonial Services amount to 1,798,715/., and 
show a net decrease of 75,1901. ; or, if the estimate for the Treasury Chest Fund be 
deducted (a service for which the necessary provision cannot be determined till after 
the close of the financial year), the decrease on the original Estimates of 1906-7 is 
60,5901. Under Diplomatic and Consular Services there is an increase of 15,484/., 
due principally to developments in the Consular Service, to the increased provision 
under Subhead P., Special Services, &c., and to a larger sum being payable under 
Subhead LL. to the Government-of India. Colonial Services show a decrease of 
70,3531. owing to a diminution in the amounts required for the Grants in Aid of Local 
Revenues. For Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific Cable the provision required is less 
by 27,721/., owing to the cessation of a subsidy to the African Direct Telegraph Com- 
pany and to an improvement in the earnings of the Pacific Cable. A grant of 50,000/. 
has been provided in aid of the revenues of Cyprus, as against 28,000/. in the previous 
year, and it is proposed that a grant at this rate shall be continued for three years 
from 1907-8 inclusive. 


Cuass VI. 


23. The estimate of 145,940/. which appears in this Class (Non-effective and 
Charitable Services) to make good deficiences on the income accounts of the funds 
for Savings Banks and Friendly Societies shows a net increase of 23,2961. on the 
corresponding Vote for 1906-7. This is accounted for, as stated in the note to the 
estimate, by an alteration which has been made in the period of account whereby 
provision must be made for thirteen months’ salaries in the Post Office Savings Bank 
Department in the year 1907-8. There is a net increase of 37,652/. on the total of 
the Class. 

Crass VII. 

24. Miscellaneous Estimates show a net decrease of 173,501/., owing to the non- 
recurrence of the grants for the Inter-Parliamentary Conference, and for expenses 
under the Unemployed Workmen Act, 1905, which were voted in July, 1906. The 
large number of Royal Commissions and Committees which are at present sitting 
necessitate an increase in the estimate for Temporary Commissions from 47,000. 
to 64,0001. A special grant of 33,000/. is proposed in the estimate for Miscellaneous 
Expenses in aid of the purchase by the Corporation of Waterford of a bridge in that 
city. 

An estimate for Repayments to the Civil Contingencies Fund will be presented 
as usual later in the Session, if necessary, when the amount to be made good to the 
Fund has been ascertained. 
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II.—_REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


25. The net total of the Estimates for the Revenue Departments is 20,625,7511., 
being an increase of 666,8101. on the total for 1906-7. 


26. The estimate for Customs shows a net increase of 6,000/., which is due to 
increments of salary and other expenditure after allowance has been made for savings 
which will result from the abolition of the Coal Duty. The Inland Revenue estimate 
shows a net increase of 39,800I., a considerable proportion of which is due to the 
arrangements made in preparation for the Quinquennial Assessment in the year 1908-9. 
On this account an increased provision of 20,0001. becomes necessary under Sub head 
N. for the cost of the Copies of Poor Rates, and a sum of 5,0001. is included under 
Subhead A., for extra clerical assistance required by the Surveyors of Taxes. Ad- 
ditional provision is also required for Commuted Allowances to Clerks to Commissioners 
and to Collectors and Assessors of Taxes (Sub heads D. and E.) to meet the growth 
of business. 


27. The estimate for the Post Office shows a net increase of 621,010/., made up 
as follows :— 


Postal Services - - - - Increase 411,3711. 
Packet Services - - - - Decrease 26,5701. 
Telegraph Services - - - - Increase 236,2091. 





Net Increase 621,010. 


28. The increase under “ Postal Services” is mainly due to causes incidental 
to the expansion of business, viz: increments in salaries and wages, growth of staff 
and superannuation charges. Provision is also made for taking over from the Gibraltar 
Government the Colonial Post Office Agencies maintained in Morocco, and for the 
establishment of new Agencies of the Imperial Post Office at other towns in that 
Country. 


29. As regards Packet Services, a reduced subsidy is payable to the Peninsular 
and Oriental Company in consequence of the extension of their Contract to 1912 and 
as the reduction in the subsidy dates back to February Ist, 1905, there results a 
saving of 79,000/., less 20,650/., the consequent reduction in the contribution by India 
and the Eastern Colonies in aid of the service. On the other hand, owing to the 
renewal of the contract with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at the old subsidy 
(60,000/.) there is an increase of 43,000/. less 11,250/., the increase in the contribution 
by Canada towards the cost of the service. In 1906-7, only 17,0001. was provided 
for this service, although the full amount of the subsidy was eventually paid out of 
savings under other Subheads of the Vote. One-fourth of the cost is repaid by the 
Dominion of Canada. 


30. Of the increase under “‘ Telegraph Services,” 99,9231. is on account of the 
terminable Annuities issued in repayment of loans on Telephone Capital Account, 
the balance being mainly due to increments in salaries and wages, growth of staff and 
extension of the Telephone System. Provision is also made for the maintenance of 
the Glasgow and Brighton Corporation Telephone Systems recently acquired by the 
Postmaster-General. 


31. In accordance with the recommendations of an Inter-Departmental Com- 
mittee, the Telegraph proportion of the expenses common to the Postal and Telegraph 
Services is further reduced to 23 per cent. in 1907-8 as against 234 per cent. in the 
previous year. 


Whitehall, Treasury Chambers, 
26th February, 1907. WALTER RUNCIMAN. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CLXXI. 
Those marked thus* are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. “fu.L.]” following title 
indicates that the Bill originated in the House of Lords. 





(A.) Housr or Lorps. 











Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
*Army Annual Earl of Portsmouth | Read 1° 26th March (1619) 
Companies [H.L.] Earl of Granard | Read 2* 14th March (164) 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) | All Stages 21st March (1206) 
| (1260) 
" | Royal Assent 2nd Mar. (1261) 
*County Courts [H.L.] Lord Chancellor Read 2° 14th March (176) 
Dental Companies (Restric- Lord Hylton Read 1* 13th March (4) 
tions of Practice [H.L. | 
*Destructive Insects and  LEuwrl Carrington Xead 1 21st March (1206) 
Pests [H.L. | 
* Judicature [H.L.] | Lord Chancellor Committee 14th March (180) 
Report 18th March (410) 
Prohibition of Medical Lord Hylton Read 1* 13th March (4) 
Practice by Companies | 
[H.L. | | 
*Salmon — Fresh Water | Earl Carrington Read 1“ 21st March (1206) 


Fisheries [H.1..] 


*Statute Law Revision [H.1.} Lord Chancellor Read 1" 18th March (409) 








(B.) Hous or Commons. 


Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress 





Adult (Women and Men) Lord R. Cecil Read 1° 26th March (1675) 
Enfranchisement | 


Agricultural Education in Mr. Jesse Collings | Read 1° 20th March (879) 
Elementary Schools 




















House or ComMons—continued. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by 





*Army Annual Mr. Haldane 


Building Lands (Scotland) Mr. Rk. M. Ferguson 
Civil Bill Courts (Dublin) = Mr. J. Gordon 


*Consolidated Fund (No.1) Mr. Asquith 


Crofters (Scotlarfd) Mr. Rh. M. Ferguson 
Dogs (Injuries to Persons) Mr. J. D. White 


Education of Afflicted Chil-  J/r. C. Craig 
dren (Ireland) 


*Education (Scotland) Mr. Sinclair 
Eight Hours Mr, Thorne 


Factory and Workshops Mr. C. Corbett 
Act (1901) Amendment 


Ferries (Ireland) Mr, Guynn 

Financial and Commercial Mr. Bottomley 
Gambling 

Franchise and Removal of Mr. Dickinson 
Women’s Disabilities 


Irish Tobacco Mr. W. Redmont 





Licensed Premises (Election | Mr. C. Roberts 
Days Closing) 


| Major Renton 
| 


London Municipal Elections | Mr, Dickinson 
(Hours of Poll) 


Lights on Vehicles 


| 
Merchandise Marks | Sir H. Vincent 
| 
*Merchant Shipping (Ton- | Mr. Lloyd-George 
nage Deductivn for | 
Propelling Power) 





Prozress. 





Read 1° 14th March (335) 

Read 2° 18th March (582) 

Committee 20th and 21st Mar. 
(1005) 

Report \ 25th Mar. 

Read 3°’ and passed/ (1613) 


Read 1° 13th March (66) 

Read 1° 13th March (66) 

Read i? 14th March (336) 
Read 2° 18th March (490) 
Committee } i. se 
Report f 19th March (776) 
Read 3° and passed 20th March 

(964) 
Royal Assent 22nd Mar. (1261) 


Read 1° 14th March (256) 
Read 1° 20th March (879); 


| Read 1° 13th March (66) 


Read 1° 20th March (880) 
Read 1° 25th March (1527) 


| Read 1° 18th March (490) 





Read 1° 20th March (879) 


| Read 1° 18th March (489) 


Bill withdrawn 25th March 
(1616) 


Read 2° 25th March (1616) 


Second Reading (adjourned) 
15th March (400) 


Read 2° 15th March (381) 
Read 1° 18th March (489) 


Read 2° 15th March (404) 
Read 1° 25th March (1527) 








House 


Title of Bill, 





Municipal Milk Depots 


Parliamentary Elections 


(Hours of Poll) 


Parochial Medical Officers 
(Scotland) 


*Patents and Designs 
*Probation of Offenders 


*Probation of Offenders 
(No. 2) 


Public Rights of Way 
Railways (Contracts) 
Railways, Mines, Canals, ete. 
Rating Appeals (Costs) 
Regulations of Railways 
Rights of Way (Scotland) 


Saturday Closing of Public 
Houses 


*Sea Fisheries (Scotland) 
(Application of Penalties) 


*Sheriff Courts (Scotland) 
Small Holdings (No. 2) 
Small Holdings and Cottages 


Small Landholders (Scot- 
Jand) 


Trawlers’ Regulations 
Trusts 


Weights and Measures 
(Metric System) 


*Whale Fisheries (Scotland) 


Youthful Offenders 


OF COMMONS—continued. 





Mi 


M 


Mr. 


Brought in by 


. Levy 
. Piekersgill 


J.C. Wason 


Mr. Lloyd-George 


M 
M 


*, Gladstone 


* Gladstone 


Mr. J. 2. Macdonald 


Mi f. 


Lambton 


Mr. Thorne 


Mr. Barnard 


MM 
Mm 


MM 


Mr 


Mi 
Mi 


. T. Davies 
 Gulland 


*, Bottomley 


‘ Sinclair 


. T. Shaw 


, Jesse Collings 


Lord R. Ceeil 


Mr. 


Sinclair 


Myr. Morton 


Mr. Rendall 


Mr 


M r. 


. B.S. Straus 


Sinclair 


Mr. Wedgwood 


Progress. 


| Read 1° 20th March (1675) 


| 
| Read 1° 18th March (489) 
| 
| 
| Read 1° 20th March (884) 
| 


Read 1° 19th March (683) 
3i1] withdrawn 18th Mar. (582) 


Read 1° 19th March (682) 


Read 1° 25th March (1528) 


Read 2° 15th March (344) 





Read 1? 25th March (1527) 


Read 1° 19th March (683) 


Read 1° 25th March (1527) 





Read 1° 19th March (682) 
| 


| Read 1° 18th March (489) 
| 
| Read 1° 27th March (1830) 
| 

Read 1° 25th March (1528) 
| Read 1° 19th March (683) 
"Read 1° 26th March (1675) 


| Read 1° 19th March (687) 


Read 1° 18th March (489) 
| Read 1’ 20th March (878) 


Second Reading (defeated) 
22nd March (1311) 


| 
Read 1° 27th March (1830) 


| Read 1° 18th March (489) 














Li 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1907. 


list OF RULES, ORDERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


In Continuation of List given in previous Volume. 


| 


Date from which | Period to lie upon 
the Period runs. the Table. 


Title of Paper. 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copy of Order made by the 14 March 
Council of the County of Lancaster, and confirmed by 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department, | 
fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of Shops 
within the Urban Districts of Royton, Failsworth, 
Compton, Lees, Littleborough, and Milnrow [4 Edw. 
VIL, c. 31, s. 3 (3)] 


| 
40 days 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copies of Orders made by the | 18 March 40 days 
Secretary for Scotland providing for the Early Closing | 
of certain classes of Shops in the Burgh of Leith | 
{4 Edw. VII., ¢. 31, s. 3 (3)] 


Public Records, High Court of Justice (King’s Bench, 19 March 4 weeks 

Common Pleas, and Exchequer), —Copy of Schedule 
containing a list and particulars of Classes of 
Documents belonging to the late Courts of King’s 
Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer, and the 
succeeding King’s Bench, Common Pleas, and 
Exchequer Divisions of the High Court of Justice, 
which are not considered of sufficient public value to 
justify their preservation in the Public Record Office 
[40 and 41 Vic., ¢. 55, s. 1] 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copy of Order made by the 20 March 40 days 
Council of the Borough of Jarrow, and confirmed by 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of Shops 
within the borough [4 Edw. VIL,, c. 31, s. 3 (3)] 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877, 20 March 12 weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy of Statute made by the Governing 
3ody of Oriel College, Oxford on the 11th October, 
1906 (and sealed on the 29th November 1906) amending | 
Statute VI., Clause 5, of the Statutes of the College 
[40 and 41 Vic., c. 48, s. 49] | 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877, 20 March 12 weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy of Statute made by the Governing 
Body of University College, Oxford, on the Ist 
December 1906 (and sealed on the 7th December 1906), | 
amending Statute III., Clause 11, of the Statutes of | 
the College [40 and 41 Vic., c. 48, s. 49] 


Court of Session (Scotland) Act, 1868,—Copy of Act 27 March 36 days 
of Sederunt to regulate Procedure in the Court of 
Session [31 and 32 Vic., c. 100, s. 106] 








